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I-IFTH  SESSION  OF  THE  SEVENTH  PARLIAMENT  OF  CANADA,  APPOINTEP  TO  MEET 

FOR  DESPATCH  OF  BUSINESS  ON  THURSDAY,  THB  EIGHTEENTH  DAY  OF 

APRIL,  IN  THE  FIFTY-EIGHTH  YEAR  OF  THE  REIGN  OF 

HER  MAJESTY  QUEEN  VICTORIA 


THE  SENATE. 
Ottawa,  Thursday,  18th  April,  1895. 

Thb  speaker  took  the  Chair  at  2.30 
p.m. 

Prayers. 

NEW  SENATOR. 

Hon.  Joseph  Octave  Areenault,  of  Prince 
Edward  Island,  was  introduced  and,  having 
taken  the  oa.th  prescribed  by  law,  took  his 
seat. 

The  House  adjourned  during  pleasure. 

After  some  time  the  House  was  resumed. 
THE  SPEECH  FROM  THE  THRONE. 

At  Three  o'clock  P.M.,  His  Excellency 
THE  Governor  General  proceeded  in  state 
to  the  Senate  Chamber,  in  the  Parliament 
Buildings,  and  took  his  seat  upon  the 
Throne.  The  Senators  being  assembled, 
His  Excellency  was  pleased  to  command  the 
attendance  of  the  House  of  Commons,  and 
that  House  being  present.  His  Excellency 
was  pleased  to  open  the  Fifth  Session  of 
the  Seventh  Parliament  of  the  Dominion 
OF  Canada,  with  the  following  Speech : — 
Honourable  Oentiemen  of  the  Senate  : 

OeiUlemen  qfthe  Howe  of  Commons  : 

It  ie  with  much  satisfaction  that  I  again  hare 
recourse  to  your  advice  and  assistance  in  the  admin- 
istration of  the  affairs  of  the  Dominion. 


By  the  sudden  and  lamented  death  of  the  late 
Right  Honourable  Sir  John  Thompson,  Canada  has 
sustained  a  grievous  loss.  The  deep  and  heartfelt 
sympathy  expressed  by  Her  most  Gracious  Majesty 
the  Queen,  and  the  manifestations  of  sorrow  with 
which  the  distressing  intelligence  was  received 
throughout  the  Empire,  us  well  as  tokens  of  esteem 
and  respect  everywhere  paid  to  the  memory  of  the 
deceased  statesman,  have  been  gratefully  appre- 
ciated by  the  people  of  Canada. 

Satisfactory  assurances  having  been  received 
from  Her  Alajesty's  Government  respecting  the 
interpretation  of  certain  clauses  in  the  Treaty  of 
Commerce  with  France,  ratifications  will  be  ex- 
changed as  soon  as  the  necessary  legislation  has 
been  passed. 

The  recent  action  of  the  Imperial  Parliament 
enabling  the  various  Australasian  Governments  to 
enter  into  preferential  trade  relations  with  the 
other  self-governing  Coloniesof  the  Empire,  affords 
gratifying  proof  that  the  suggestions  of  the  Colonial 
Conference  are  being  favourably  entertained  by 
Her  Majesty's  Government. 

In  conformity  with  a  recent  judgment  of  the 
Lords  of  the  Judicial  Committee  of  the  Pri^'y 
Council,  to  the  effect  that  the  dissentient  minority 
of  the  people  of  Manitoba  have  a  constitutional 
right  of  appeal  to  the  Governor  General  in  Council 
against  certain  Act-s  passed  by  the  legislature  of 
the  province  of  Manitoba  iu  relation  to  the  subject 
of  education,  I  have  heard  in  Council  the  appeal, 
and  ray  decision  thereon  has  been  communicated 
to  the  legislature  of  the  said  province.  The  papers 
on  the  subject  will  be  laid  before  you. 

The  depression  in  trade  which  has  prevailed 
throughout  the  world  for  the  past  few  years  has 
made  itself  felt  in  Canada,  but  fortunately  to  a  less 
degree  than  in  most  other  countries.  Although 
this  has  not  resulted  in  any  considerable  decrease 
in  the  volume  of  our  foreigu  trade,  yet  owing  to 
low  prices  and  recent  reductions  in  and  removal 
of  taxation,  it  has  been  followed  by  a  serious 
decrease  in   revenue  derived  from   Customs  and 
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Excise.  In  order  to  pnxluce  e((uilibrium  between 
revenue  and  expenditure  for  the  coining  year,  it 
will  be  necessary  to  observe  the  greatest  possible 
economy  in  the  appropriations  for  the  various 
branches  of  the  public  service. 

During  the  period  that  has  elapsed  since  the  last 
Session  uf  Parliament,  I  have  had  an  opportunity  of 
visiting  many  portions  of  the  Dominion,  inclnding 
the  Maritime  Provinces,  Manitoba,  the  North-west 
Territories  and  British  Columbia.  Throughout 
these  tours  I  have  been  impressed  and  gratified  by 
manifestations  of  an  abounding  loyalty  and  public 
spirit ;  and  notwithstanding  the  phase  of  trade 
depression  already  referred  to,  I  observed  every- 
where unmistakable  signs  of  that  confident  hope- 
fulness in  the  future,  based  on  thorough  belief  in 
the  greatness  of  the  resources  of  Caua(ia,  which  is 
one  of  the  characteristics  of  her  people,  and  which 
furnishes  a  good  augury  and  pledge  of  further 
development  and  progress. 

The  Government  of  Newfoundland  having  inti- 
niat«d  its  desire  to  renew  negotiations  looking  to 
the  admission  of  that  colony  into  the  Dominion 
of  Canada,  a  sub-committee  of  my  advisers  have 
recently  met  in  conference  a  delegation  from  the 
Island  Government  and  discussed  with  them  the 
terms  of  union.  It  will  be  a  subject  of  general 
congratulation  if  the  negotiations  now  pending 
result  in  the  incorporation  of  Her  Majesty's  oldest 
colonial  possession  into  the  Canadian  Confedera- 
tion. 

Measures  relating  to  bankruptcy  and  insolvency, 
and  to  joint  stock  companies  will  be  laid  before 
you.  \  on  will  also  be  asked  to  consider  certain 
amendments  to  the  Insurance  Act,  to  the  Act 
respecting  Dominion  Not  eg,  to  the  Dominion  Lands 
Act,  to  the  Indian  Act,  to  the  North-west  Ter- 
ritories Representation  Act,  as  also  a  Bill  respect- 
ing the  land  subsidy  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Kail- 
way  Company. 

OtiUlemen  of  the  House  of  Commons : 

I  have  directed  that  the  accounts  of  the  past 
year  shall  be  laid  before  yon.  The  estimates  for 
the  ensuing  j'ear  will  also  be  presented.  They 
have  been  framed  with  every  regard  to  economy 
compatible  with  the  efficiency  of  the  public  service. 

Honourable  Gentlemen  of  the  Senate  : 

Gentlemen  oftne  Howte  of  Commonn  : 

I  now  leave  yon  to  the  discharge  of  the  important 
duties  devolving  upon  you  with  an  earnest  prayer 
that  being  guided  by  the  spirit  of  wisdom  and 
patriotism  your  deliberations  Taa,y,  under  the 
divine  blessing,  conduce  to  the  unity  and  well- 
being  of  Canada. 

The  House  of  Commons  then  withdrew. 
BILL  INTRODUCED. 

Bill  "  An  Act  relating  to  Railways." 
(Sir  Mackenzie  Bo  well.) 

THE  ADDRESS 

The  SPEAKER  reported  His  Excellency's 
Speech  from  the  Throne,  and  the  same  was 
then  read  by  the  Clerk. 


Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL  moved 
that  the  Senate  do  take  into  consideration 
the  Speech  of  His  Excellency  the  Governor 
General  on  Monday  next. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  Senate  adjourned  at  4.30  p.m. 


THE  SENATR 


Ottawa,  Monday,  22'nd  April,  1895. 

The  SPEAKER  took  the  Chair  at  Three 
o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 

THE  ADDRESS. 
Motion. 

Hon.  Mr.  PRIMROSE  moved— 

That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  His  Excel- 
lency the  Governor  General,  to  thank  His  Excellency 
for  His  Gracious  speech  at  the  oiwning  of  the  present 
Session  ;  and,  further,  toassure  His  Excellency  that — 

We  also  thank  His  Excellency  tor  the  expression 
of  his  satisfaction  at  a^ain  having  nysoiirse  to  our 
advice  and  assistance  m  the  administration  of  the 
affairs  of  the  Dominion. 

We  share  most  sincerely  His  Excellency's  feelings 
that  by  the  sudden  and  lamented  death  of  the  late 
Right  Honourable  Sir  John  Thonipsoii,  Canada  has 
sustained  a  grievous  loss.  Tlie  deep  and  heartfelt 
sympathy  expressed  by  Her  Moat  (Jracious  Majesty 
the  Queen,  and  the  manifestations  of  sorrow  with 
which  the  distressing  intelligence  was  received 
throughout  the  Empire,  as  well  as  the  tokens  of 
esteem  and  resjiect  everywhere  paid  to  the  memory 
of  the  deceased  statesman,  have  Iwen  gratefully  appre- 
ciated by  the  people  of  Canada. 

W'e  learn  with  interest  that,  satisfactory  assurances 
having  been  received  from  Her  Majesty's  G<ivernment 
respecting  the  interpretation  of  certain  clauses  in  the 
Treaty  of  Commerce  with  France,  ratifications  will 
be  exchanged  as  soon  as  the  necessary  legislation  has 
been  passed. 

We  are  pleased  to  be  informed  by  His  Excellency 
that  the  recent  action  of  the  Imi>erial  Parliament 
enabling  the  various  Australasian  (TOvenimeutH  to 
enter  into  preferential  trade  relaticms  with  the  other 
self-governing  Colonies  of  the  Empire,  affords  grati- 
fying proof  that  the  suggestions  of  the  Colonial  Con- 
ference are  being  favourably  entertained  by  Her 
Majestv's  Government. 

We  thank  His  Excellency  for  informing  ue  that,  in 
conformity  with  a  recent  judinnent  of  the  Lords  of 
the  .Tudicial  Committee  of  the  Privy  Council,  to  the 
effect  that  the  dissentient  minority  of  the  people  of 
Manitoba  have  a  constitutional  right  of  apjieal  to  the 
Governor  (4eneral  in  Council  against  certain  Acts 
]>asse<l  by.the  legislature  of  the  province  of  Manitoba 
In  relation  to  the  subject  of  education,  His  Excel- 
lency has  heard  in  Council  the  appeal ;  that  Hia 
Excellency's  decision  thereon  has  been  communicated 
to  the  legislature  of  the  said  ijrownce ;  and  that  the 
pai>ers  on  the  subject  will  be  laid  before  us. 
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We  are  glad  to  hear  from  His  Kxcellency  that  the 
depression  in  trade  which  has  prevailed  throughout 
the  world  for  the  i>ast  few  yean  has  made  itself  felt 
in  Canada  to  a  lee.s  degree  than  in  most  other  coun- 
tries. We  regret,  however,  to  learn  that,  although 
this  has  not  resulted  in  any  considerable  decrease  m 
the  volume  of  our  foreign  trade,  yet  that,  owing  to 
low  {»ices  and  recent  reductions  in  and  removal  of 
taxation,  it  has  been  followed  by  a  serious  decrease  in 
revenue  derived  from  Customs  and  Excise.  We 
respectfully  concur  in  His  Excellency's  opinion  that 
in  order  to  produce  equilibrium  between  revenue  and 
expenditure  for  the  coming  year,  it  will  be  necessary  to 
observe  the  greatest  iMssible  economy  in  the  appropria- 
tions for  the  various  branches  of  the  public  service. 

^y'e  are  greatly  pleased  U)  hear  that,  during  the 
period  that  has  elapsed  since  the  last  Session  of  Par- 
liament, Your  Excellency  had  an  opportunity  of 
visiting  many  portions  of  the  Dominion,  including 
the  Maritime  Provinces,  Manitoba,  the  North-west 
Territories  and  British  Columbia  ;  that  throughout 
these  tours  Your  Excellency  was  impressed  and  gra- 
tified by  manifestations  of  an  abounding  loyalty  and 
public  spirit ;  and  that,  notwithstsnding  the  phase 
of  trade  depression  already  referred  to,  you  observed 
everywhere  unmistakable  signs  of  that  confident 
hopefulness  in  the  future,  based  on  a  thorough  belief 
in  the  greatness  of  the  resources  of  Canada,  which, 
yon  are  graciously  pleased  to  say,  is  one  of  the  cha- 
racteristics of  her  people  and  furnishes  a  good 
augury  and  pledge  of  further  development  and  pro- 
gress. 

We  receive  with  a  deep  sense  of  their  im{iortance 
Your  Excellency's  statements  that  the  Government 
of  Newfoundland  having  intimated  its  desire  to 
renew  negotiations  looking  to  the  admission  of  that 
colony  into  the  Dominion  of  Canada,  a  sub-com- 
mittee of  Your  Excellency's  advisers  have  recently 
met  in  conference  a  delegation  from  Hie  Island 
Government  and  discussed  with  them  the  terms  of 
union,  and  that  it  will  be  a  subject  of  general  con- 
gratulation if  the  negotiations  now  pending  result  in 
the  ineorjX)ration  of  Her  Majesty  s  oldest  colonial 
possession  into  the  Canadian  Confederation. 

We  thank  Your  Excellency  for  the  information 
that  measures  relating  to  bankruptcy  and  insolvency 
and  to  joint  stock  comi>anies  will  be  laid  before  us, 
and  that  we  shall  be  asked  to  consider  certain  amend- 
ment* to  the  Insurance  Act^  to  the  Act  resjiecting 
Dominion  Notes,  to  the  Dominion  Lands  Act,  to  the 
Indian  Act,  to  the  North-west  Territories  Repre- 
sentation Act,  and  also  a  Bill  resj^ecting  the  land 
subsidy  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Coini«ny. 
Your  Excellency  may  rest  assured  that  all  these 
matters  will  receive  our  most  careful  consideration. 

In  entering  upon  the  dischai^e  of  the  important 
duties  devolving  uixm  us,  we  join  Your  Excellency 
in  an  earnest  prayer  that  being  guided  by  the  spirit 
of  wisdom  and  patriotism  our  deliberations  may, 
under  the  divine  messing,  conduce  to  the  unity  and 
well-being  of  Canada. 

He  said  :  When  asked  to  accept  the 
honour  of  moving  the  Address  in  reply  to 
the  Speech  from  the  Throne,  it  was  with 
much  trepidation  and  many  misgivings  that 
I  consented  to  make  the  attempt ;  and  for 
any  shortcomings  or  imperfections  in  my 
effort  to  discharge  the  duty  which  has  been 
assigned  me,  I  crave  the  indulgence  and 
kind  consideration  of  this  honourable  House. 
Of  one  thing  I  can  assure  you,  and  that  is, 
that  I  have  the  best  possible  intention  to 
spare  you  the  infliction  of  a  lengthy  an4  in 


all  probability  desultory  speech,  and  myself 
the  mortification  of  making  so  grave  a  mis- 
take, and  in  order  the  better  to  'secure  this 
very  desirable  end,  I  shall  confine  myself 
pretty  closely  if  not  exclusively,  to  my 
manuscript,  all  the  more  so,  that  the  Speech 
from  the  Throne  treats  of  some  topics  of 
which  I  simply  dare  not  trust  myself  to 
speak  extemporaneously.  It  must  be  grati- 
fying I  think  to  the  members  of  this  hon- 
ourable House  OS  an  integral  portion  of  the 
Parliament  of  Canada,  to  observe  the  pro- 
minence given  by  the  Queen's  representative 
in  the  opening  clause  of  the  Speech,  to  the 
expression  of  his  sense  of  the  value  of  the 
advice  and  assistance  which  be  expects  to 
receive  from  both  Houses,  in  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  affairs  of  the  Dominion,  and 
so  his  recognition  of  the  value  of  our  system 
of  government.  And,  now,  I  come  to  a 
portion  of  the  Speech  to  which  I  wish  I  could 
speak  as  I  fain  would.  In  the  very  forefront, 
in  the  place  in  which  we  should  expect  to 
find  it,  stands  His  Excellency's  eloquent 
and  touching  reference  to  the  sudden  and 
lamented  death  of  the  Right  Honourable 
Sir  John  Thompson,  with  all  the  sad  circum- 
stances attendant  upon  which  we  are  now 
unhappily  so  familiar. 

Tragic  in  its  awful  suddenness,  as  well  as 
in  .many  of  its  surroundings,  was  the  un- 
timely taking  off  of  our  late  so  honoured  and 
beloved  premier,  when  he  had  just  reached 
the  acme  of  his  prosperous  and  distinguished 
career.  Having  heard  the  voice  of  his 
earthly  sovereign,  and  having  just  passed 
from  her  presence,  after  she  had  conferred 
upon  him  one  of  the  highest  honours  within 
the  power  of  even  her  hand  to  bestow,  he 
heard  the  call  of  the  King  of  Kings,  and 
the  Ixird  of  Lords,  and  to-day  our  late  hon- 
oured and  beloved  premier  wears  the  insignia 
of  an  order,  higher  far  than  is  embraced  in 
all  the  heraldry  of  earthly  kingdoms  and 
courts,  insignia  whose  radiant  lustre  not  all 
the  attrition  of  the  rolling  cycles  of  eternal 
ages  shall  ever  dim  or  tarnish.  Yes  !  His 
glorious  sun  did  in  very  deed  go  down  at 
high  noon,  and  who  shall  say  what  the  alas 
now  for  ever  unwritten  record  of  his  life 
might  have  embraced,  of  the  great  and  noble 
in  pui^jose  and  in  achievement,  had  he  been 
spared  to  us  and  to  his  country.  In  his 
death  Canada  has  indeed  sustained  a  griev- 
ous loss.  Fruitful  mother  as  she  is,  of  hon- 
oured, eminent,  and  worthy  sons,  she  can 
ill-afford  to  lose  from  the  family  register, 
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the  name  of  a  son  so  illustrious  as  he  who 
has  left  us  for  ever  here,  and  as  she  looks 
upon  the  vacant  chair  which  he  filled  with 
so  much  credit  to  himself  and  honour  to  her, 
her  sorrows  are  stirred  to  their  deepest 
depths,  and  the  fountain  of  her  tears  is 
opened.  Reference  is  made  in  the  speech 
to  the  deep  and  heartfelt  sympathy  ex- 
pressed by  Her  Most  Gracious  Majesty  the 
Queen.  This  was  made  manifest  in  many 
ways,  in  word  and  deed,  but  I  shall  select 
an  incident  as  illustrative  of  this,  which 
some  perhaps  might  think  a  very  insignifi- 
cant one,  but  which,  in  my  view  at  least, 
is  so  full  of  rich  significance  as  to  almost 
baffle  language  to  express  it.  We  often  use 
the  words  "Her  Most  Gracious  Majesty," 
but  with  not  the  smallest  approach  to  an 
adequate  conception  of  the  grand  amplitude 
of  their  meaning  and  significance  as  applied  to 
the  present  illustrious  occupant  of  the  throne 
of  the  mightiest,  the  most  intelligent,  and  the 
most  progressi  ve  nation  that  theworldhasever 
known.  Queenly  woman !  womanly  queen  ! 
what  but  the  promptings  of  her  womanly 
mother's  heart,  drawn  out  in  deepest 
loving  sympathy,  induced  her  on  that 
dark  day  of  trial,  to  stoop  and  imprint  a 
kiss  upon  the  pale  face  of  the  well  nigh 
heart-broken  young  girl,  who  stood  trembling 
before  her,  dazed  under  the  weight  of  the 
awful  stroke  that  took  her  much  loved 
father  from  her  as  in  a  moment.  Does  any 
one  say  that  was  a  trifling  incident?  Why, 
honourable  gentlemen,  the  magnetism  of 
that  kiss  went  tingling  like  an  electric  cur- 
rent along  the  pulses  of  the  world,  and 
evoked  from  many  a  heart,  far  and  near,  the 
fervent  "God  bless  her." 

Little  wonder,  honourable  gentlemen,  that 
for  such  a  Queen  the  prayer  should  often  go 
up  from  their  heart  of  hearts,  from  a  multi- 
tude almost  innumerable  throughout  the 
bounds  of  her  wide  domain,  into  the  ears 
of  the  Eternal :  "  God  save  our  gracious 
Queen." 

I  most  heartily  endorse  the  statement 
made  in  the  speech,  that  the  manifestation 
of  sorrow  throughout  the  empire,  on  the 
receipt  of  the  sad  intelligence  of  the  death 
of  the  late  premier,  a<t  well  as  the  tokens  of 
esteem  and  respect  everywhere  paid  to  his 
memory  have  been  gratefully  appreciated  by 
the  people  of  Canada,  and  now  may  we  not 
ask  ourselves  in  this  connection  as  assembled 
here  in  Parliament,  has  Canada  as  yet  done 
all  that  might  be  expected  of  her  in  recog- 


nition of  the  eminent  services  of  him  who  is 
gone?  Would  it  not  be  a  graceful  and 
fitting  act  on  the  part  of  the  Government 
to  make  a  suitable  appropriation  for  the 
benefit  of  those  whom  he  has  left  behind 
him  ?  I  am  not  aware  whether  this  would 
be  a  departure  from  established  usage  or 
not,  but  even  though  it  were,  the  circum- 
stances are  so  very  exceptional  that  such  a 
course,  I  feel  persuaded,  would  meet  with  the 
approval  of  the  great  majority  of  Canadians, 
and  I  would  ask  the  Government  to  take  the 
suggestion  into  their  favourable  considera- 
tion. 

It  will  be  in  the  remembrance  of  the  mem- 
bers of  this  honourable  House,  that  when 
the  French  Treaty  was  ratified,  it  was  sti- 
pulated by  France  that  in  the  event  of  any 
trade  concessions  being  made  to  any  third 
power,  she  should  enjoy  the  same  privileges. 
The  question  then  emerges,  as  to  whether  or 
no  the  British  colonies  were  to  come  under 
the  caption  of  third  powers  under  the  treaty. 
France  was  inclined  to  maintain  that  they 
were,  but  Sir  Charles  Tapper,  the  British 
plenipotentiary  in  the  negotiations,  took  the 
ground  that  this  never  was  contemplated, 
and  that  the  colonies  being  part  of  the  Bri- 
tish Empire  (one  of  the  contracting  parties) 
they  could  not  be  considered  .as  third  pow- 
ers, and  the  speech  informs  us  that  satisfac- 
tory assurances  have  been  received  from  Her 
Majesty's  Government  respecting  this  deba- 
ted interpretation,  and  an  understanding 
having  been  reached,  final  ratifications  will 
be  exchanged  as  soon  as  the  necessary  legis- 
lation has  been  passed ;  and  let  us  indulge 
the  hope  that  this  will  result  in  a  very  con- 
siderable expansion  of  the  trade  and  com- 
merce of  Canada. 

I  think  that  we  all  entertain  very  plea>- 
sant  remembrances,  of  the  presence  among 
us  during  last  session,  of  the  intercolonial 
delegates ;  and  I  am  sure  that  those  who 
came  in  contact  with  those  gentlemen  dur- 
ing their  stay,  could  not  fail  to  be  impressed 
with  the  fact  that  they  were  representative 
men,  intimately  conversant  with  the  trade 
requirements  of  the  various  colonies  which 
they  represented,  and  keen  to  extend  the 
circle  of  their  trade  relations,  where  result- 
ant benefits  might  be  reasonably  antici- 
pated. Imperial  legislation  originally  exist- 
ed, whereby  they  were  restricted  in  their 
trade  relations  with  the  other  self-governing 
colonies  of  the  empire,  and  it  is  a  subject 
for  congratulation  to  learn  from  the  speech 
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from  the  throne,  that  the  Imperial  Parlia^ 
ment  has  recently  taken  action,  freeing  them 
from  this  disability,  and  in  this  fact  we  see 
the  first  fruits  of  the  Colonial  Conference 
held  last  year  in  this  city,  and  are  led  to 
entertain  the  hope  that  further  suggestions 
emanating  from  that  conference,  are  likely 
to  receive  favourable  consideration  by  the 
Imperial  Government.  The  fact  that  Her 
Majesty's  Qovemment  was  becoming  alive 
to  the  possibilities  likely  to  result  from  a 
mutual  interchange  of  commodities,  and  the 
establishment  of  closer  trade  relations  be- 
tween the  diflferent  colonies,  even  before  the 
conference  met,  was  made  manifest  by  the 
appointment  to  that  conference  of  their  very 
able  and  experienced  representative,  Earl  of 
Jersey,  whose  report  to  his  government  is 
believed  to  have  been  very  favourable.  If 
we  associate  with  these  proposed  new  con- 
ditions, the  construction  of  a  line  of  cable 
between  Australia  and  Canada,  it  would,  I 
think,  be  difficult  to  over-estimate  the  value 
of  the  benefits  to  accrue  to  Canada  and  to 
the  empire  at  large  from  such  a  new  order 
of  things.  To  my  mind  it  is  "a consumma- 
tion devoutly  to  be  wished  "  and  should  it 
ever  be  achieved,  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, this  honourable  House  and  this  coun- 
try wUl,  I  am  sure,  be  ready  to  acknowledge 
the  debt  of  gratitude  which  they  will  owe 
to  the  minister  who  personally  visited  these 
far  distant  colonies,  and  by  his  extensive 
knowledge  of  the  principles  of  trade,  by  his 
energy  and  skill,  piloted  the  movement 
through  its  initial  stages,  some  day,  ere 
long,  we  hope,  to  reach  its  beneticient  con- 
summation. I  refer  to  our  distinguished 
premier  and  leader  of  this  House,  the  Hon. 
Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell ;  and  as  I  hap- 
pen to  be  the  first  speaker  at  this  session, 
I  shall  take  carte  blanche,  and  with  its  per- 
mission constitute  myself,  for  the  moment, 
the  mouthpiece  of  this  honourable  House  in 
expressing  to  him  the  ardent  wish  that  he 
may  long  be  spared  to  enjoy  and  worthily 
wear  the  honours  which .  Her  Majesty  has 
recently  conferred  upon  him,  in  recognition 
of  his  distinguished  services,  and  also  to 
convey  to  him  our  warmest  congratulations 
on  his  promotion  to  the  premiership  of  this 
great  Dominion,  to  the  discharge  of  the 
onerous  and  responsible  duties  of  which  he 
brings  all  the  ripe  fruitage  of  a  long  parlia- 
mentary experience. 

In  the  matter  of  the  Manitoba   School 
case,  the  Lords  of  the  Privy  Council  having 


decided  that  the  rights  of  the  Roman 
Catholic  minority  in  Manitoba  had  been 
infringed  upon,  by  the  provisions  of  an  Act 
intituled  "  An  Act  respecting  the  Depart- 
ment of  Education,"  and  an  "  Act  respect- 
ing Public  Schools,"  and  that  they  had  the 
right  of  appeal  to  the  Governor  in  Council, 
and  their  appeal  having  been  heard,  the 
Governor  in  Council  was  pleased  to  decide 
and  declare,  that  "  it  seems  requisite  that 
the  system  of  education  embodied  in  the 
two  Acts  of  1890,  shall  be  supplemented  by 
a  provincial  Act  or  Acts  which  will  restore  to 
the  Roman  Catholic  minority  the  rights  auid 
privileges  of  which  such  minority  has  been 
deprived,  "  and  it  is  earnestly  hoped  that  the 
Manitoba  Legislature  will  at  its  approaching 
session,  enact  such  legislation  as  shall 
remove  all  ground  of  complaint,  and  restore 
harmony  among  Her  Majesty's  subjects  in 
that  province. 

I  he  speech  refers  to  the  depression  in 
trade  which  has  been  so  general  throughout 
the  world  for  the  past  few  years,  and  frankly 
makes  the  admission,  that  that  depression 
has  made  itself  felt  in  Canada.  It  would  be 
a  very  extraordinary  thing  indeed  if  it  had 
not  done  so  ;  no  nation  in  the  world,  how- 
ever vast  may  be  its  resources,  however 
intelligent,  energetic,  and  self  reliant  its 
people,  is  so  entirely  self  contained,  so 
thoroughly  independent  of  existent  condi- 
tions in  other  countries,  especially  in  those 
contiguous  to  its  own  borders,  as  to  have 
complete  immunity  from  a  share  at  least  in 
the  experience  of  such  general  depression, 
but  we  are  pleased  to  know  that  it  is  a  fact, 
and  a  fortunate  one  too,  that  Canada  has 
experienced  that  depression  to  a  less  degree 
than  other  countries.  It  has  not,  however, 
resulted  in  any  considerable  decrease  in  the 
volume  of  our  foreign  trade,  a  statement 
which,  I  think,  will  be  verified  on  censulting 
the  Trade  and  Navigation  Returns,  but 
whilst  the  volume  of  our  foreign  trade  has 
not  materially  decreased,  the  values  have ; 
and  as  quite  a  number  of  changes  were  made 
in  the  tarifi*  from  specific  to  ad  valorem,  and 
quite  a  number  of  articles  transferred  from 
the  dutiable  to  the  free  list,  there  has 
resulted  a  serious  decrease  in  revenue 
derived  from  customs  and  excise,  a  condition 
of  matters  which  as  the  speech  states,  calls 
for  the  greatest  possible  economy  in  the 
appropriations  for  the  various  branches  of 
the  public  service. 

In  the  next  clause  of  the  speech,  His  Ex- 


Digitized  by 


Google 


[SENATE] 


cellency  speaks  of  his  visits  made  to  differ- 
ent portions  of  the  Dominion,  since  last  ses- 
sion. These  visits  have  embraced  a  very 
wide  range,  extending  from  the  Maritime 
Provinces  in  the  east,  to  British  Columbia 
in  the  west,  constituting  pretty  much  the 
scope  of  the  Dominion,  and  as  His  Excellency 
is  known  to  be  a  very  acute,  close  and  ac- 
curate observer  of  men  and  things,  any  con- 
clusions at  which  he  may  arrive  or  any 
opinions  which  he  may  express  are  entitled 
to  very  great  consideration  and  respect,  en- 
tirely irrespective  of  his  high  official  posi- 
tion, and  I  am  sure  that  this  honourable 
House  is  profoundly  grateful  to  him  for  the 
very  kindly  words  contained  in  the  speech 
expressive  of  his  gratification  at  the  mani- 
festations of  abounding  loyalty  and  public 
spirit  which  were  brought  under  his  obser- 
vation, during  his  tours.  It  is  emphatically 
true  of  our  Canadian  people,  that  they  are 
intensely  loyal  to  the  British  Crown,  and 
to  the  traditions  of  the  great  empire  of 
which  they  form  a  part ;  and  that  they  are 
characterized  by  a  strong  public  spirit  is 
abundantly  evidenced  by  what  they 
have  accomplished,  and  not  always  under 
the  most  favourable  circumstances.  The 
next  paragraph  has  such  a  magnificent  ring  of 
confidence  and  hopefulness  and  cheer  about 
it,  that  I  cannot  consent  to  its  mutilation, 
by  merely  treating  of  excerpts  from  it,  and 
so  I  quote  it  in  its  entirety,  "  And  notwith- 
standing the  trade  depression  already  refer- 
red to,  I  observe  everywhere,  unmistakable 
signs  of  that  confident  hopefulness  in  the 
future  ba-sed  on  a  thorough  belief  in  the 
greatness  of  the  resources  of  Canada,  which 
is  one  of  the  characteristics  of  her  people, 
and  which  furnishes  a  good  augury  and  pledge 
of  further  development  and  progress."  What 
leal  hearted  Canadian  does  not  endorse  that 
inspiring -word  picture  of  the  condition  of 
matters  in  his  country  ?  Yes,  the  true  Cana- 
dian knows  well,  and  appreciates  to  the  f  uU 
the  value  of  his  God  given  heritage.  Where 
is  the  country  that  can  compare  with  her, 
in  the  greatness  and  variety  of  her  resources 
of  sea  and  land,  the  teeming  earth  that  yields 
such  bounteous  harvests,  the  untold  riches 
of  the  mine,  the  exhaustless  wealth  of  the 
deep  ?  Little  wonder  that  the  true  Cana- 
dian has  confident  hopefulness  in  the  future 
of  his  country,  despite  any  temporary  depres- 
sion that  may  exist. 

Instead  of  aggravating  that  depression,  by 
the  expression  in  \»ord  or  act,  of  hopelessness 


or  despondency,  or  adopting  a  course  which 
has  any  tendency  to  belittle  the  glorious 
land  in  which  we  live,  let  us  be  of  one  mind 
about  this  at  any  rate,  on  whatever  other 
matters  we  may  differ,  that  we  will  do  all 
that  in  us  lies,  to  help  this  Canada  of  ours 
onward  and  upward  through  all  opposing 
influences  and  obstacles,  emanate  whence 
they  may,  towards  the  accomplishment  and 
realization  of  that  magnificent  destiny  which 
her  almighty  maker  has  so  plainly  designat- 
ed as  hers. 

In  regard  to  the  conference  recently  held 
in  the  city,  with  a  view  to  the  admission  of 
Newfoundland  into  the  Dominion,  it  is  I 
think  for  many  reasons  very  desirable  that 
she  should  join  the  sisterhood  of  provinces, 
and  so  complete  the  autonomy  of  the  Dom- 
inion. Her  very  important  geographical 
position,  relatively  to  Canada,  her  wealth  of 
minerals,  timber  and  fisheries,  would  under 
ordinary  circumstances  render  her  advent 
into  the  Canadian  confederation  a  matter 
for  general  congratulation  ;  and  let  us  hope 
that  the  difficulties  which  at  present  stand 
in  the  way,  may  be  finally  overcome,  and 
the  path  made  clear  for  the  accomplishment 
of  the  desired  union.  It  is  gratifying  in 
this  connection  to  note  that  it  is  proposed 
to  ere  long  introduce  measures  in  the 
Newfoundland  legislature  bearing  upon  the 
removal  of  some  of  the  more  important  of 
these  obstacles. 

We  all  remember  how  much  of  our  time 
was  taken  up  last  session  in  the  endeavour  to 
frame  an  Insolvency  Act,  which  would  meet 
the  requirements  of  the  countiy,  and  be 
generally  acceptable,  and  the  large  number 
of  experienced  banking  and  mercantile  men 
who  for  so  long  a  period  gave  the  matter 
unremitting  attention,  resulting  in  the  bill 
reaching  a  stage  when  it  was  sent  to  the 
House  of  Commons,  where  it  may  possibly 
have  amendments  or  additions  made  to  it 
having  a  tendency  to  render  it  more  workable. 

It  would  appear  that  some  amendments 
to  the  North-west  Territories  Representa- 
tion Act  are  to  be  proposed,  looking  towards 
the  providing  for  increased  representation, 
should  the  census  which  is  being  taken  by 
the  North-west  Mounted  Police  in  their 
rounds,  show  that  the  population  has  in- 
creased to  such  an  extent  as  to  warrant  it 
Should  events  prove  that  the  territories  are 
entitled  to  an  increaised  representation,  it 
will  furnish  another  index  of  progress  and 
advancement. 
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I  am  personally,  as  I  am  sure  is  this 
honourable  House,  in  the  heartiest  accord 
and  sympathy  with  the  sentiments  expressed 
in  the  concluding  paragraph  of  the  speech, 
when  His  Excellency  in  taking  his  leave 
does  so  with  an  earnest  prayer  that  "  being 
guided  by  the  spirit  of  wisdom  and  patriot- 
ism, our  deliberations  may  under  the  divine 
blessing  conduce  to  the  unity  and  well-being 
of  Canada."  The  spirit  of  wisdom  and 
patriotism  as  exemplified  in  legislation  for 
the  nation  is  of  itself  a  potent  factor,  and 
has  accomplished  much  for  them  in  their 
past  history,  and  will  doubtless  work  new 
wonders  for  them  in  the  coming  years ;  but 
for  our  Canada  we  crave,  in  addition  to  that, 
that  the  legislation  effected  in  her  interests 
may  from  its  inception  to  its  completion  be 
guided,  governed,  permeated  with  the  divine 
blessing,  and  thus  will  extreme  party  acrim- 
ony and  rancour  be  largely  eliminated  from 
our  debates,  and  from  our  intercourse,  and 
under  such  conditions,  we  shall  have  the 
best  of  all  guarantees  for  the  unity  and  well 
being  of  this  land  which  we  love  so  well. 

Hon.  gentlemen,  I  have  the  honour  to 
move  the  adoption  of  the  eddress  in  reply  to 
the  Speech  from  the  Throne. 

Hon.  Mr.  ARSENAULT— If  the  hon. 
gentleman  who  has  just  spoken  has  found 
it  necessary  to  ask  the  indulgence  of  the 
hon.  members  of  this  House,  I  also  ought 
to  ask  such  indulgence,  and  more  parti- 
cularly as  this  is  the  first  time  that  I 
iippear  before  this  honourable  body,  and, 
therefore,  have  not  very  much  to  say. 
However,  as  it  is  my  duty  to  offer  a  few 
words,  I  will  proceed.  The  first  item  in  the 
speech  is  a  very  sad  one,  as  it  has  reference 
to  death,  nothing  so  certain  as  death,  and 
nothing  so  uncertain  as  the  time  that  it  will 
happen.  It  has  no  regard  for  persons  or 
positions ;  it  enters  the  palaces  of  kings,  as 
well  as  the  huts  of  the  poor,  and  often 
strikes  at  a  time  when  least  expected. 
Within  the  last  four  years  no  less  than  three 
of  our  ablest  statesmen  have  pa.ssed  away. 
Sir  John  Macdonald,  of  happy  memory,  the 
founder  and  father  of  confederation,  the  able 
statesman  and  the  beloved  leader  of  his  party 
is  no  more.  It  has  been  often  said  of  him 
that  he  was  the  only  man  in  the  Dominion 
who  could  maintain  the  Liberal-Conservative 
party  in  power,  and  that  after  him  there 
would  be  "  the  deluge";  but  he  has  gone  and 
the  deluge  has  not  come.    Sir  John  Abbott, 


next  appeared  on  the  scene  as  the  leader  of 
the  Conservative  Government,  a  man  of  fine 
abilities  who  commanded  respect  and  influ- 
ence ;  but  after  one  session  of  Parliament 
owing  to  ill-health  he  resigned  the  position 
and  shortly  after  was  called  to  his  long  home. 
These  two  statesmen  died  full  of  years  and 
honours,  in  the  midst  of  their  dearest  friends 
and  families. 

The  death  of  Sir  John  Thompson  was 
particularly  sad.  He  was  stricken  suddenly 
and  without  warning  in  the  prime  of  life, 
thousands  of  miles  away  from  his  country, 
from  his  friends  and  family,  at  a  time  when 
he  had  just  attained  to  the  highest  honour 
that  can  be  conferred  by  our  Queen.  The 
people  of  Canada  were  shocked  and  as- 
tounded when  the  melancholy  news  of  his 
death  was  flashed  to  us  from  over  the  ocean. 
Our  people  lamented  the  sad  death  of  the 
brilliant  statesman,  our  sovereign  mourned 
the  demise  of  her  able  and  faithful  coun- 
cillor, and  all  that  could  be  thought  of  by 
her  to  show  her  sympathy  and  love  for  her 
illustrious  Canadian  son,  was  done  in  the 
most  costly  and  elaborate  manner  possible, 
I  need  not  say  anything  of  the  royal  con- 
veyance which  was  given  his  mortal  remains, 
to  their  last  resting  place  in  the  land  of  his 
birth  under,  I  might  say,  the  supervision  of 
Her  Majesty  herself.  Such  sympathy  and 
such  love  of  her  subject  by  our  Queen, 
well  deserve  our  most  unbounded  love  and 
loyalty.  Sir  John  Thompson  is  no  more ;  his 
deeds  only  remain. 

It  is  satisfactory  to  learn  from  the  speecfh 
of  His  Excellency  that  negotiations  are 
being  carried  on  with  foreign  powers,  and 
tho  different  colonies  of  the  empire,  for  the 
development  of  better  trade  relations  with 
the  Dominion,  thus  show^ing  that  the  colonial 
conference  held  here  about  twelve  months 
ago  has  been  productive  of  some  good. 

For  some  time  past  dissatisfaction  has  ex- 
isted in  the  province  of  Manitoba,  owing  to 
an  Act  of  the  legislature  depriving  the 
minority  of  that  province  of  their  rights  and 
privileges  in  educational  matters.  These 
rights  were  embodied  in  the  constitution  of 
that  province,  and  were  guaranteed  by  the 
Parliament  of  Canada.  The  policy  of  the 
majority  of  one  denomination,  attempting 
to  coerce  the  minority  in  educational  mat- 
ters, is,  I  think,  to  be  deplored.  Until  1890 
all  denominations  in  that  province  were 
living  in  unity  and  peace,  since  then  a  large 
portion  of  the  population  have  not  enjoyed 
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the  same  benefit  from  the  school  tax  that 
they  had  enjoyed  till  then.  The  question 
has  been  before  the  courts  of  the  Dominion 
and  finally  been  carried  before  the  Privy 
Council  of  England,  where  the  question  was 
decided  in  favour  of  the  minority.  The 
remedial  order  has  been  argued  by  coun- 
sel on  either  side  before  the  Privy  Coun- 
cil of  Canada,  and  the  remedial  order  has 
been  sent  to  the  Manitoba  Government  for 
necessary  legislation  in  accordance  with  the 
decision  of  the  Privy  Council  of  England. 
Let  us  hope  that  the  legislature  of  Manitoba 
will  view  the  decision  in  a  spirit  of, fair-play 
and  that  the  question  will  be  satisfactorily 
settled  for  all  time  to  come. 

The  fathers  of  confederation  had  in  view 
the  possibility  that  the  ancient  colony  of 
Newfoundland  would  at  some  time  form  part 
and  parcel  of  the  confederacy,  but  up  to  a 
recent  date  the  people  of  that  province  had 
shown  no  disposition  to  be  united  to  the 
Dominion  of  Canada.  Latterly,  however, 
the  sentiments  of  the  people  seem  to  have 
changed,  and  they  have  sent  delegates  to 
discuss  terms  of  aidmission  into  the  union. 
Let  us  hope  that  such  a  union  may  be  con- 
summated, thereby  completing  the  confe- 
deracy of  the  British  possessions  on  this  side 
of  the  Atlantic.  Newfoundland  being  the 
key,  as  it  were,  of  the  Gulf  of  St.  Lawrence, 
will  be  a  valuable  acquisition  to  the  Domin- 
ion. The  resources  of  the  island  are  many 
and  extensive,  and  a  large  interchange  of 
commerce  will  undoubtedly  take  place  when 
brought  under  the  same  tariff  as  the  other 
provinces.  Thanking  hon.  gentlemen  for 
their  indulgence,  I  will  conclude  my  remarks 
by  seconding  the  motion  before  the  House. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— This  House  is  always 
very  considerate  in  listening  to  the  utteran- 
ces of  hon.  gentlemen  who  for  the  first  time 
are  called  upon  to  address  this  chamber, 
recognizing  that  in  doing  so  they  experience 
some  degree  of  embarrassment.  I  think  we 
must  all  feel  that  both  the  mover  and  the 
seconder  of  the  address  in  reply  to  the 
speech  from  the  Throne  have  discharged 
their  duty  with  very  good  taste  and  judg- 
ment. The  hon.  Senator  from  Pictou  is  not 
a  new  member  of  the  legislature.  This  I 
believe  is  the  third  session  that  we  have  had 
the  pleasure  of  listening  to  his  voice.  I 
remember  on  many  occasions  having  listened 
with  a  great  degree  of  pleasure  to  the  hon. 
gentleman  when  he  expressed  his  opinions 


without  the  aid  of  not^  in  this  chamber.  I 
think  I  may  offer,  therefore,  on  behalf  of 
the  House,  our  congratulations  to  both 
gentlemen  on  the  way  in  which  they  have 
discharged  their  duties.  They  are  not  res- 
ponsible for  any  of  the  shortcomings  of  the 
address  which  His  Excellency's  advisers 
have  seen  fit  to  present  to  Parliament,  and 
I  think  it  must  he  apparent  to  all  of  us  who 
have  given  any  thought  or  consideration  to 
the  address  that  there  is  one  very  important- 
subject  that  has  been  omitted,  that  is  to  say, 
it  contains  no  apology  to  Parliament  for  the 
late  date  at  which  it  has  been  summoned. 
It  is  part  of  the  unwritten  law  of  this 
country  that  the  Parliament  of  Canada 
should  be  summoned  not  later  than  the  be- 
ginning of  February,  following  the  precedent 
of  the  British  Parliament.  During  the  years 
when  the  Liberal  administration  was  in 
power  (excepting  the  year  in  which  the 
election  took  place)  Parliament  was  always 
called  together  by  the  beginning  of  February 
usually  the  first  week  or  early  in  the  second 
week,  and  that  good  example  was  kept  up 
from  1878  downwards.  I  have  here  a 
memorandum  of  the  dates  at  which  Parlia- 
ment was  convened  year  by  year,  from 
which  it  will  be  apparent  that  that  has 
been  the  recognized  practice  in  our  con- 
stitution. It  is  very  well  known  and  has 
often  been  alluded  to  in  Parliament  that  it  is 
necessary  to  summon  the  legislature  at  a 
period  when  it  is  convenient  for  pubUc  men 
to  attend  and  when  there  would  be  the  least 
interference  with  the  business  interests  of 
the  country.  In  1879  Parliament  met  on  the 
13th  February,  in  1880  on  the  12th  Febru- 
ary, in  1881  on  the  9th  December.  In  that 
year  it  was  prorogued  on  the  21st  March 
nearly  a  month  earlier  than  we  have  been 
called  together  this  year.  In  1882  the 
House  met  on  the  9th  February  ;  in  1883 
on  the  9th  February  ;  in  1884  on  the  17th 
January  ;  in  1885  on  the  29th  January;  in 
1886  on  the  26th  February.  In  1887  in- 
stead of  calling  Parliament  together  the 
government — I  will  not  say  with  the  view 
of  getting  a  snap  shot  at  the  electors — un- 
expectedly dissolved  Parliament  instead  of 
calling  it  together.  The  House  was  called 
on  the  13th  April,  but  even  in  that  year  the 
date  was  earlier  than  during  the  present 
year.  In  1888  it  was  the  23rd  February, 
and  in  1889  the  31st  January.  In  1891, 
when  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  suddenly  dis- 
solved Parliament,  as  was  then  publicly  an- 
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nounced,  with  the  view  of  completing  a 
treaty  at  "Washington,  the  House  was  called 
together  on  the  29th  April  after  the  elec- 
tions had  been  held.  In  1892  we  went  back 
to  the  normal  period  25th  February  j  in  1893 
it  was  the  26th  January.  Last  year  it  was 
later  than  it  has  been  any  year  previously, 
the  15th  of  March.  In  that  year  the  Premier 
felt  it  his  duty  to  explain  the  reasons  thathad 
induced  His  Excellency's  advisers  to  summon 
Parliament  at  so  late  a  date.  The  reason 
assigned  was  that  they  were  revising  the 
tariff,  and  it  was  necessary  for  a  committee 
of  the  Government  to  meet  the  people  of 
Canada,  that  it  was  quite  impossible  to  pre- 
pare the  reports  of  that  committee  any 
earlier,  as  it  involved  the  revision  of  no  less 
than  900  or  1,000  items  of  the  tariff.  That 
was  perhaps  a  good  reason,  but  the  instance 
shows  that  it  was  recognized  by  the  then 
leader  of  the  political  party  at  present  in 
power,  that  Parliament  ought  to  be  called 
at  an  earlier  period.  Now,  it  is  no  secret,  I 
think,  that  this  Parliament  was  somewhat 
unexpectedly  summoned.  It  was  pretty 
thoroughly  discussed  by  the  journals 
which  had  the  ear  of  the  Government,  and 
we  even  had  intimations  given  by  some 
members  of  the  Government  themselves  that 
there  would  be  a  general  election.  We  all 
know  that  the  voters'  lists  v  ere  being  hur- 
riedly prepared,  that  the  Printing  Bureau, 
here,  was  extremely  busy,  that  all  the  staff 
that  could  be  obtained  was  employed  in  get- 
ting the  lists  ready  for  a  particular  day.  So 
great  was  the  hurry  that  the  lists  of  Toronto 
and  Montreal  had  to  be  sent  to  local  news- 
papers. Suddenly,  from  some  cause  or  an- 
other, of  which  we  are  not  informed,  instead 
of  dissolution  we  have  a  session.  I  think 
it  would  have  been  only  fair  that  the  people 
of  Canada,  and  more  particularly  the  people's 
representatives,  should  have  been  taken  into 
the  confidence  of  the  government  and  some 
explanation  offered  them,  why  it  was  that 
dissolution  did  not  take  place  and  that  Par- 
liament has  been  summoned  at  so  late  a 
date.  I  am  quite  aware,  however,  when  I 
read  the  explanations  made  elsewhere,  that 
excuses  have  been  found  for  this  state  of 
affairs.  These  excuses  refer  to  a  number  of 
subjects,  the  much  discussed  Manitoba  school 
question  being  one  of  them.  Another  was 
that  the  conference  with  Newfoundland  was 
taking  place,  but  I  would  point  out  that  the 
conference  did  not  begin  till  long  after  the 
time  for  summoning  Parliament  had  passed 


by.  Long  after  the  period  when  the  Par- 
liament should  have  been  called  together, 
the  delegates  came  up  from  Newfoundland 
to  discuss  the  question  of  that  colony's 
entering  the  Dominion .  I  really  think  it  is 
due  to  this  House  that  some  explanation 
should  be  given  of  the  reasons  for  the  late 
meeting  of  Parliament. 

We  all  share  in  the  very  touching  and 
beautiful  observations  made  by  the  hon. 
member  from  Pictou  (Mr.  Primrose)  in  i-e- 
ference  to  the  second  paragraph  of  the 
Speech  of  the  Throne,  that  relating  to  the 
death  of  Sir  John  Thompson.  We  all  share 
in  the  feeling  that  animated  him  in  making 
those  observations  respecting  the  tragic 
event.  There  can  be  no  doubt  whatever 
that  Sir  John  Thompson's  sudden  death 
evoked  an  extraordinary  feeling  of 
deep  sorrow  and  sympathy  over  the 
length  and  breadth  of  Canada,  which  I 
fpel  safe  in  saying  was  shared  in  by  all  parties 
irrespective  of  race,  religion  or  politics. 
Sir  John  Thompson  was  no  ordinary  man. 
Highly  endowed  by  nature,  he  was  possessed 
of  those  other  qualifications  which  are  so  es- 
sential to  success  in  life.  In  his  early  years 
he  was  favoured  by  no  extraordinary  or  ad- 
ventitious circumstances.  His  rise  in  life 
was  due  entirely  to  his  own  probity  of  char- 
acter, his  talento  and  industry.  He  occu- 
pied the  first  position  as  a  reporter  in  the 
chamber  of  the  legislature  of  Nova  Scotia. 
It  was  not  many  years  after,  that  he  became 
a  member  of  that  House,  rising  rapidly  to 
become  one  of  the  Executive  Council  of  his 
native  province,  and  stepping  on  from  that 
position  to  the  premiership  of  the  province. 
Few  men  had  as  rapid  a  rise,  and  he  occu- 
pied the  highest  position  by  the  universal 
consent  of  his  fellow  citizens.  Soon  after 
that  he  was  appointed  to  the  Supreme  Court 
of  the  province  of  Nova  Scotia.  During  the 
few  years  that  he  was  a  member  of  that 
body,  he  elevated  the  judicial  tribunal  to  a 
very  high  standard.  Ten  years  ago  he  was 
comparatively  a  stranger  outside  of  the  pro- 
vince of  Nova  Scotia.  It  was  due  to  his 
marvellous  knowledge  of  men  that  the  late 
Sir  John  Macdonald  selected  him  as  the 
very  best  man  to  fill  the  position  of  Minister 
of  Justice.  At  the  time,  the  selection  was 
carped  at.  People  asked  who  was  John 
Thompson.  Sir  John  Macdonald's  answer 
was  "  wait  until  you  know  him."  He  had 
been  in  Ottawa  but  a  comparatively  short 
time  when  the  wisdom  of  the  selection  was 
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exemplified  by  the  manner  in  which  he 
discharged  the  duties  pertaining  to  his 
position.  Afterwards  when,  on  the  death 
of  Sir  John  Abbott,  he  was  called  upon 
to  fill  the  position  of  Premier,  it  is  uni- 
versally admitted  that  he  had  won  the 
respect  and  esteem,  not  alone  of  those 
with  whom  he  was  politically  allied,  but 
also  of  those  of  the  opposite  side  of  the 
House.  He  came  here  under  a  disad- 
vantage. There  was,  unhappily,  a  preju- 
dice against  him,  because  he  had,  from  a 
conscientious  feeling,  adopted  another  re- 
ligion. 1 1  is  gratifying,  and  a  compliment 
to  the  people  of  this  country,  to  say  that 
when  they  knew  Sir  John  Thompson,  they 
recognized  that  that  should  no  longer  be  a 
barrier  to  the  esteem  in  which  he  should  be 
held.  They  recognized  that  he  was  simply 
obeying  his  own  conscientious  conviction, 
and  he  lived  down  any  prejudice  that  had 
arisen  from  a  hasty  conception  of  his  char- 
acter. Sir  John  Thompson's  name  will  long 
live  in  the  history  of  Canada.  His  high 
character  ;  his  pure  and  unsullied  life — the 
reputation  he  made  for  himself  in  serving 
not  alone  the  Dominion  of  Canada,  but  the 
empire  at  large,  point  him  out  as  a  model 
that  may  be  copied  by  the  young  men  of 
this  country,  because  it  was  through  his 
own  merits  alone  that  his  elevation  to  the 
high  position  he  attained  was  due.  The 
honourable  Senator  from  Pictou  has  alluded 
to  the  circumstances  under  which  Sir  John 
Thompson  died,  and  to  the  fact  that  the 
country  ought  to  consider  the  position 
in  which  the  late  statesman  left  his 
family.  We  know  that  Sir  John  Thompson, 
with  his  great  abilities,  had  he  chosen  to 
devote  them  to  business  pursuits,  instead  of 
giving  up  his  life  to  his  country,  could  have 
amassed  a  fortune  to  protect  his  family  from 
want  in  the  future.  It  is  very  well  known 
that  with  ample  opportunities  to  become 
rich  he  died  a  poor  man.  and  although  some 
generous  friends  have  already  contributed 
towards  the  maintenance  of  his  family  in  the 
degree  of  life  in  which  they  have  for  some 
time  lived,  yet,  I  think  it  would  be  but  fair 
and  reasonable  that  the  country  should  be 
called  upon  to  supplement  that,  in  order 
that  they  may  feel  that  Canada  was  not  un- 
grateful to  one  of  her  best  sons.  I  do  not 
quite  understand  the  next  paragraph  in  the 
speech  which  refers  to  our  treaty  with 
France.  That  treaty  was  made  on  the  6th 
February,  1893 — over  two  years  ago.     The 


House  sat  that  session  until  the  first  of 
April,  and  the  treaty  was  discussed  to  some 
extent,  but  was  not  adopted.  Last  session 
the  treaty  was  adopted,  and  it  was  under- 
stood that  it  should  go  into  operation  forth- 
with. The  delay,  I  understand,  is  due  to  some 
extent  to  the  claim  of  France  to  be  put  on  the 
same  footing  as  the  colonies  of  the  Empire 
in  dealing  with  Canada.  Of  course,  Canada 
would  not  consent  to  that  and  whether  France 
has  conceded  that  point,  we  are  not  inform- 
ed in  the  paragraph  in  the  Speech  from  the 
Throne. 

The  reference  to  the  Manitoba  school 
question  is  a  very  non  committal  one.  Hon. 
gentlemen  will  remember  that  it  is  now 
over  five  years  since  the  question  became  a 
burning  one — over  five  years  since  Manitoba 
passed  an  act  taking  away  from  the  minority 
those  rights  that  they  had  supposed  were 
secured  to  them  under  the  treaty  made  with 
Canada  in  1871 — a  treaty  which  was  ratified 
by  the  Parliament  of  Canada  in  the  legisla- 
tion known  as  the  Manitoba  Act,  and 
confirmed  by  an  imperial  rtatute.  It  is 
unfortunate  that  this  question  was  not  dealt 
with  promptly  at  the  time.  I  cannot  but 
feel  that  had  it  been  so  disposed  of  promptly, 
we  should  have  had  no  protest  whatever  on 
the  subject.  I  cannot  take  the  view  that 
the  question  of  provincial  rights  arises  in 
this  case  at  all.  I  just  ask  hou.  gentlemen 
to  consider  for  a  moment  what  would  be 
thought  if  the  Quebec  legislature  were  to 
pass  an  act  taking  away  from  the  minority 
of  that  province  the  privileges  that  they 
have  enjoyed,  not  alone  under  the  British 
North  America  Act,  butunderlocallegislation 
passed  by  the  provincial  legislature  since 
confederation  ?  Would  it  have  taken  five 
years  for  the  majority  of  the  people  of  this 
country  to  have  discovered  that  a  wrong 
had  been  done  them  ?  I  just  put  that  ques- 
tion now  to  the  majority  of  the  people  of 
Canada.  Would  they  have  permitted  five 
years  to  go  over  when  they  knew,  not  alone 
that  the  dissentient  scliools  had  been 
abolished,  but  that  the  school-houses  erected 
with  the  money  of  the  minority  had  been 
confiscated  and  the  funds  placed  in  the 
banks  by  the  trustees  of  the  minority 
had  been  roped  in  by  the  provincial 
treasurer — what  would  have  been  the 
indignation  in  all  parts  of  the  Dominion  t 
Would  any  government  dare,  under  such 
circumstances,  to  say  "  you  must  go  to  tie 
courts.  It  is  quite  true  it  will  take  five  years 


Digitized  by 


Google 


[APRIL  22,  1895] 


13 


before  it  goes  through  all  the  courts,  where 
they  will  make  confusion  worse  confounded 
— more  particularly  if  it  goes  through  the 
Privy  Council — and  when  it  comes  back  we 
will  consider  what  ought  to  be  done."  Yet 
that  is  the  case  to-day.  Do  you  consider  it 
at  all  consistent  with  what  is  proper,  or  the 
construction  which  ought  to  be  put  on  the 
Manitoba  Act?  There  are  living  witnesses — 
one  or  two  in  this  chamber  now,at  all  events— 
who  are  cognizant  with  all  the  circumstances 
that  attended  the  passage  of  that  legislation 
in  1871.  They  knew  that  they  were  voting 
to  decide  whether  separate  schools  should 
be  given  to  Manitoba  or  not.  Some  were  of 
opinion  that  they  should  be  given,  others 
that  they  should  not,  ^d  finally,  after  dis- 
cussing the  question  in  plain,  simple  language, 
and  conceding  that  if  the  clause  were  not 
struck  out  the  effect  would  be  that  the  pro- 
vincial government  never  afterwards  could 
interfere  with  or  disturb  the  act,  the  legis- 
lation passed  through  Parliament.  One  of 
the  most  distinguished  legislators  of  the  day, 
the  Hon.  Wm.  Macdougall,  then  a  member 
of  the  House,  and  who  hs^d  been  one  of  those 
who  attended  the  conference  at  Quebec  and 
at  London  drafting  the  British  North 
America  Act  in  which  a  similar  clause 
occurs,  said  to  the  House  of  Commons  on 
that  occasion  :  '*  If  you  pass  the  Act  in  that 
shape  and  do  not  accept  the  amendment  to 
strike  out  that  clause,  the  effect  will  be  that 
for  all  time  to  come  the  provincial  legislature 
of  Manitoba  will  be  powerless  to  disturb  by  one 
iota  the  rights  that  the  minority  now  enjoy." 
We  have  not  to  go  back  to  history  for  these 
facts.  The  men  are  alive  to-day  who  not 
only  listened  to  the  debate  but  drew  up  the 
clauses,  and  to  their  honour  be  it  spoken, 
the  majority  of  the  Protestant  members  of 
Canada — wholly  excluding  the  province  of 
Quebec — a  majority  of  the  Protestants  of  this 
country  said  :  "  It  is  only  fair,  and  it  is  part 
of  the  conditions  under  which  the  province 
of  Assiniboia  is  coming  into  the  confedera- 
tion, that  this  concession  should  be  made." 
They  did  not  hesitate  to  say  so,  and  by  a 
large  majority,  exclusive  of  the  Roman 
Catholics,  voted  in  Parliament  that  it  would 
tend  to  greater  harmony  and  friendship  and 
happiness  in  that  country  if  the  same  rights 
that  were  conceded  to  the  minority  in 
Quebec  and  the  minority  in  Ontario  were 
granted  to  the  Roman  Catholics  in  Manitoba. 
In  view  of  these  facts,  does  it  not  seem  extra- 
ordinary that  at  the  end  of  five  years — yes, 


more  than  five — we  are  still  debating  most 
tenderly  and  delicately,  fearful  that  we  may 
trespass  on  somebody's  prejudices,  whether 
we  shall  carry  out  what  we  solemnly  agreed 
to  do  among  ourselves  in  1871.  That 
educational  Act  which  was  repealed  by  the 
legislation  of  1890,  was  passed  in  Manitoba 
at  either  the  first  or  second  session  after 
the  province  entered  the  union,  and  was 
on  the  lines  of  the  Act  as  we  understood 
it  in  1871,  and  not  as  they  claimed  to 
understand  it  twenty  years  later.  Who 
were  the  men  who  were  right  ?  The  men 
who  interpreted  the  Act  when  it  was  passed 
originally,  or  the  men  who  are  discussing  it 
to-day  1  Did  we  undertake  to  deceive  the 
people  of  Manitoba  when  we  gave  them  a 
writing  saying  that  we  undertook  to  carry 
out  this,  but  in  our  own  minds  and  hearts 
declared  that  when  we  should  be  powerful 
and  strong  enough  in  Manitoba,  and  the 
Roman  Catholics  should  be  a  weak  minority, 
we  would  take  from  them  those  privileges 
which  we  conceded  by  the  Act  of  1871 1  No 
man  who  values  the  honour  and  dignity  of  his 
country  ought  to  hesitate  for  a  moment  in 
appreciating  the  true  position  of  the  ques- 
tion. It  is  this  unfortunate  attempt  to 
trench  upon  the  rights  of  the  minority  that 
has  caused  all  the  trouble.  I  say  there  are 
no  provincial  rights  when  the  rights  of  the 
minority  are  at  stake.  It  would  be  absurd 
to  propose  in  the  province  of  Quebec  to  take 
away  from  the  dissentients  the  rights  that 
they  enjoy,  and  to  say  "  let  the  minority  go 
to  the  courts,  and  five  or  ten  years  hereafter 
they  will  probably  be  able  to  convince  the 
majority  that  they  are  right  and  the  legis- 
lature is  wrong."  Is  that  what  honourable 
people  should  pi-opose,  or  tolerate,  or  permit  ? 
I  think  this  subject  ought  not  to  be  viewed 
from  a  political  standpoint.  I  make  no 
adverse  criticisms  on  the  line  which  those 
gentlemen  took  who  advised  the  course 
that  was  taken  in  1890.  I  believe  my- 
self it  was  not  thought  that  any  tribu- 
nal would  be  formed  that  would  take 
any  other  view  than  the  one  that  the  people 
of  Canada  then  understood,  and  that  was 
the  reason  that  it  was  allowed  to  go.  Of 
course,  had  it  been  for  a  moment  assumed 
that  the  question  would  go  before  a  tribunal 
that  did  not  understand  our  constitution  or 
did  not  seem  to  take  the  trouble  to  become 
familiar  with  the  subject,  it  never  would 
have  been  permitted  to  remain  in  doubt. 
It  has  been  very  unfortunate  because  it  is 
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now  an  extremely  difficult  and  delicate  ques- 
tion to  settle.  I  quite  appreciate  all  the 
surrounding  difficulties  that  have  grown  up 
and  the  prejudices  that  exist  and  the  utter 
impossibility  of  making  the  great  mass  of 
the  electorate  comprehend  the  question.  We 
all  know  that  in  sentimental  questions  of 
that  kind,  where  prejudices  arise,  we  cannot 
reach  the  calm  judgment  of  the  electorate. 
They  are  carried  away  by  the  first  impulses 
of  their  nature,  and  the.  impulses  follow  their 
prejudices.  It  is  very  unfortunate  and  very 
unhappy,  and  I  cannot  but  regret  the  course 
which  has  been  pursued  by  the  Government 
of  Manitoba.  It  has  certainly  not  been  that 
of  a  judicial  body  disposed  to  fairly 
consider  the  question.  Without  even  read- 
ing the  papers  they  took  a  high  and  lofty 
stand  under  the  impression  that  they  have 
the  power  to  dictate  to  the  minority  and  they 
take  their  stand  on  the  narrow  ground  of 
provincial  rights.  The  Judicial  Committee 
clearly  set  forth  that  it  is  not  a  question  of 
provincial  rights,  that  the  provinces  have 
not  the  right,  under  certain  circumstances, 
to  legislate  on  the  subject  of  education.  If 
they  had  the  right  they  could  do  as  they 
pleased,  but  why  is  it,  under  the  British 
North  America  Act  and  the  Manitoba  Act, 
that  those  powers  were  taken  from  the 
province  1  They  were  given  control  of  educa- 
tion under  certain  c'rcumstances  and  condi- 
tions. When  those  circumstances  or  condi- 
tions are  in  any  way  disturbed  or  endan- 
gered, then  the  province  does  not  possess  the 
power.  There  can  be  no  encroachment  on 
provincial  rights  in  such  cases.  It  is  not 
given  to  the  province  absolutely  to  deal 
with  them.  The  power  is  reserved.  Read 
all  the  clauses  of  the  92nd  section  of  the 
British  North  America  Act  and  only  on 
that  one  subject  is  the  power  reserved  to 
the  federal  authorities.  There  sue  one  or 
two  subjects  on  which  there  are  equal 
powers  given  to  both  parties,  but  there  is 
no  other  question  but  that  of  education  on 
which  there  is  a  power  reserved  to  the 
Federal  Government  to  interfere,  and  there- 
fore there  can  be  no  question  of  provincial 
rights  in  this  case.  It  does  not  arise,  and 
the  decision  of  the  Privy  Council  is  very 
distinct  in  that  part  of  the  judgment.  It 
would  have  been  more  satisfactory  if  the 
government  had  stated  what  their  policy 
was.  This  paragraph  leaves  it  just  where  it 
was.  It  has  been  unfortunate  that  this  sub- 
ject for  five  years  has  been  practically  hung 


up  and  tossed  about  from  one  court  to  an- 
other, and  from  one  government  to  another, 
and  we  are  in  a  very  much  worse  position 
now  than  we  were  five  years  ago  to  deal 
with  it. 

The  next  paragraph  of  the  speech  admits 
that  the  "N.  P."  is  a  failure— that  it  did 
not  stop  the  depression.  There  was  a  time 
when  the  hon.  gentlemen  who  draughted  this 
address  thought  differently — thought  that 
we  could  be  made  rich  by  Act  of  Parliament 
— that  all  we  had  to  do  was  to  reserve  Can- 
ada for  the  Canadians  and  shut  oat  all 
foreign  competition  and  we  should  be  happy, 
but  I  think  the  admission  made  in  this  par- 
agraph seriously  conflicts  with  the  prophe- 
cies we  then  had.  ^  It  certainly  has  not 
stopped  the  exodus,  and  it  has  not  furnish- 
ed a  home  market  that  is  worth  very  much, 
nor  has  it  filled  up  the  North-west.  These 
are  lamentable  failures  with  which  the 
National  Policy  has  to  be  charged.  The 
Government  admits  that  even  with  the  Na- 
tional Policy  it  is  possible  to  have  a  deficit, 
and  so  we  are  told  that  this  is  due  somewhat 
to  the  lowering  of  the  duties  last  year.  I 
think,  from  my  standpoint  at  all  events,  the 
question  of  a  deficit,  even  in  the  condition  in 
which  Canada  is  now,  could  have  been  easily 
got  over  if  u  e  desire  to  encroach  upon  the 
manufacturers.  It  would  have  been  very 
easy  to  relieve  the  people  of  this  country 
from  their  burdens  and  yet  to  have  a  sur- 
plus. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALMON— Hear,  hear. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— My  hon.  friend  laughs 
at  this.  I  could  name  half  a  dozen  articles 
which, by  reducing  theduty  on  them  one-half, 
would  yield  a  revenue  that  would  more  than 
cover  the  deficit.  There  is  no  doubt  about 
that — all  the  six  millions.  Not  only  that, 
but  you  would  relieve  the  people  of  this  coun- 
try from  the  payment  of  thirty  or  forty 
millions  of  dollars  that  they  are  paying  now 
to  these  protected  industries.  The  pinch 
in  Canada  to-day  is  due  to  the  fiscal  policy — 
the  absurd  proposition  of  subsidizing  about 
three  per  cent  of  the  population  and  com  • 
pelling  the  97  per  cent  to  pay  them  a  part 
of  their  earnings.  That  is  practically  what 
we  are  doing  to-day.  People  do  not  under- 
stand it,  and  therefore  they  do  not  know 
where  the  pinch  comes  in,  but  if  anybody 
chooses  to  analyse  it,  he  will  readily  see 
that  where  you  force  the  body  of  the  people 
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to  buy  certain  articles  in  Canada  at  a  higher 
rate  than  they  conld  buy  them  elsewhere, 
they  are  paying  just  so  much  more  than 
their  value  to  the  Canadian  producer.  I  do 
not  propose  to  enumerate  the  articles  just 
now,  but  I  could  very  readily  do  it. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
Give  us  the  articles. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  do  not  want  to  go 
into  a  discussion  on  the  trade  question,  but 
I  have  been  challenged  to  name  a  few  of  the 
articles.  If  you  reduce  the  duty  on  the  cot- 
tons that  come  into  this  country,  you  will 
double — more  th«ui  double,  you  will  qua^ 
druple  the  importation.  Take  the  duty  oflf 
woollens,  and  you  will  have  the  same  result. 
Take  the  duty  from  iron,  and  you  will  more 
than  double  or  quadruple  the  importation. 
Of  course  it  will  not  suit  the  woollen  and 
iron  men. 

Hon.  Mr.  ANGERS  —And  it  will  feed 
the  workingmen ! 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  workingmen  are 
not  getting  the  advantage  that  the  protected 
industries  are  supposed  to  give  to  them. 
Workmen  wDl  find  other  industries  that  do 
not  need  protection.  What  do  the  exports 
of  Canada  consist  off  Do  they  consist  of 
woollen,  cotton  and  iron  manufactures  that 
are  being  protected  by  the  fiscal  policy  of 
Canada  l  No,  they  consist  of  the  produce  of 
the  farm — cattle,  butter,  cheese — and  of  the 
products  of  the  mine  and  the  forest  that  are 
sent  abroad.  Does  the  fiscal  policy  help  any 
of  these  industries  1  Our  cheese  exports  have 
been  going  up  steadily  from  year  to  year.  The 
demand  for  our  cheese  is  increasing  in  the 
British  market,  and  more  of  our  people  are 
going  into  that  industry  every  year.  It  is 
one  of  the  best  industries  that  we  have,  and 
our  people  are  now  educated  up  to  making 
a  very  superior  article.  There  are  other 
articles  which  they  could  produce  which 
would  give  relatively  as  great  a  profit.  The 
fiscal  policy  does  not  help  the  lumbermen 
who  cut  down  the  trees  and  convert  them 
into  boards.  The  national  policy  taxes  them 
and  all  their  operatives,  and  the  same  way 
with  all  our  natural  industries.  They  are 
steadily  prejudiced  by  the  fiscal  policy  of  the 
Government  because  they  are  paying  high 
figures  for  all  the  articles  they  consume, 
which  are  protected  by  the  policy  of  the 
Government. 


Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— What  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  presume  they  buy 
woollen  goods.  Whether  they  buy  sugar  or 
not  I  do  not  know,  but  they  take  a  great 
many  other  things.  It  is  these  natural 
industries  that  make  up  our  wealth.  The 
manufacturing  industry  does  not  contribute 
$10,000  a  year  ;  in  fact  it  contributes  no 
sum  whatever  and  therefore,  I  say,  it  is  a 
very  easy  matter,  if  one  chooses  to  revise  the 
tariff  and  reduce  the  rate  of  duty,  by  that 
means  to  more  than  quadruple  the  consump- 
tion. Cheapen  the  article  and  the  consump- 
tion becomes  greater.  When  articles  are 
dear,  people  cannot  buy  them ;  if  you  cheapen 
them,  then  you  at  once  add  to  the  consump- 
tion. It  does  not  need  any  special  philo- 
sophy to  prove  that.  On  coal  oil  I  think  we 
are  now  paying  from  75  to  80  per  cent 
above  its  value. 

We  all  join  in  that  part  of  the  address 
which  refers  to  His  Excellency's  visit  to  the 
other  portions  of  the  Dominion,  including 
the  Maritime  Provinces,  Manitoba  and  the 
North-west  Territories.  It  is  pleasant  to 
note  that  His  Excellency  and  Lady  Aber- 
deen, I  may  add,  take  such  a  very  warm 
interest  in  the  growth  of  Canada  and  in  all 
that  tends  to  its  social  development.  They 
have  ever  manifested  a  deep  interest  in  the 
prosperity  of  the  country  and  have  in  a 
comparatively  short  space  of  time  become 
exceedingly  friendly  with  the  Canadian 
people.  We  are  therefore  glad  that  His 
Excellency  has  enjoyed  his  trip  throughout 
the  Dominion. 

In  reference  to  the  paragraph  of  the 
address  which  speaks  of  the  possible  admis- 
sion of  Newfoundland  into  the  Dominion,  I 
may  say  that  we  shall  all  be  ((lad  to  receive 
Newfoundland  into  this  confederation.  Of 
course  it  is  only  a  question  of  terms,  and  it 
is  to  be  hoped  that  a  settlement  may  be 
arrived  at  on  a  fair  and  reasonable  basis. 
The  two  important  questions  for  considera- 
tion, no  doubt,  are  the  financial  one  and  the 
unfortunate  French  shore  question.  The 
financial  one,  I  think,  could  be  satisfactorily 
got  over,  but  I  do  not  propose  to  discuss 
what  is  possible  just  now,  because  we  are 
not  in  possession  of  sufficient  information. 
Whatever  exchange  of  ideas  took  place  at 
the  conference  at  Ottawa  was  necessarily 
confidential,  and,  therefore,  we  are  not  in  a 
position  to  discuss  the  matter  in  detail.  We 
all,   however,    recognize   that    the    French 
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shore  question,  relating  as  it  does  to  an 
extent  of  over  800  miles  of  the  coast  of 
Newfoundland,  is  a  very  grave  one.  The 
rights  of  the  French,  while  very  small  at 
first,  have  through  encroachments  from  time 
to  time  during  the  past  100  years,  grown 
until  they  have  acquired — I  will  not  say  a 
prescriptive  right  —  privileges  other  than 
those  given  them  by  the  treaty.  Yet  we 
all  know  how  difficult  it  is  to  take  away 
privileges  which  have  been  enjoyed  for  any 
considerable  length  of  time.  I  have  heard 
it  stated  informally  in  another  place  that 
the  French  shore  question  is  likely  to  be 
settled.  If  this  is  true,  and  I  am  sure  we 
all  hope  that  it  may  be,  there  can  be  no  real 
or  substantial  grounds  why  Newfoundland 
should  not  enter  into  confederation.  It 
would,  no  doubt,  be  in  harmony  with  the 
views  and  aspirations  of  Canadians,  and  I 
trust  also  of  the  people  of  Newfoundland, 
and  the  feeling  would  be  shared  by  the 
mother  country,  because  we  all  know  that 
it  has  been  the  policy  of  England  at  all 
times  to  favour  the  federation  of  the  various 
provinces  for  the  reason  that  fewer  compli- 
cations are  likely  to  arise  under  confedera- 
tion than  where  the  country  is  subdivided 
into  a  number  of  different  colonies.  I  do 
not  see  that  there  is  anything  very  important 
in  the  shape  of  legislation  to  be  laid  before 
us  which  would  afford  a  pretext  for  post- 
poning the  meeting  of  Parliament.  The 
principal  measure  that  is  mentioned  in  the 
speech  is  that  relating  to  insolvency  and 
that  we  all  know  was  pretty  well  threshed 
out  by  the  members  of  this  chamber  last 
session,  when  we  spent  a  couple  of  months 
in  considering  the  question. 

Having  made  these  tew  comments  on  the 
speech,  I  now  come  to  a  pleasanter  task.  I 
cordially  join  in  the  observations  made  by  the 
hon.'  gentleman  who  moved  the  address,  in 
the  encomiums  uttered  with  regard  to  the 
leader  of  this  chamber,  and  I  take  the 
opportunity  of  expressing  my  gratification — 
since  we  must  have  a  Conservative  leader 
under  present  conditions — that  the  choice 
has  fallen  upon  him.  I  tender  him  my  con- 
gratulations and  the  congratulations  of  those 
who  sympathize  with  me  politically  on  the 
recognition  of  his  services  which  has  been 
extended  to  him  by  our  sovereign.  I  hope 
he  may  long  live  to  enjoy  that  recognition, 
but  further  than  this  I  cannot  go.  The 
hon.  the  mover  of  the  resolution,  with  very 
good  taste,  (considering  the  political  party 


with  which  he  is  allied)  expressed  the  hope 
that  the  present  premier  would  long  retain 
his  position.  While  we  applauded  him  on 
several  other  sentiments  we  were  obliged  to 
remain  silent  with  regard  to  that  one.  I 
have  a  great  regard  for  this  country  and  I 
Ijelieve  its  prosperity  is  being  seriously  re- 
tarded at  present  by  his  policy.  I  know  my 
hon.  friend  is  a  protectionist  and  while  I 
recognize  that  he  is  so  because  he  believes 
firmly  that  that  is  best  for  the  country,  yet, 
holding  the  conviction  that  a  change  of 
fiscal  policy  would  be  beneficial,  I  am  afraid 
I  cannot  join  in  the  hope  so  eloquently 
expressed  that  he  may  long  continue  at  the 
head  of  the  administration.  Whatever  man- 
date the  electors  maj'  give  after  another 
election — whether  they  endorse  the  policy 
of  the  government  in  the  past  and  so  give 
my  hon.  friend  the  leadership  for  another 
five  years,  or  whether  they  reverse  the  policy 
of  the  country  which  has  prevailed  for  so 
long,  causing  my  hon.  friend  to  be  cast  into 
the  cold  shades  of  opposition — I  will  do  him 
the  credit  to  say  that  whether  as  a  member 
of  the  government  or  a  member  of  the 
opposition,  I  believe  him  to  be  actuated  by 
high  and  conscientious  motives  and  that  ho 
will  act  in  all  cases  in  what  he  believes  from 
his  standpoint  to  be  the  best  interests  of 
the  people  of  Canada. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-Per- 

mit  me  first  to  compliment  the  hon.  gentle- 
men who  have  moved  and  seconded  the 
address  in  reply  to  the  Speech  from  the 
Throne.  I  regret  my  inability  to  deal  with  the 
subjects  before  the  Senate  in  the  same  elo- 
quent manner  as  these  gentlemen  have  done. 
Before  referring  more  generally  to  the 
remarks  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  I  have 
to  thank  my  hon.  friend  from  Pictou 
(Primro.se)  as  well  as  the  hon.  the  leader  of 
the  Opposition  for  the  personal  remarks 
which  they  were  pleased  to  make  in  reference 
to  myself.  No  member  of  this  chamber  feels 
the  high  responsibility  devolving  upon  him 
more  deeply  than  I  do.  When  I  consider 
for  a  moment  the  illustrious  gentlemen  who 
have  been  prime  ministers  of  this  country 
since  confederation,  I  must  say  that  I  feel 
my  utter  inability  to  occupy  the  position  and 
to  perform  the  duties  attaching  thereto  in 
the  manner  in  which  they  have  been  dis- 
charged by  my  predecessors.  Those  who 
have  given  attention  to  the  history  of  this 
country   and    have   watched  its    progress. 
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knov  to  whose  great  ability  its  prosperity  is 
lar^ly  due,  and  they  must  come  to  the  con- 
clusion that  the  names  of  those  hon.  gentle- 
men who  have  formerly  occupied  the  posi- 
tion of  premier  of  Canada  will  last  for  all 
time  to  come.  As  long  as  history  shall 
exist,  Sir  John  Macdonald's  name  will  not 
be  forgotten.  Following  him  came  a  very 
practical,  sound,  level-headed  man  in  the 
person  of  tho  late  Hon.  Alexander  Mac- 
kenzie. I  can  truthfully  say  of  him,  as  the 
hon.  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  has 
been  pleased  to  say  of  myself,  that  although 
I  differed  from  him  in  almost  every  act 
of  his  political  life,  although  I  regarded 
him  as  an  extreme  free  trader-  - 1  had  almost 
said  a  Scotch  Radical — he  was  ever  actuated 
by  the  best  and  purest  motives,  and  in 
all  his  actions  in  the  high  position  which 
he  held,  he  did  what  he  believed  would  be  for 
the  best  welfare  of  the  country.  At  the  end 
of  his  term  of  office  he  was  succeeded  by  Sir 
John  Macdoaald.  After  his  demise  came  a 
man  eminent  in  his  profession,  who  had  scar- 
cely a  peer  at  the  bar — one  whom  we  all  knew 
and  revered  and  whose  talents  were  appre- 
ciated and  respected  everywhere — the  late 
Sir  John  Abbott.  Following  him  came  one 
with  whom  it  was  my  good  fortune  to  be 
intimately  associated  during  the  whole  of 
the  period  he  was  a  member  of  the  Con- 
servative Administration.  I  am  therefore 
in  a  position  to  say,  that  the  opinion 
which  has  sometimes  been  expressed,  that 
Sir  John  Thompson  was  somewhat  bigoted 
in  his  views,  could  only  have  emenated  from 
those  who  knew  little  or  nothing  of  him.  A 
man  of  broader  views,  a  man  of  keener  in- 
tellect, a  man  who  desired  to  treat  all 
classes  of  the  community  more  equally,  never, 
I  believe,  lived  in  Canada.  Nova  Scotia 
has  cause  to  be  proud  of  such  a  son.  I  shall 
not  indulge  in  any  further  eulogy  of  the 
departed  statesman.  No  one  grieved  more 
than  I  did  when  I  heard  of  his  untimely 
death,  and  I  can  truthfully  say  that  ever 
since,  I  have  not  ceased  to  regret  his 
untimely  end  particularly  on  account  of  the 
great  loss  which  Canada  has  sustained,  and 
from  the  fact  that  his  onerous  and  responsible 
duties  have  devolved  upon  my  shoulders  ;  but 
I  can  say  to  hon.  gentlemen  that  whatever 
my  defects  may  be  in  the  important  position 
which  I  now  hold,  that  I  shall  continue  in 
the  future  as  I  have  endeavoured  in  the  past, 
to  do  my  duty  to  my  country  as  far  as  in  me 
lies,  firmly  convinced  when  I  adopt  a  course 
2 


of  action  that  it  is  right,  and  that  it  is  con- 
ducive to  the  advancement  of  the  best 
interests  of  the  Dominion.  Of  Sir  John 
Thompson  I  can  say  very  little  more  than 
to-  utter  the  deep  regret  which  pervaded  all 
classes  of  thecommunity  when  the  news  of  his 
sudden  death  was  flashed  across  the  ocean. 
It  was  a  tragic  ending.  He  was  a  man  who 
rose,  as  the  hon.  leader  of  the  Opposition 
has  said,  to  the  highest  position  in  the  House 
by  his  industry,  energy  and  integrity,  and 
the  country  will  long  have  cause  to  regret 
that  he  was  removed  so  suddenly  from  the 
sphere  of  action  in  the  administration  of  the 
affairs  of  this  country.  Having  said  this 
much,  I  may  refer  very  shortly  to  the 
remarks  made  by  the  hon.  leader  of  the 
Opposition  with  which,  I  may  say,  I  have 
very  little  fault  to  find.  We  all  know  that 
the  duty  of  an  opposition  is  to  find  faulty 
and,  therefore,  while  he  grumbles  we  should 
not  be  at  all  annoyed-  He  was  very  mild, 
and  his  remarks  were  a  repetition  of  the 
remarks  of  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  of 
the  other  House,  and,  consequently,  are  not 
new.  We  have  heard  a  good  deal  about  the 
unwritten  law  of  Parliament.  We  know- 
that  the  constitution  under  which  we  live  is 
of  an  elastic  chara.cter,  and  therefore  pre- 
ferable to  that  which  is  written  and  which 
is  obligatory  upon  all  governments  as  is  the 
case  over  the  border. 

The  death  of  the  Right  Hon.  Sir  John 
Thom{>son,  the  then  leader  of  the  govern- 
ment, threw  matters  into  a  state,  if  not  of 
chaos,  at  least  disarranged  matters  to  such 
an  extent  that  time  was  required  for  consider- 
ation. The  hon.  gentleman  says  that  the 
delegates  from  Newfoundland  lef  d  for  Canada 
after  the  calling  of  Parliament.  That  is 
very  true,  but  he  might  also  have  stated 
that  we  had  been  in  communication  with 
the  governor  and  the  Government  of  New- 
foundland for  the  last  two  months,  and  also 
with  the  authorities  in  England  with  refer- 
ence to  this  very  question,  and  I  should 
have  been  only  too  pleased  had  we  been  en- 
abled to  come  to  the  House  with  a  series  of 
resolutions  for  the  admission  of  Newfound- 
land into  the  confederation.  However, 
that  is  impossible  at  the  present  time,  for 
reasons,  which  I  am  not  at  liberty  at  the 
present  moment  to  divulge ;  but  I  hope  that 
the  time  is  not  far  distant,  when  the  Domin- 
ion will  be  rounded  off  by  the  accession  of 
Newfoundland  to  its  territories,  believing, 
as  I  do,  that  it  will  add  greatly    to  our 
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country  and  prove  beneficial  to  the  people 
of  Newfoundland  themselves,  and  it  will 
place  us  in  a  position  to  treat  the  questions 
with  which  the  country  has  to  deal  in  a 
more  effectual  manner  than  at  present. 
The  hon.  gentleman  said  that  he  did  not 
understand  the  paragraph  in  the  speech  in 
reference  to  the  treaty  with  France.  It  is 
quite  true  that  the  question  arose  as  to 
whether  the  treaty  was  being  made  between 
France  and  Canada  or  between  France  and 
the  mother  country.  If  between  France  and 
the  mother  country,  the  question  was  whether 
the  colonies  might  be  considered  as  a  third 
party  or  not.  That  has  been  set  at  rest  by 
the  interpretation  given  to  it  by  the  imperial 
authorities.  But  there  was  another  ques- 
tion which  required  legislation  before  the 
treaty  could  be  put  into  full  operation,  and 
which  the  imperial  cabinet  desires  to  have 
placed  on  the  statute-book  before  they 
can  ratify  the  treaty  with  France.  I  think 
it  is  unfortunate,  but  it  is  the  fact  that  in 
the  favoured  nations  treaties  which  were 
entered  into  between  the  German  Zolverein 
and  some  other  countries,  Belgium  among 
them,  there  is  a  provision  that  a  British 
colony  cannot  give  concessions  to  the  mother 
country  or  to  any  other  country  in  its  tariff 
legislation,  that  are  not  given  to  thase  nations 
which  are  parties  to  those  treaties ;  and  Great 
Britain  asks  that  Canada,  in  the  present 
instance,  make  the  concession  to  those  coun- 
tries which  are  parties  to  those  treaties,  before 
the  ratification  of  the  treaty,  and  it  is  only 
within  the  last  month  or  so  that  we  have 
been  placed  in  a  position  to  say  to  the  mother 
country  that  we  are  prepared  to  accede  to 
their  request.  Hence,  it  will  be  necessary 
to  insert  in  the  tariff  resolutions  a  clause 
which  will  give  effect  to  that,  or  to  intro- 
duce a  short  bill  declaring  that  the  countries 
which  are  parties  to  the  favoured  nations 
treaties  shall  have  the  same  rights  and  priv- 
ileges that  are  given  to  France.  That  is 
what  is  meant  by  the  paragraph  to 
which  my  hon.  friend  alludes.  I  since- 
rely regret  the  tone,  although  very  mildly 
uttered,  in  which  the  hon.  gentleman 
opposite  alluded  to  the  vexed  question  of  the 
Manitoba  schools.  A  moment's  reflection 
would  have  shown  him  that  if  he  were  true 
to  the  party  to  which  hu  belongs,  and  of 
which  he  is  the  honoured  leaderin  thisHouse, 
he  would  not  have  given  utterance  to  the 
sentiments  which  pervaded  his  whole  speech. 
The  five  years   which   have  rolled  around 


since  this  question  came  before  the  public 
have  been  occupied  in  going  through  ^he 
courts  from  one  appeal  to  another,  and,  when 
he  tells  us  that  there  should  have  been  no 
difference  of  opinion  as  to  the  powers  and 
authority  of  the  province  of  Manitoba  he 
forgets — or  if  he  did  not  forget,  he  failed  to 
give  expression  to  the  fact — that  these 
differences  of  opinion  existed  in  the  highest 
courts  of  the  land  ;  and  he  should  also 
have  told  us  that  when  this  question  first 
loomed  up,  his  great  leader,  the  Hon. 
Edward  Blake,  in  the  House  of  Commons, 
introduced  a  resolution  to  remove  the  ques- 
tion altogether  from  the  political  arena,  and 
take  it  out  of  the  power  of  any  legislature 
to  declare  that  interference  with  the  rights 
of  the  minority  in  any  province  should  be 
dealt  with  by  the  administration.  His  reso- 
lution, so  clear  and  distinct  in  its  character, 
was  accepted  by  the  leaders  of  the  oppo- 
sition, and  by  Sir  John  Macdonald,  and 
all  parties  believed  that  this  question  of 
sentiment  would  have  been  removed  from 
the  political  arena  altogether  and  left  to  the 
courts  to  decide.  He  is  not  in  accord, 
either,  with  the  sentiments  expressed  so 
often  by  the  hon.  leader  of  the  Opposition 
in  the  lower  House.  Scarcely  a  speech  has 
that  hon.  gentleman  made  in  which  he  has 
not  affirmed  strongly  his  belief  in  what  are 
termed  provincial  rights.  My  hon.  friend 
says,  and  I  fully  concur  with  him  in  the 
sentiment,  that  it  is  with  the  greatest  re- 
luctance that  any  government  should  inter- 
fere with  the  rights  and  privileges  given  to 
a  pronnce  under  the  constitution  which 
governs  it.  Mr.  Blake,  when  he  moved  the 
resolution  to  which  I  refer,  declared  that  he 
had  but  one  object  in  view  ;  that  he  had  no 
desire  to  embarrass  the  government  at  the 
time,  his  only  wish  being  to  avoid  the  intro- 
duction of  a  disturbing  element.  He  had 
no  desire  to  embarrass  the  government  of 
the  day,  but  seeing  the  difficulties  which 
were  aiising  in  Manitoba  upon  this  very 
school  question,  he  proposed,  as  a  true  states- 
man, to  remove  it  from  the  arena  of  politics. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— No. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BO  WELL— It 
was  in  1890,  the  very  year  that  this  Manitoba 
Act  was  passed.  As  my  hon.  friend  on  my 
left  says,  it  was  one  month  after  the  pa.ssing 
of  that  Act.  Mr.  Blake  saw  the  difficulties 
arising — saw  the  political    animosity   that 
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would  be  engendered  by  the  discussion  of  a 
question  of  this  kind,  for  no  matter  what 
our  religious  views  may  be,  whether  we  are 
Roman  Catholic  or  Protestant,  the  moment 
you  touch  a  question  afiecting  a  man's  con- 
science, you  rouse  the  most  stubborn  passions 
in  his  nature.  Desiring  to  remove  that  vexed 
question  from  the  political  arena  and  take 
from  the  administration  the  power  to  deal 
with  it,  he  moved  the  following  resolution — 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  spoke  for  myself. 
I  think  Mr.  Blake  would  admit  now,  in  the 
light  of  subsequent  events,  that  he  made  a 
mistake  when  he  proposed  that  resolution. 
I  think  the  experience  of  the  last  five  years 
would  convince  any  one  that  it  was  a  mis- 
take. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— It 
is  not  for  me  to  vouch  for  the  stability  of 
Mr.  Blake's  opinion  any  more  than  I  would 
for  that  of  the  hon.  gentleman.  We  are  all 
apt  to  change  to  a  greater  or  less  extent. 
It  is  only  a  question  of  time  as  to  how  it 
may  affect  us.  However,  Mr.  Blake  in  his 
resolution  s^id  : 

It  U  expedient  to  provide  -means  whereby,  on 
solemn  occasions  touching  the  exercise  of  the  power 
of  disallowance,  or  the  apparent  power  as  to  educa- 
tional legislation,  important  questions  of  law  or  fact 
may  be  referred  by  the  executive  to  a  high  judicial 
tribunal  for  hearing  and  consideration  in  such  mode 
that  the  authorities  and  parties  interested  may  be 
represented,  and  that  a  reason  or  opinion  may  be 
obtained  for  the  information  of  the  executive. 

Now,  that  is  precisely  the  course  that  was 
followed  by  the  administration  on  this  ques- 
tion. I  might  quote  from  Mr.  Blake's 
remarks,  in  which  he  proved  beyond  a  doubt 
what  his  intentions  were,  and  his  great  desire 
to  prevent  the  introduction  of  those  semi- 
religious  or  educational  questions,  and  their 
being  dealt  with  by  the  executive  for  the 
time  being.  My  hon.  friend  says  that  in 
1871,  when  the  Separate  School  Act  was  en- 
acted by  the  province  of  Manitoba,  they  then 
under>tood  what  they  were  doing.  I  quite 
agree  with  the  hon.  gentleman  on  that  point, 
and  I  quite  agree  with  him  that  they  knew 
in  1890  what  they  were  doing.  It  is  a  matter 
of  satisfaction  to  me  to  know  that  the  Conser- 
vative party  in  1871  were  in  power  in  Mani- 
toba, and  that  they  were  desirousof  maintain- 
ing intact  the  obligations  into  which  they  had 
entered  when  that  province  came  into  the 
confederation,  and  it  may  also  be  a  satisfac- 
tion to  the  hon.  gentleman  to  know  thsct  it 
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was  his  party  that  was  in  power  in  1890, 
when  they  violated  the  agreement  into 
which  they  had  entered  when  Manitoba 
became  a  province  of  the  confederation. 
So  it  has  been  fix»m  the  beginning  with 
that  party.  If  the  minority  in  any  pro- 
vince expects  to  have  its  rights  preserved, 
whether  that  minority  be  Roman  Catholic 
or  Protestant,  it  will  have  to  look  to  the 
Conservative  party  which  has  controlled  the 
d-^stinies  of  Canada  since  confederation, 
with  the  exception  of  five  years.  Minorities 
will  have  to  look  to  the  Conservative  states- 
man to  maintain  tho$e  rights.  Although  I  am 
not  an  advocate,  nor  am  I  in  favour  ^er  se 
of  separate  schools,  yet  I  hold  that  the  word 
of  the  sovereign,  when  pledged,  whether  it 
is  in  accord  with  my  particular  sentiments 
or  not,  should  be  held  inviolate  in  the  govern- 
ing of  the  country.  The  hon.  gentleman 
referred  to  the  debate  which  took  place 
in  1870,  and  he  stated  correctly  the  opinions 
held  by  members  of  the  House  of  Commons 
at  that  time.  I  remember  the  discussion 
well.  I  took  the  same  position  then  that  I 
take  to-day,  and  the  same  position  thac  I 
maintained  in  1863,  when  I  was  defeated  in 
my  own  county.  I  stated  to  my  constituents 
then,  that  if  the  question  was  whether  we 
should  establish  separate  schools  in  this 
country  or  not,  I  should  vote  against  it. 
But  separate  schools  having  been  es- 
tablished, I  would  not  be  a  party  to  depriv- 
ing the  minority  of  the  rights  that  they  had 
acquired  under  the  constitution  which 
governed  them.  I  expected  that  the  hon. 
gentleman  would  do  as  Mr.  McCarthy 
did  when  he  argued  the  question  before 
the  Privy  Council — point  out  how  I  had 
voted  on  that  question.  I  remember  that 
debate.  Mr.  MacDougall  stated  distinctly 
that  the  passing  of  the  Act  without  amend- 
ment would  be  a  perpetuation  of  the 
separate  schools  in  Manitoba.  Mr.  Chau- 
veau,  Mr.  Cauchon  and  others  took  the 
same  line,  and  it  proves  to  my  mind,  and  it 
must  prove  to  every  reader  of  that  debate, 
this  important  fact,  that  when  the  resolutions 
were  introduced,  admitting  Manitoba  into 
the  confederation,  it  was  believed  at  that 
time  that  we  were  granting  the  same  rights 
and  privileges  to  the  Roman  Catholics  of 
Manitoba  that  had  been  granted  to  the 
minority  in  Quebec  and  to  the  minority  in 
Ontario  in  relation  to  schools.  It  was  for 
that  reason,  believing  that  we  were  making 
that  concession  to  the  Roman  Catholics  to 
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that  province,  that  I  recorded  my  vote  as  I 
then  did,  and  I  trust  the  day  will  never 
arrive  when  the  party  with  which  I  am  con- 
nected will  violate  any  agreement  into  which 
they  have  entered.  The  minority  who  did 
not  obtain  their  wishes  at  that  particular 
time  should  not  forget  that  this  country  has 
to  be  governed  by  the  majority,  and  in  the 
interests  of  the  whole,  and  not  in  the  inter- 
ests of  the  few.  I  might  enlarge  on  this 
question,  but  I  do  not  think  it  at  all  neces- 
sary to  do  so.  The  government  took  the 
strictly  constitutional  course  in  reference  to 
the  Manitoba  School  Act.  I  am  a  very  strong 
believer,  as  Mr.  Blake  is,  in  provincial 
rights,  and  it  was  for  that  reason  that  I  was 
obliged  in  1888  to  record  my  vote  (nearly 
getting  defeated  by  my  constituents,  sub- 
sequently for  doing  so)  in  support  of  the 
contention  of  the  province  of  Quebec  in  re- 
gard to  the  Jesuits  Estates  Act.  I  belie  %'e 
that  the  province  of  Quebec  had  a  perfect 
constitutional  right  to  pass  that  Act,  and  that 
they  acted  within  their  powers.  They  were 
disposing  of  their  own  moneys,  and  I  took  the 
view  that  it  was  none  of  my  business  in 
what  manner  they  chose  to  do  so.  Conse- 
quently I  refused  to  support  the  motion 
seeking  to  condemn  the  government  for  not 
disallowing  the  legislation  of  the  province 
in  that  regard  ;  and  I  hold  that  the  same 
principle  must  be  applied  to  the  whole  of  the 
legislation  and  administration  of  the  country. 
Under  the  very  principles  embodied  in  this 
resolution  of  Mr.  Blake's,  the  Manitoba 
school  case  was  referred  to  the  Supreme 
Court  of  Canada.  That  court  decided  that 
the  School  Act  of  the  province  was  ultra 
vires.  The  hon.  the  leader  of  the  Opposition 
says  that  everybody  knew  that,  or  that  if 
they  did  not  know  it  they  did  not  understand 
the  matter.  Notwithstanding  his  statement, 
there  was  a  considerable  diversity  of  opinion 
on  the  point,  and  when  the  case  came  before 
the  Lords  of  the  Privy  Council  in  England 
they  decided  that  the  School  Act  was  intra 
vires,  that  the  legislature  of  Manitoba  had  a 
perfect  right  to  legislate  as  they  had  done. 
Then  arose  the  question  of  the  right  of  the 
minority  to  appeal  to  the  Privy  Council  of 
Canada  for  remedial  legislation.  That 
again  went  to  the  courts  in  Canada,  and 
our  Supreme  Court  decided  that  the  minority 
had  no  right  of  appeal.  Then  the  matter 
was  on  appeal  laid  before  the  Judicial 
Committee  of  the  Imperial  Privy  Council, 
who  declared  that  while  the  Act  which  had 


been  passed  by  the  legislature  of  Manitoba 
in  1890  was  within  the  powers  of  that 
legislature,  the  people  of  Manitoba  belong- 
ing to  the  Roman  Catholic  faith  having  no 
rights  either  by  law  or  practice  in  respect 
of  separate  schools  at  the  time  of  the 
admission  of  Manitoba  into  the  confederacy 
in  1870,  the  Act  of  1890  had  infringed  upon 
the  special  privileges  conceded  to  the 
minority  by  the  provincial  legislature  in 
1871,  and  that,  therefore,  the  minority  had 
a  constitutional  right  of  appeal  to  the  Privy 
Council  of  Canada.  The  government  lost 
not  a  day  in  summoning  the  parties  inte- 
rested on  either  side  to  appear  before  the 
committee  of  the  Privy  Council  of  Canada, 
there  to  argue  the  question  in  its  various 
aspects  pro  and  con.  It  was  not  a  week 
afterwards  that  the  remedial  order  wa.s 
issued,  asking  the  legislature  of  Manitoba 
to  restore  to  the  minority,  those  rights  and 
privileges  of  which  they  had  been  deprived, 
as  indicated  by  the  decision  of  the  Law  Lords 
of  the  Privy  Council.  I  do  not  know  that 
the  hon.  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  stated 
it,  but  it  has  been  stated  here,  and  throughout 
the  country — it  was  stated  in  the  debate  on 
the  address  in  the  other  House  by  the  leader 
of  the  Opposition — that  that  remedial  order 
meant  nothing.  Then,  in  the  very  next 
breath  we  are  told,  that  the  government 
has  issued  a  dictatorial  order  to  the  province 
of  Manitoba.  The  opinions  of  those  who  are 
in  opposition  to  the  government  on  this 
question  are  as  diversified  as  the  colours  of 
the  chameleon. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— As  diversified  as  the 
opinions  of  those  who  are  supporting  the 
government. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— My 
remark  applies  particularly  to  those  who 
belong  to  the  party  led  by  the  hon.  gentleman 
opposite.  In  Antigonish,  we  were  condemned 
for  not  going  far  enough ;  we  were  assailed  at 
Verchtres  on  the  ground  that  we  had  done 
nothing  to  relieve  the  minority;  on  the 
other  hand,  we  have  it  on  the  authority  of 
a  gentleman  immediately  associated  with 
the  Liberal  party,  speaking  in  the  constit- 
uency of  Haldimand,  that  the  remedial 
order  was  issued  for  the  purpose  of  buying 
the  votes  of  the  memliers  from  Quebec.  No 
matter  where  you  turn,  no  matter  what 
section  of  the  country  you  enter,  the  same 
divergence  of  opinion  may  be  observed.    All 
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you  have  to  do  is  to  ascertain  the  views 
which  are  held  by  the  majority  in  that  par- 
particular  section,  and  you  will  learn  that 
these  are  the  views  which  are  being  taken 
up  by  the  members  of  the  Opposition  who 
are  agitating  this  question.  The  organ  of 
the  party  which  is  leading  them  on  (as  my 
hon.  friend  opposite  hopes)  to  victory — when 
we  shall  be  cast  into  the  ,cold  shades  of 
Opposition,  and  he  shall  be  triumphantly 
seated  on  this  side  of  the  House  directing 
the  affairs  of  the  country  in  the  course  in 
which  he  thinks  they  ought  to  go — is  telling 
the  people  of  this  Dominion  what  a  bad  lot 
the  Conservative  Government  are,  how  ter- 
ribly wicked  they  have  been  in  even  suggest- 
ing to  the  people  of  Manitoba  that  they 
should  do  justice  to  the  minority.  Talk  of 
unity — the  organ  of  the  Liberal  party  from 
which  it  draws  inspiration,  is  an  admirable 
speciman  of  unity,  I  must  say. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT — The  organ  you  men- 
tion is  not  the  mouthpiece  of  this  party. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I 
know  the  hon.  gentleman  has  already  repu- 
diated the  Globe,  and  I  am  quite  sure  that 
any  one  who  is  consistent  in  his  opinions 
and  who  desires  to  see  this  country  governed 
always  repudiate  that  organ,  properly  will 
but  it  is  always  a  pleasure  to  me  to  hear  that 
repudiation  come  from  hon.  gentlemen  of  the 
party  to  which  it  ostensibly  belongs,  seeing 
that  they  will  look  to  it  for  inspiration  when 
the  proper  time  comes.  I  am  aware  that  it 
has  been  claimed  that  a  certain  hon.  gentle- 
man who  formerly  belonged  to  the  Conser- 
vative party,  and  who  has  been  active  in  his 
opposition  to  the  appeal,  still  is  a  member 
of  our  party.  AU  I  can  say  is  that  we 
cannot  prevent  any  one  calling  himself  a 
Liberal  or  a  Conservative,  but  it  is  very 
strange  if  the  proper  course  to  pursue  to 
maintain  one's  position  with  a  political  party 
is  to  adopt  the  opinions  (I  was  going  to  say 
fads,  but  that  might  be  unparliamentary 
and  consequently  I  will  not  use  the  word) — 
to  adopt  all  the  views  held  by  the  opponents 
of  that  party — if  that  entitles  a  man  to  be 
called  a  member  of  a  party,  I  can  only  say 
that  I  have  yet  to  learn  what  political 
allegiance  means.  I  hope  sincerely  with 
the  mover  and  the  seconder  of  the 
address  that  the  people  of  Manitoba 
may  see  their  way  clear  to  settle  ithis 
question  among  themselves,  and  to  relieve 


the  Parliament  of  Canada  from  the  serious 
obligation  which  wDl  devolve  upon  them 
otherwise.  It  is  a  very  serious  matter  for 
the  Government  of  the  Dominion  to  under- 
take to  deal  with  a  question  which  affects 
solely  any  one  section  of  the  country.  If 
the  people  of  Manitoba  are  patriots  they  will 
kedp  this  question  out  of  the  arena  of  Domi- 
nion politics,  but  if  they  desire  to  continue 
flinging  fire  brands  among  the  electorate 
of  this  country  (who  I  am  sure  are  desirous 
of  living  in  peace  and  harmony)  if  they  reject 
all  overtures  and  act  upon  the  suggestions 
of  those  who  are  leading  the  Opposition 
throughout  the  country,  I  can  only  say  that 
when  the  time  comes,  if  it  should  come,  for 
action  by  this  government,  the  people  of 
Canada  will  find  that  the  present  administra- 
tion are  quite  pre{>ared  to  assume  the  res- 
ponsibility which  may  fall  upon  them,  no 
matter  w.hat  the  results  may  lie. 

I  do  not  think  that  I  shall  be  justified  in 
referring  at  any  great  length  to  the  trade 
question.  I  am  under  the  impression  that 
most  of  the  hon.  gentlemen  present  have 
heard  this  matter  discussed  so  often  that  it 
is  scarcely  worth  while  repeating  the  argu- 
ments which  sustain  the  government's  posi- 
tion. We  have  heard  a  great  deal  about 
the  manufacturers  and  about  the  evil  effects 
of  the  National  Policy,  that  it  is  ruining  the 
country,  that  it  has  not  provided  a  home 
market,  that  it  is  driving  people  out  of  the 
country,  and  that  the  aid  given  to  the  various 
industries  of  the  country  has  been  an  injury 
rather  than  a  benefit.  The  hon.  gentleman 
forgets  once  more  that  his  own  party  is  com- 
mitted to  the  very  principle  which  he  con- 
dems — that  of  bonuses  to  industries.  The 
premier  of  Ontario,  of  whom  the  hon. 
gentleman  is  such  a  great  admirer,  and 
whom  he  supports  and  votes  for  every  year, 
only  two  sessions  ago  placed  in  the  estimates 
$25,000  as  a  bonus  to  the  iix>n  industries  of 
Ontario. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— A  piece  of  folly. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— It 
is  a  folly  which  has  been  perpetrated  and 
practised  by  that  hon.  gentleman  and  his 
party ;  but  I  regret  to  say  that  they  were 
not  sincere — if  that  is  not  an  unparlia- 
mentary expression.  They  voted  this  large 
bonus  for  the  encouragement  of  the  iron 
industry  in  Ontario,  and  particularly  in  the 
Algoma  district,  whicTi  they  were  fearful  of 
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losing  at  that  time.  That  was  just  before  an 
election,  but  when  the  election  was  over,  and 
they  had  secured  Algoma  and  the  other  iron 
regions  of  the  province,  they  were  satisfied, 
and  they  have  not  repeated  the  experiment 
of  bonusing  since.  If  it  be  wrong  for  the 
Dominion  to  encourage  the  industries  of  Jhe 
maritime  provinces,  it  is  equally  wrong  for 
my  hon.  friend's  party  to  do  the  same  in  the 
province  of  Ontario.  I  do  not,  however, 
hold  that  it  is  wrong.  For  once,  at  least. 
Sir  Oliver  Mowat  and  his  cabinet  did  right, 
and  I  can  only  regret  that  they  did  not  con- 
tinue their  action  as  I  hoped  they  would. 

We  were  informed  by  the  hon.  gentle- 
man opposite,  that  the  reduction  of  the 
duty  on  cottons,  woollens  and  iron  would 
only  have  a  temporary  effect  in  the 
reduction  of  the  revenue,  but  that  ultimate- 
ly it  would  give  us  a  surplus.  On  that 
principle  we  ought  to  remove  the  duties  al- 
together ;  that  would  in  his  opinion  be  much 
the  better  way.  Free  all  the  articles  that 
are  imported  into  the  country  from  duty, 
and  if  the  people  can  get  the  money  to  buy 
them  we  shall  have  good  times  and  a  sur- 
plus ;  but  the  misfortune  would  be,  that  our 
population  would  have  no  employment  and 
consequently  no  money  to  buy  with,  and  the 
revenue  would  fall  off  tremendously.  But 
did  my  hon.  friend,  when  he  was  in 
the  government,  adopt  the  policy  of  re- 
ducing the  rate  of  duty  when  deficit  after 
deficit  came  upon  his  party  1  Did  they  re- 
duce the  tariff  in  order  to  increase  the 
revenue  t  Not  at  all,  that  eminent  financier 
of  the  party  with  whom  the  hon.  gentle- 
man is  still  allied — a  member  of  the  same 
government — came  down  to  Parliament 
with  a  proposal  to  raise  the  tariff  all  around, 
not  to  reduce  it ;  and  of  course  his  proposal 
was  hailed  as  one  of  those  magnificent 
strokes  of  statesmanship  that  astonish  occa- 
sionally the  financial  world.  The  readjust- 
ment of  the  tariff  of  which  we  hear  so  much, 
was  simply  the  adoption  of  the  tariff  of  Sir 
Francis  Hincks  holus  bolus,  except  that  it 
was  raised  2^  per  cent  all  round.  My 
hon.  friend  says  that  theirs  is  a  tariff 
for  revenue  only,  but  the  argument  which 
my  hon.  friend  opposite  is  advancing 
is,  that  if  you  want  to  get  more  money  you 
ought  to  reduce  the  duties  on  certain 
articles.  In  rebuttal  of  that  argument  I 
say  that  that  was  not  the  policy  followed 
by  the  hon.  gentleman  when  he  was 
in  power  himself.      The  record  shows  that 


his  party  acted  in  a  manner  diametrically 
opposed  to  the  principle  which  they  are  now 
advocating — they  raised  the  duty  all  round. 
I  leave  this  argument  for  him  to  wrestle 
with  and  hope  he  will  be  equal  to  the 
task  of  reconciling  what  he  is  now  ad- 
vocating with  what  his  party  practised 
when  they  were  at  the  head  of  affairs. 
The  hon.  gentleman  said  that  he  could  not 
join  my  hon.  friend  from  Pictou  in  wishing 
me  a  long  occupation  of  this  seat.  I  am  quite 
in  accord  with  the  hon.  gentleman  in  that 
respect.  I  have  no  desire  or  particular  ambi- 
tion to  occupy  the  responsible  position  that 
I  do  to  day,  but  I  trust  the  day  is  far  dis- 
tant when  somebody  holding  the  same  views 
and  opinions  that  I  do  and  that  the  party 
to  which  I  belong  holds,  may  have  to  vacate 
it  for  those  who  are  now  in  Opposition.  It  is 
not  a  question  with  the  Conservative  party 
as  to  the  individual  who  may  occupy  this  or 
any  other  position,  but  it  is  the  great  prin- 
ciples by  which  we  are  guided  and  which  we 
believe  will  lead  this  country  to  a  prominent 
position  of  which  we  may  be  proud.  The 
only  hope  I  have  is  that  no  matter  who  may 
form  the  administration,  they  may  be  men 
holding  the  same  views  and  following  in  the 
footsteps  of  our  illustrious  predecessors.  Sir 
John  Macdonald,  Sir  John  Abbott  and  Sir 
John  Thompson,  and  the  result  will  be  not 
only  that  the  country  will  prosper  but  that 
it  will  occupy  a  position  in  the  world  second 
to  none.  It  is  all  very  well  to  tell  us  that 
the  great  wealth  of  this  country  is  its  agri- 
cultural products.  We  admit  all  that,  but 
the  hon.  gentleman  forgets  to  look  at  the 
statistics  and  to  tell  this  country  what  they 
prove.  I  am  not  going  into  them  minutely, 
but  if  he  will  examine  them  he  will  find 
that  a  home  market  has  been  produced 
and  maintained  to  such  an  extent  as  to 
provide  a  market  for  the  produce  of 
the  farm,  and  it  has  doubled,  trebled  and 
quadrupled  our  exports  of  the  products  of 
the  farm.  Look  at  the  figures  that  I  gave 
to  this  House  last  year,  and  you  will  find 
an  extraordinary  increase  in  many  products. 
I  refer  particularly  to  the  product  of  the 
hog.  Whereas  we  imported  some  14  or  15 
million  pounds  of  that  product  for  home 
consumption,  last  year  it  fell  to  about  4 
million  pounds,  while  the  exports  of  the  pro- 
duct of  the  hog  had  risen  from  4  to  5  millions 
to  14  or  15  millions  of  pounds.  That  is  but 
one  illustration  of  the  effect  of  protection 
to  the  farmers  of  this  country   and  of  the 
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wise  policy  that  has  been  inaagurat«>d  and 
carried  out  by  my  hon.  friend  the  Minister 
of  Agriculture.  I  think  the  time  will  soon 
arrive  when  we  shall  be  able  to  occupy  as 
prominent  a  position  in  the  English  market 
in  butter  as  we  do  in  cheese.  We  are  en- 
couraging these  industries  to  such  an  extent 
thatweexpectto  inundate  the  English  market 
with  our  dairy  produca  See  the  enormous 
quantity  of  dairy  products  that  are  con- 
sumed in  England !  The  English  market  will 
take  all  that  we  can  raise,  even  if  we  con- 
tinue to  increase  our  production  as  rapidly 
in  the  next  twenty  years  aswe  have  increased 
it  in  the  past  ten  years.  I  have  no  fear  as  to 
the  future  of  this  country.  When  you  tell 
us,  as  we  have  been  told  on  every  stump, 
that  the  value  of  farm  property  is  decreas- 
ing, and  that  farming  is  not  as  profitable  as 
it  has  been  in  the  past,  and  that  the  cause 
of  it  is  the  National  Policy,  and  the  protec- 
tion of  our  industries,  let  me  refer  the 
hon.  gentleman  to  the  condition  of  Eng- 
land to-day,  where  land  is  going  to 
waste  or  into  pasturage.  That  is  the 
condition  of  the  farming  industry  in 
free  trade  England.  Let  me  call  his 
attention  to  the  speech  on  that  very  question 
made  recently  by  Lord  Salisbury,  in  which 
he  admitted  the  fact  that  the  free  trade 
policy  of  England  had  ruined  the  agricul- 
tural interests  of  that  country.  What  did 
he  give  as  the  reason  for  pursuing  a  free 
trade  policy  t  He  said  the  lesser  must  give 
way  to  the  greater.  He  said  that  the  great 
mass  of  the  British  people  demanded  free 
trade  and  food  as  cheap  as  it  could  possibly 
be  obtained  in  any  part  of  the  world,  and 
therefore  the  agricultural  industry  had  to 
suffer  for  the  benefit  of  the  great  mass  of  the 
people.  Apply  that  same  logic  to  Canada 
and  what  follows  1  The  agricultural  com- 
munity of  Canada  are  the  great  mass  of  the 
people.  There  are  more  people  engaged  in 
that  industry  than  in  any  other.  If  we 
are  to  adopt  Lord  Salisbury's  principle  and 
carry  it  out  in  this  country,  the  lesser  has 
to  give  way  for  the  greater  by  adopting  a 
trade  policy  that  will  foster  agricultural  in- 
dustries, and  so  you  might  pursue  this  ar 
gument  for  hours.  I  can  show,  and  prove 
by  statistics,  that  lands  in  England  have 
fallen  proportionately  far  lower  in  value 
than  farm  lands  have  in  Canada.  There  are 
many  reasons  for  the  decreased  value  of 
farm  lands  in  the  older  provinces  of  this 
country.  We  have  opened  up  for  settlement 


millions  of  acres  of  land  in  the  North-west. 
We  know  that  from  15  to  25  millions 
of  bushels  of  wheat  have  been  produced 
annually  in  that  part  of  Canada  of  late 
years,  and  this  grain  has  come  into  compe- 
tition with  the  grain  produced  in  other  parts 
of  the  Dominion.  We  know  also  that  there 
has  been  a  vast  production  of  that  great 
staple  of  life,  wheat,  in  Australia,  Russia 
and  other  countries,  and  that  it  has  been 
exported  in  large  quantities  to  England, 
reducing  the  price,  and  necessarily  the  price 
of  the  land  on  which  wheat  is  grown  has 
diminished  in  this  country.  There  is  no  use 
in  attempting  to  hide  that  fact.  To  attribute 
the  decrease  to  the  fact  that  a  duty  of  15c. 
a  bushel  has  been  imposed  on  wheat,  and 
20  per  cent  ad  valorem  on  cotton,  and  30 
per  cent  on  iron  or  other  articles,  is  to  give 
utterance  to  opinions  which,  I  scarcely  be- 
lieve, the  hon.  gentleman  has  any  faith  in 
himself.  Compare  the  position  of  Canada 
to-day  with  that  of  any  other  country. 
When  we  see  the  Australian  colonies  with 
scarcely  a  bank  that  has  not  broken,  and 
when  we  look  across  the  border  and  find 
that  three  or  four  hundred  of  their  banking 
institutions  have  gone  to  the  wall,  while  we 
in  Canada  have  stood  firm  through  the 
whole  crisis  and  not  a  single  bank  has  closed 
its  doors,  I  think  we  have  reason  to  be  proud 
of  our  country.  You  may  depreciate  it  as 
much  as  you  please ;  you  may  attempt  to 
attribute  whatever  depression  exists  in 
Canada  at  the  present  moment  to  the 
operation  of  the  National  Policy,  but  I 
venture  this  a.ssurancd  that  if  you  had  not 
had  the  National  Policy  for  the  last  fifteen 
or  sixteen  years,  this  country  would  be  in  an 
infinitely  worse  position  than  it  is  to^ay. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES  (B.C.)— I  fully 
concur  in  all  that  has  been  said  by  every 
hon.  gentleman  who  has  spoken  here  this 
afternoon  with  respect  to  the  great  loss  that 
Canada  has  sustained  by  the  tragic  death  of 
the  late  premier,  Sir  John  Thompson.  I  also 
congratulate  the  House  that  again  we  have 
the  premier  of  Canada  in  this  chamber,  and 
I  congratulate  the  hon.  gentleman  who  leads 
the  Senate,  and  the  government,  on  the 
honours  which  have  been  bestowed  upon  our 
premier.  I  also  congratulate  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman who  occupies  the  seat  to  his  left  (Mr. 
Ferguson)  at  this  moment,  in  having  been 
chosen  one  of  Her  Majesty's  Privy  Councillors 
for  Canada.     But,  while   I  congratulate  the 
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Government  on  these  points,  I  must  find  a 
little  fault  with  them,  not  for  the  sake  of 
finding  fault,  but  with  good  reason.  The 
province  from  which  I  hail  has  been  a  mem- 
ber of  the  confederation  for  24  years,  Prince 
Edward  Island  has  been  a  member  of  the 
confederation  for  twenty-two  years  and 
during  that  period,  has  had  no  less  than 
three  of  its  representatives  members  of  the 
Privy  Council  of  Canada.  The  first  was  Mr. 
Laird,  the  second  was  Mr.  Pope,  and  now  we 
have  the  Hon.  Mr.  Ferguson.  I  find  no  fault 
whatever  with  the  government  for  making 
this  last  appointment  and  giving  Prince 
Edward  Island  representation  intheCabinet. 
But  I  do  find  fault  with  them,  and  I  am  ex- 
pressing the  almo.st  unanimous  opinion  of  the 
people  of  British  Columbia,  for  the  gross  in- 
justice that  has  been  done  to  our  province 
ever  since  it  entered  the  union.  Some  ten 
years  ago  I  introduced  a  resolution  affirming 
the  principle  that  each  of  the  four  natural 
divisions  of  Canada  should  be  represented 
in  the  Cabinet.  The  first  division  was  the 
maritime  provinces,  the  second  Ontario  and 
Quebec,  the  third  the  prairie  section,  the 
fourth  the  Pacific  coast.  I  pointed  out  on 
that  occasion  that,  in  my  judgment,  the 
dissatisfaction  which  gave  rise  to  the  last 
rebellion  in  the  North-west  Territories,  was 
attributable  to  the  fact  that  there  was  no 
representative  of  the  prairie  region  in  the 
Cabinet,  and  that  the  rebellion  was  due  to 
the  ignorance  of  the  government  of  the  true 
condition  of  affairs  in  the  North-west  and 
the  consequent  gross  injustice  of  the  treat- 
ment that  the  people  of  that  country  received. 
That  outbreak  resulted  in  the  loss  of  62  pre- 
cious lives  and  about  $9,000,000  in  money. 
Not  only  that,  but  the  rebellion  retarded  the 
settlement  of  the  country  and  we  feel  the 
effects  of  it  even  to  the  present  day.  Before 
the  outbreak  there  was  a  steady  stream  of 
emigration  into  the  country,  which  ceased 
immediately  after  the  rebellion  broke  out. 
Comparisons,  we  are  told,  are  odious,  but  I 
am  forced  to  make  comparisons,  I  do  so, 
however,  without  any  ill-feeling  to  the  hon. 
gentleman  who  has  been  brought  into  the 
government  to  represent  Prince  Edward 
Island  I  am  happy  that  he  is  there  and  it 
is  only  right  and  proper  that  the  island  pro- 
vince should  be  represented  in  the  Cabinet, 
but  I  claim  that  British  Columbia  should 
also  be  represented,  and  for  several  reasons 
which  I  shall  now  give.  In  1892  the  pro- 
vince of   British   Columbia  was   the  third 


largest  in  its  contributions  to  the  public 
treasury  from  customs  and  excise,  standing 
even  ahead  of  Nova  Scotia.  I  want  the  hon. 
member  from  Lunenburgh,  to  take  particular 
notice  of  that. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— I  am. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES— British  Columbia 
contributed  nearly  $1,750,000  that  very  year, 
while  the  province  of  Prince  Edward  Island 
contributed  only  a  little  more  than  one-tenth 
of  that  amount.  Another  reason  why  British 
Columbia  should  be  represented  in  the  Cab- 
inet is  its  great  distance  from  the  capital. 
While  Prince  Edward  Island  is  within  easy 
reach  of  Ottawa — less  than  1,000  miles — 
British  Columbia  is  no  less  than  3,000  miles 
from  the  capital,  and  it  is  almost  impossible 
for  its  representatives  in  either  house  to 
come  here  and  make  their  opinions  felt  as  ia 
done  by  the  representatives  of  the  maritime 
provinces.  We  should  have  some  represent- 
ative to  whom  we  could  look,  and  whom  we 
could  hold  responsible  for  fair  treatment 
towards  our  province.  British  Columbia, 
being  furthest  removed  from  the  capital, 
should,  above  all  other  provinces,  be  repre- 
sented in  the  Cabinet.  We  have  occasional 
visits  from  ministers  of  the  Crown  in  the 
North-west  Territories  and  Manitoba,  and 
we  are  always  glad  to  see  them.  I  think  I 
am  not  exaggerating  when  I  say  that  we 
generally  treat  them  very  well — that  is  as 
long  as  they  behave  themselves. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
They  always  do  that. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES— I  must  confess  the 
hon.  premier  does,  and  some  few  others  also 
do,  but  there  are  others  who  behave  differ- 
ently. Those  annual  pic-nics,  I  understand, 
are  made  at  the  cost  of  the  country,  and  the 
ministers  can  stay  only  a  day  or  two.  They 
are  very  willing  to  lend  a  Ibtening  ear  to 
any  complaints  that  we  may  make,  and  they 
take  notes  of  our  complaints,  but  that  is  all 
we  ever  hear  on  the  subject.  British 
Columbia  has  an  enormous  area — about  300 
times  as  great  as  the  little  island  province 
in  the  Gulf  of  St.  Lawrence,  and  certainly 
that  ought  to  be  taken  into  consideration. 
Not  only  that,  but  the  maritime  provinces 
are  comparitively  finished  provinces.  They 
increase  in  fwpulation  very  slowly.  Between 
1881  and  1891,  I  believe.  Prince  Edward 
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Island  increased  its  population  by  only  about 
100  souls.  In  our  province,  on  the  contrary, 
the  increase  was  from  49,0<)0  to  over  99,000. 
We  have  practically  the  same  number  of 
people  that  Prince  Edward  Island  has — in 
fact,  I  believe  we  have  a  greater  population 
to-day.  Taking  into  consideration  the  amount 
of  revenue  that  we  are  contributing,  and 
the  distance  that  we  are  from  tiie  capital, 
it  was  only  right  and  proper  that  the  pre- 
mier, in  forming  his  cabinet,  should  have 
taken  into  it  a  member  from  British  Colum- 
bia. I  do  not  ask  this  as  a  favour — I  de- 
mand it  as  a  right.  Ever  since  confedera- 
tion, my  native  province,  Nova  Scotia,  has 
had  two  members  in  the  Privy  CouncU, 
New  Brunswick  has  always  had  two. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— No. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES  (B.C.)— If  I  am 
wrong  I  hope  the  hon.  gentleman  will  put 
me  right.  If  they  have  not  had  two  members 
continuously,  ( they  have  been  but  a  very 
short  time  without  two. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
When  the  Honourable  Mr.  Pope  was  a 
member  of  the  Administration  from  Prince 
Edward  Island,  New  Brunswick  had  but 
one— Sir  Leonard  Tilley. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES  (B.C.)— It  was  only 
for  a  short  time.  I  think  I  can  account  for 
Prince  Edward  Island  being  favoured  as  Bri- 
tish Columbia  never  has  been.  When  Prince 
Edward  Island  entered  the  union  it  was 
represented  by  six  Liberals,  and  a  majority 
of  its  representatives  in  the  commons  have 
always  belonged  to  that  party.  British 
Columbia,  on  the  other  hand,  has  give^  an 
almost  undivided  support  to  the  Conserva- 
tive party,  and  the  reward  for  its  fidelity 
has  been  that  it  has  been  made  a  Tory  pre- 
serve. But  there  is  a  limit  to  the  patience 
of  even  the  long-suffering  people  of  the 
Pacific  province.  Quebec  has  always  h«Ml 
four  or  five  Ministers.  Ontario  has  five — 
three  with  portfolios  and  two  without. 
Manitoba,  fortunately,  has  a  representative 
now.  It  is  right  and  proper  that  she  should 
have,  but  to  use  the  hon.  premier's  expres- 
sion, "  to  round  up  the  confederation,"  I 
think  it  would  be  only  right  and  proper  and 
in  keeping  with  the  policy  that  he  has  laid 
down,  to  round  up  the  government  by 
taking  into  the  cabinet  a    member   from 


British  Columbia.  The  first  time  I  brought 
up  this  matter,  ten  years  ago,  the  late 
respected  Sir  Alexander  Campbell  was 
leader  of  the  Senate.  While  he  was  one  of 
the  most  courteous  and  gentlemanly  of  our 
members,  yet  he  forgot  himself  to  such  an 
extent  in  making  his  reply  that  he  actually 
insulted  every  member  from  British  Colum- 
bia and  the  North-west  Territories  by  in- 
forming them  that  not  until  Manitoba  and 
British  Columbia  should  send  men  qualified 
for  the  position  would  they  have  representa- 
tives in  the  cabinet.  I  say  here  fearlessly 
that  there  has  never  been  a  cabinet  since 
confederation  that  has  not  possessed  mem- 
bers with  whom  the  ordinary  members  of 
British  Columbia  would  compare  favourably. 
I  make  no  exception — my  remark  applies 
to  all  cabinets.  Liberal  and  Conservative. 
Both  parties  have  been  unjust  to  British 
Columbia  in  this  matter.  In  forming  the 
cabinet,  why  was  not  my  hon.  colleague, 
Senator  MacDonald,  who  has  been  a  mem- 
ber of  this  House  for  twenty-four  years, 
selected  1  To  go  to  the  other  House,  what 
was  wrong  with  the  gallant  Colonel  Prior  1 
Why  was  he  not  made  Minister  of  Militia, 
or  given  some  other  position  in  the  cabinet  1 
Why  was  not  the  amiable  and  successful 
merchant,  Mr.  Earle,  taken  in  1  Why  was  the 
politic  Mr.  Mara  not  taken  in  1  Why  was 
not  the  Queen's  Counsel,  Mr.  Corbould, 
taken  in  1  I  must  inform  the  premier  and 
this  House  that  the  North-west  Territories 
and  British  Columbia  will  not  submit  much 
longer  tamely  to  being  treated  as  a  preserve. 
We  have  been  treated  always,  especially 
British  Columbia,  as  a  preserve,  and  no 
matter  what  treatment  we  received,  we  had 
to  be  satisfied  with  a  smile  and  a  bow  from 
the  men  in  authority.  That  must  come  to 
an  end,  no  matter  whether  it  is  a  Conserva- 
tive government  or  a  Liberal  government. 
We  must  have  a  representative  in  the 
cabinet  in  the  true  interests  not  only  of  the 
province,  but  of  the  whole  Dominion,  and  I 
sincerely  hope  and  trust  that  the  hon.  leader 
of  the  government  will  take  a  note  of  it 
and  act  upon  the  suggestion  that  I  have 
msule. 

Hon.   Mr.  BOULTON   moved   that  the 
debate  be  adjourned. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

THE  LATE  SENATOR  TASS£. 
Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELLmoved 
that  the  House  do  now  adjourn.     He  said  : 
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I  may  be  permitted,  in  moving  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  House,  to  call  the  attention  of 
hon.  gentlemen  to  the  death  of  one  of  our 
members — I  refer  to  the  late  Hon.  Mr. 
Tass^  who  occupied  a  position  in  the  Senate 
very  acceptably  for  a  few  years,  Mr.  Tasse 
commenced  life  as  a  journalist  in  this  city, 
and  occupied  a  much  more  prominent  and 
inportant  position  in  the  city  of  Montreal, 
where  he  conducted  the  leading  French 
journal  in  that  city — La  Minerva.  I  am 
sure  that  to  those  who  knew  the  hon.  gentle- 
man and  had  the  pleasure  of  sitting  with 
him,  as  Idid  intheHouse  of  Commons,  forfive 
years,  and  occupying  a  seat  with  him  in  this 
chamber,  also,  will  regret  that  one  so  talent- 
ed and  so  gifted,  and  who  had  done  so  much 
in  bringing  the  country  prominently  before 
the  world,  should  have  been  cut  oS  at  such 
an  early  period  of  his  life  He  was  only  47 
when  he  died,  and  if  he  never  did  anjrthing 
more  than  the  delivering  of  that  speech  in 
Chicago  in  defence  of  Canada,  pointing  out 
its  resources  and  its  greatness,  to  the 
world — for  it  was  published  and  circulated 
everywhere — he  earned  for  himself  the 
gratitude  of  every  Canadian.  I  do  not 
know  that  I  ever  read  a  speech  which  gave 
me  more  pleasure,  and  which  breathed  more 
true  patriotism,  and  conveyed  to  the  world 
what  Canadians  thought  of  their  country,  of 
its  greatness,  and  of  its  prospects,  and  of  its 
future,  than  did  that  utterance  of  Mr.  Tass6. 
It  was  my  very  great  pleasure  personally  to 
thank  him  for  it  when  he  returned.  Coming 
as  it  did  from  a  representative  French  Cana- 
dian, upon  whom  many  of  the  Americans, 
particularly  in  a  large  city  like  Chicago,  look 
upon  as  discontented  and  desirous  of  severing 
connection  between  this  country  and  the  Em- 
pire, it  was  a  revelation  to  them  at  least, 
although  it  was  not  to  the  Canadians  who 
heard  and  applauded  him.  I  was  greatly 
pleased,  as  I  am  sure  every  one  was  who  read 
his  speech, — and  also  that  which  followed 
by  Mr.  Larke,  an  Ontarian,  who  now  is  in 
Australia,  when  combating  the  views  uttered 
by  the  late  Mayor  Harrison  of  Chicago, 
when  he  had  the  indelicacy  to  talk  of  bring- 
ing Canada  under  the  folds  of  the  stars  and 
stripes — when  Mr.  Tass6  came  to  the  rescue  of 
his  country  and  pointed  out  that  under  no 
circumstances  would  the  French  Canadian 
people  ever  submit  to  acknowledging  the 
sway  of  the  United  States.  I  deeply  regret 
that  one  so  young  and  so  gifted  should  have 


been  removed  from  the  scene  of  what  would 
have  been  his  increasing  usefulness. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT — I  join  in  expressing 
the  regret  that  we  all  feel  at  the  early  death 
of  the  late  Senator  Tass4.  He  had  a  bright 
intellect  and  used  his  intellectual  powers  at 
all  times  to  show  his  love  for  his  native  coun- 
try. His  services  were  highly  appreciated, 
and  on  no  occasion  more  by  his  fellow  coun- 
trymen than  at  the  particular  time  to  which 
the  premier  has  just  alluded.  We  all  deeply 
regret  his  death. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  Senate  adjourned  at  6.05  p.m 


THE  SENATE. 
Ottawa,  Ttiesday,  23rd  April,  1895. 

The  SPEAKER  took  the  Chair  at  Three 
o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 
THE  ADDRESS. 

SEBATB  CONTINUED. 

The  Order  of  the  Day  being  called  : — 

Resuming  the  adjourned  debate  on  the  consider- 
ation of  His  Excellency  the  Governor  General's 
speech,  on  the  opening  of  the  Fifth  Session  of  the 
Seventh  Parliament. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— I  regret  that 
yesterday,  in  consequence  of  the  non-arrival 
of  the  train  until  after  the  debate  had  con- 
cluded, I  had  not  the  pleasure  of  hearing 
the  xemarks  of  the  hon.  mover  and  seconder 
of  the  address  on  this  occasion.  We  may 
congratulate  the  hon.  gentleman  from 
Pictou  on  his  coming  into  the  Senate.  The 
first  thing  that  we  have  to  deal  with  of  any 
importance  in  the  Speech  from  the  Throne, 
is  the  reference  to  the  late  Right  Hon.  Sir 
John  Thompson.  I  must  unite  with  those 
who  have  preceded  me  in  expressing  the 
great  regret  that  the  whole  country  felt  at 
the  untimely  death  of  the  late  premier.  I 
may  also  include  in  that  remark  a  reference 
to  the  death  of  one  of  our  colleagues,  the 
Hon.  Mr.  Tasse.  Sir  John  Thompson  is 
the  third  premier  who  has  departed  since 
this  Parliament  was  elected.     The  two  last, 
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Sir  John  Macdonald  and  Sir  John  Abbott, 
died  when  they  had  finished  their  work. 
Unfortunately,  Sir  John  Thompson  died 
when  he  was  only  commencing  his  work, 
and  I  may  say  that  the  country  has  suffered 
a  very  great  loss  indeed  in  the  sudden  and 
untimely  death  of  our  late  premier.  It  was 
a  tragic  death.  He  died  at  the  feet  of  Her 
Majesty,  and  it  brought  prominently,  not 
only  before  the  people  of  Canada  and  the 
British  empire,  but  before  the  people  of  the 
world,  the  close  connection  existing  between 
this  great  country,  th^  rest  of  the 
British  empire  and  the  sovereign ;  and  I 
trust  that  the  sympathy  that  was  exhibited 
towards  the  late  premier  of  Canada  will 
bear  just  fruits  in  cementing  more  firmly  that 
unity  which  should  exist,  that  friendship 
that  should  prevaU  between  the  various 
colonies  of  the  British  empire  and  the 
heart  of  the  empire  itself.  I  regret, 
very  much  from  a  personal  standpoint 
the  death  of  our  late  colleague,  Mr. 
Tass^.  He  was,  from  the  first,  a  friend  of 
my  own,  and  I  shall  miss  him  from  this 
honourable  House  very  much  indeed. 

The  next  subject  that  we  are  called  upon 
to  discuss  in  the  debate  upon  this  address  is 
the  question  of  the  French  treaty.  Hon. 
gentlemen  will  recollect  that  last  year  I 
gave  a  considerable  amount  of  criticism  to 
the  French  treaty  when  it  waa  before  this 
House,  and  I  think  from  the  evidence  that 
we  have  here  in  the  Speech  from  the  Throne, 
that  that  criticism  was  well-timed  and  just. 
I  see  that  it  is  necessary  to  introduce  legis- 
lation in  order  to  make  more  clear  the  terms 
upon  which  the  French  treaty  has  been 
passed  between  France  and  Canada.  The 
point  that  I  made  last  year  myself  was  that 
in  giving  France  the  right  of  entry  into 
Canada  at  a  certain  rate  of  duty,  we  would 
open  the  door  to  all  those  countries  to  which 
Great  Britain  and  Canada  in  so  far  as  she  is 
included  in  the  treaties  grants  most  favoured- 
nation  treatment,  but  not  necessarily  to  our 
sister  colonies.  It  had  that  peculiar  anomaly, 
and  it  is  necessary  to  bring  legislation  down, 
as  notified  in  the  speech  from  the  Throne, 
in  order  to  give  effect  to  the  French  treaty 
and  make  it  perfectly  clear  that  our  sister 
colonies  shall  enjoy  the  same  favoured  terms 
as  France  in  this  country.  All  those  nations 
that  come  under  the  Imperial  clauses  in 
most  favored  nation  treatment  will  have 
exactly  the  same  advantages.  I  pointed 
this  out  last  year,  and  as  the  subject  will 


come  before  this  honourable  House  when 
that  legislation  is  brought  down,  we  wilt 
have  a  further  opportunity  of  discussing  the 
question  when  we  know  exactly  the  terms 
of  the  legislation  which  we  will  be  called 
upon  to  express  our  views. 

The  next  clause  in  the  address  is  : 

We  are  pleaaed  to  bo  informed  by  Your  Excel- 
lency that  the  recent  action  of  the  Imperial  Parlia- 
ment enabling  the  various  Australasian  Governments 
to  enter  into  preferential  trade  relations  with  the 
other  self-governing  colonies  of  the  empire,  affords 
gratifying  proof  that  the  suggestions  of  the  Colonial 
Conference  are  being  favourably  entertained  by 
Her  Majesty's  Government. 

Now,  I  feel  that  the  conference  that  we  had 
here  last  year  has  been,  and  will  be  in  the 
future,  productive  of  good  results.  The 
legislation  here  referred  to  is  legislation 
which  interferes  with  imperial  legislation 
and  interferes  with  the  Australian  colonies 
themselves — the  various  provinces  that  com- 
pose the  Australian  colonies  from  applying 
the  principle  of  tariffs  such  as  we  have  had 
in  Canada — that  is  to  say  one  province  in 
the  continent  of  Australia  could  not  enter 
into  a  trade  arrangement  with  another  pro- 
vince. Great  Britain  was  to  have  exactly 
the  same  treatment,  and  it  is  to  remove  that 
obstacle  that  imperial  legislation  is  sought 
for.  The  present  government  is  directing 
its  policy  towards  increasing  our  trade  rela- 
tions with  the  Australian  continent,  the 
Cape  of  Good  Hope  and  the  other  self-gov- 
erning colonies  of  the  Empire.  It  is  doing 
that  on  the  principle  of  reciprocity  I  have 
no  doubt — I  do  not  see  how  they  could  do  it 
in  any  other  shape.  They  propose  to  have 
a  preferential  arrangement  in  favour  of  one 
another  as  against  the  rest  of  the  world. 
That  is  the  only  way  I  can  interpret  the 
policy  now  proposed  by  the  present  govern- 
ment. I  would  warn  the  hon.  leader  of  the 
government  of  this,  that  as  sure  as  we  go  on 
educating  the  self-governing  colonies  in  the 
principles  of  protection,  such  as  we  have  in 
force  at  the  present  moment  in  Canada,  we 
may  expect,  when  they  are  so  educated,  they 
will  protect  themselves  and  not  do  anything 
that  is  likely  to  help  Canada  at  their  ex- 
pense. The  same  way  with  the  people  of 
Great  Britain.  If  the  people  of  Great  Britain 
should  be  led,  under  adverse  circumstances, 
by  principles  which  may  be  enunciated  here, 
to  abandon  free  trade,  which  has  governed 
them  for  the  last  50  years,  and  to  adopt 
the  principle  of  protection,  it  will  be  for  the 
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purposeof  protecting  the  thirty-eight  millions 
of  people  in  the  British  Islands,  and  not  in 
any  shape  or  form  to  protect  the  people  of 
Canada.  I  would  hold  out  a  warning  voice 
and  aij  that  it  is  a  great  deal  better  for  us 
to  proceed  on  the  commercial  laws  of  Great 
Britain  rather  than  try  to  induce  the  people 
of  Great  Britain  to  adopt  the  commercial 
idea  of  the  people  of  Canada  ;  otherwise,  I 
fear  the  doors  of  Great  Britain  wUl  be 
closed  to  the  people  of  Canada  as  well  as  to 
the  people  of  the  United  States  and  the  rest 
of  the  world  should  Great  Britain  be  in- 
duced to  change  her  policy  and  adopt  pro- 
tection, and  to  the  extent  that  she  does  so 
her  purchasing  power  as  a  consuming  mar- 
ket will  be  weakened  and  will  react  upon 
ourselve-i. 

I  wish,  therefore,  to  dwell  again  upon  that 
particular  phase  of  the  address  where  it  is 
congratulating  us  on  the  legislation  of  the 
Imperial  Parliament  in  regard  to  the 
Australian  colonies.  I  wish  to  remind  this 
House  that  that  legislation  is  sought  for  to 
enable  the  various  provinces  of  the  Austra- 
lian continent  to  unite  themselves  into  a 
confederacy,  as  the  people  of  Canada  have 
united  themselves  in  this  Dominion.  It  is 
not  desired,  I  think,  in  the  interests  of 
Canada,  that  that  confederacy,  when  formed, 
should  unite  on  the  principles  of  protection 
such  as  we  at  the  present  moment  have 
adopted,  but  rather  on  the  principles  of  free 
trade,  in  unison  with  the  commercial  policy 
of  Great  Britain. 

The  next  clause  in  the  ttddress  is  a  most 
important  one  at  the  present  moment,  be- 
cause it  is  a  question  of  the  adoption  of 
domestic  economy,  I  might  say,  by  the 
people  of  Canada  themselves.  I  congratu- 
late the  hon.  leader  of  the  government  up- 
on the  wisdom  displayed  by  the  government 
in  bringing  on  this  session  of  parliament  in- 
stead of  having  a  dissolution  as  was  at  one 
time  spoken  of.  The  statesmanlike  way  of 
ascertaining  public  opinion  on  new  questions 
when  they  arise,  is  either  to  appeal  to  the 
country  for  the  confidence  of  the  people,  or 
to  appeal  to  certain  constituencies  in  order 
to  find  out  the  drift  of  public  opinion  to 
guide  the  government  of  the  country.  We 
have  just  had  four  by-elections  in  various 
parts  of  the  country,  and  it  is  from  these 
by-elections  that  the  government  to  a  cer- 
tain extent  draw  their  inspiration  in  guiding 
them.  The  government  is  merely  the  ex- 
ponent of  public  opinion  through  the  repre- 


sentatives of  the  people  in  Parliament,  and 
it  is  from  the  representatives  of  the  people 
as  elected,  that  they  have  to  gauge  what 
public  opinion  is,  in  certain  directions.  The 
result  of  the  by-elections  has  been  a  guide 
to  the  government  themselves,  and  to  those 
who  are  opposed  to  the  government  in  criti- 
cizing their  policy.  We  in  this  honourable 
House  of  course,  act  in  an  independent  man- 
ner in  so  far  as  we  are  not  responsible  to  the 
people.  We  are  not  influenced  in  our  action 
by  feelings  of  passion  which  may  be  aroused 
in  the  heatof  a  political  contest  when  religious 
questions  are  the  forefront  of  that  discussion, 
but  I  say  we  are  fairly  representative  of  the 
people  in  so  far  as  we  live  among  them  and 
we  are  drawn  from  every  portion  of  Canada, 
and  we  are  able  to  a  certain  extent  to  tell 
what  their  feelings,  their  ideais  and  motives 
and  anxieties  are  in  any  given  direction. 
This  is  an  important  question  that  is  con- 
tained in  this  clause : 

We  thank  i'our  Excellency  for  informingusthat, 
in  conformity  with  a  recent  judgment  of  the  Lords 
of  the  Judicial  Committee  of  the  Privy  Council, 
to  the  effect  that  the  dis^ntient  minority  of  the 
people  of  Manitoba  have  a  constitutional  right  of 
appeal  to  the  Governor  General  in  Council  against 
certain  Acts  passed  by  the  legislature  of  the  pro- 
vince of  .Manitoba  In  relation  to  the  subject  of 
education,  Your  Excellency  heard  in  Council  the 
appeal,  that  your  decision  thereon  has  been  com- 
municated to  the  legislature  of  the  said  province, 
and  that  the  papers  on  the  subject  will  be  laid 
before  us. 

I  come  from  the  province  of  Manitoba, 
which  is  affected  by  the  legislation  that  it  is 
proposed  to  put  on  the  statute-book  in  regard 
to  this  question  before  us,  and  I  would  say 
this,  that  in  so  far  as  the  government  have 
gone — I  may  even  go  so  far  as  to  say 
that  in  the  expressions  that  fell  from  the 
hon.  leader  of  the  government  yesterday 
have  gone — I  have  no  fault  to  find.  The 
hon.  leader  of  the  government  and  the  gov- 
ernment itself,  in  passing  the  remedial  order 
which  has  been  transmitted  to  the  province 
of  Manitoba,  have  merely  g^ven  effect  to  the 
decisions  resulting  from  the  various  judicial 
steps  that  the  Roman  Catholic  minority  of 
the  province  had  taken  in  order  to  ascer- 
tain what  their  rights  were,  I  do  not  see 
that  the  government  hod  any  other  course 
to  pursue  than  the  one  they  did  follow  in 
hearing  the  appeal  and  transmitting  the 
decision  to  the  province  of  Manitoba.  To 
that  extent,  I  think,  that  the  government 
acted  in  accordance  with  the  decision  ren- 
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dered  under  the  constitution.  In  that  they 
have  not  shown  exactly  what  course  they 
may  yet  pursue  in  regard  to  this  matter. 
When  you  wish  to  direct  the  mind  of  the 
government  in  any  given  direction — when 
you  wish  to  bring  to  the  minds  of  the  gov- 
ernment any  grievance  that  you  may  feel  in 
regard  to  any  proposed  legislation,  the  time 
to  do  it  is  in  the  early  stages  of  the  session, 
before  the  government  is  committed  to  any 
particular  line  of  policy,  in  order  that  their 
minds  may  be  directed  by  any  strength  of 
argument  we  may  be  able  to  bring  to  bear 
to  induco  them  to  proceed  in  any  given 
direction,  and  it  is  for  that  reason  that  I 
propose  to  take  up  perhaps  a  little  more 
time  in  the  discussion  of  important  questions 
in  the  debate  on  the  address  than  is  usually 
given.  I  wish  to  present,  from  the  standpoint 
of  the  people  of  Manitoba,  how  far  they  feel 
the  effect  of  the  ruling  of  the  Judicial  Com- 
mittee of  the  Privy  Council,  followed  up  by 
the  remedial  order  of  the  Dominion  Govern- 
ment. 

The  people  of  Canada  understand  what 
led  to  the  foundation  of  the  legislation  that 
is  now  being  put  in  force  for  the  first  time 
in  this  country,  when  we  formed  our  confe- 
deration in  1867,  it  was  by  an  agreement 
between  the  various  provinces  in  the  east 
agreeing  to  form  a  national  union — Nova 
Scotia,  New  Brunswick,  Quebec  and  Ontario, 
agreed  with  one  another  to  form  the  federa- 
tion which  has  now  grown  into  the  Dominion 
of  Canada  extending  from  the  Atlantic  to 
the  Pacific.  The  province  of  Ontario  and 
the  province  of  Quebec  had  certain  legisla- 
tion in  regard  to  separate  schools  passed 
by  themselves  when  they  had  the  in- 
dividual power  to  adopt  or  reject  such 
legislation,  when  they  formed  the  confeder- 
ation of  Canada,  it  was  felt  that  that  legis- 
lation which  had  been  put  on  the  statute- 
book  of  those  provinces  should  be  protected 
by  legislation  in  some  manner,  and  with 
that  idea,  section  93  of  the  British  North 
.Mnerica  Act  with  its  subsection  was  put 
in  the  constitution  for  the  protection  of  the 
minority  existing  in  Quebec  or  Ontario.  I 
refer  to  this  case  because  it  has  been  quoted 
that  the  case  of  Manitoba  is  similar  to  that 
of  Ontario  and  Quebec. 

The  case  of  New  Brunswick  was  not 
similar,  nor  was  the  case  of  Nova  Scotia  or 
of  Prince  Edward  Island  similar  to  that  of 
Ontario  and  Quebec.  No  more  is  that  of 
the  province  of  Manitoba.     We   have  to 


deal  with  the  Manitoba  case  on  its 
merits.  Now,  what  are  the  conditions 
attached  to  the  question  in  regard  to 
Manitoba.  In  1869  the  imperial  govern- 
ment desired  to  transfer  to  the  authority  of 
Canada  that  vast  territory  then  under  impe- 
rial control ,  between  the  bounds  of  Ontario 
and  the  Rocky  Mountains.  ■  It  was,  at  that 
time,  an  unoccupied  territory  under  the  con- 
trol of  the  Hudson  Bay  Company.  There 
was  a  small  population  which  had  grown  up 
in  the  country  in  connection  with  the  em- 
ployment offered  by  the  fur  trading  com- 
panies which  had  planted  themselves  there. 
That  small  population  was  centred  around 
what  is  now  the  city  of  Winnipeg  and  in 
the  Selkirk  settlement,  numbering  altogether 
twelve  thousand  people  equally  divided 
between  the  Roman  Catholic  faith  and  the 
Protestant  faith.  When  the  country  was 
about  to  be  transferred  from  the  Imperial 
to  the  Canadian  control,  the  flag  of  rebellion 
was  raised  in  order  that  the  attention  of  the 
people  of  Canada  might  be  called  to  the 
fact  that  a  portion  of  the  population  of  the 
Red  River  settlement  desired  to  be  guaran- 
tee in  certain  rights  before  the  transfer  of 
the  country  actually  took  place.  The  result 
of  that  trouble,,  in  the  winter  of  1869-70, 
was  an  intimation  from  the  Imperial  Gov- 
ernment to  inquire  into  the  rights,  and  a 
notification  from  the  Canadian  Government 
that  they  wished  the  transfer  which  was  to 
have  been  carried  into  effect  on  the  Ist 
December,  1869,  postponed  until  the  country 
would  be  peaceably  handed  over  by  the 
Hudson  Bay  Company.  The  result  of  that 
was  that  through  Sir  Donald  A.  Smith,  the 
commissioner  of  the  Canadian  Government, 
delegates  were  invited  and  came  down 
representing  the  people  of  what  was 
then  known  as  the  Selkirk  settlement, 
in  order  to  confer  with  the  government 
of  Canada  as  to  what  the  terms  should  be 
upon  which  they  entered  the  confederacy — 
as  to  how  far  their  rights  would  be  protected 
after  they  had  joined  the  confederacy. 
What  I  contend  is  that  the  communication 
that  went  on  between  those  delegated  and 
the  govei-nment  of  Canada  was  confined  to 
the  population  of  Selkirk  settlement.  It 
was  not  a  conference  for  the  purpose  of 
directing  the  destinies  of  that  great  western 
country  which  extends  from  the  bounds  of  the 
province  of  Ontario  to  the  bounds  of  British 
Columbia,  it  was  not  conceived  by  those 
12,000   people   there    who   nominated    the 
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delegates,  Judge  Black,  Father  Ritchot  and 
Mr.  Scott,  it  was  not  that  they  were  to  im- 
pose restrictions  upon  the  people  of  the 
future  who  were  going  to  occupy  that 
country.  It  was  merely  that  the  people 
who  did  occupy  that  Selkirk  settlement  at 
that  time  amounting  to  twelve  thousand 
people  should  be  protected  in  whatever 
rights  they  possessed,  or  desired  to  possess, 
after  they  had  become  a  part  of  the  Domin- 
ion of  Canada.  Now,  if  you  look  at  it  in 
the  right  spirit  you  will  realize  that  this  is 
the  fact.  This  fact  is  more  impressed  upon 
us  in  consequence  of  the  small  territory  that 
was  first  of  all  included  in  the  province  of 
Manitoba.  The  first  territory  that  was 
carved  out  for  the  purpose  of  being  included 
in  the  province  of  Manitoba  was  the  terri- 
tory comprising  Winnipeg  as  a  centre  and  a 
radius  of  60  miles  around  Winnipeg.  That 
was  the  first  territory  to  which  those  rights 
were  to  extend.  Since  then,  the  province 
of  Manitoba  has  been  enlarged  until  it 
has  a  boundary  extending  east  to  Ontario 
and  west  to  the  29th  range,  which  is 
a  very  diflferent  province  to-day  from 
what  the  province  of  Manitoba  was  when 
those  delegates  came  down  to  confer  with 
the  government  of  Canada  in  1871.  Now, 
if  in  1871  the  Selkirk  settlement  were  ac- 
corded certain  rights  which  were  to  be  last- 
ing to  them  as  individuals,  are  the  people 
who  are  included  in  the  portion  of  the  pro- 
vince of  Manitoba  in  which  I  reside  to  be 
brought  under  the  legislation  known  as  the 
Manitoba  Act  in  its  constitutional  restric- 
tions 1  Now,  that  is  the  position  we  have  to 
decide  upon.  What  is  the  ruling  of  the 
Privy  Council  t  The  ruling  is  that  the 
Roman  Catholic  minority  in  the  province  of 
Manitoba  under  the  legislation  of  1870, 
which  constituted  the  Manitoba  Act — not 
under  the  British  North  American  Act — 
and  under  the  legislation  passed  by  the  legis- 
lature at  its  first  sitting  after  the  passage  of 
that  Act  have  the  right  of  appeal  to  Parlia- 
ment. I  wish  you  to  realize  that  there  are 
no  rights  l^eyond  the  right  of  appeal.  All 
through  the  judgment  of  the  Judicial  Com- 
mittee of  the  Privy  Council — all  through 
the  argument  before  the  Judicial  Committee 
— it  was  made  perfectly  clear  that  the  right 
of  appeal  to  the  Governor  in  Council  consti- 
tuted the  right  of  that  minority,  and,  when 
it  went  before  Parliament, their  rights  ceased. 
Parliament  is  a   constitutional   body  with 


perfect  right  to  say.  "  We  will  adopt  one 
policy  to-day  and  we  will  adopt  another 
policy  to-morrow."  The  constitutional 
liberty  of  the  people  of  Canada  under 
the  British  constitution  is  such  that  they 
have  perfect  constitutional  liberty  to  change, 
day  by  day,  any  policy  that  they  consider  in 
the  public  interests  of  the  country.  Have 
we  not  gradually  changed  our  policy  in  regard 
to  the  veto  power  after  twenty-five  years 
experience  of  its  working  in  the  direction  of 
granting  fuller  liberty  to  the  provinces  not 
inconsistent  with  the  national  interests  of 
Canada.  Had  not  the  governpient  the 
power  to  veto  the  Provincial  Act  of  1890  ? 
Now  that  the  veto  power  of  Parliament  is 
called  into  play,  is  the  government  now 
going  to  recommend  Parliament  to  exercise 
the  veto  power  which  they  themselves  did 
not  consider  it  wise  or  politic  to  exercise  t 
I  will  just  show  you,  from  the  reading  of 
the  argument  before  the  Judicial  Committee 
of  the  Council,  what  was  in  the  minds  of  the 
Lords  of  the  Council  themselves — what  was 
in  the  minds  of  those  who  were  appealing  on 
behalf  of  the  Roman  Catholic  minority,  in 
order  to  show  that  they  expected  Parliament 
only  to  exercise  its  constitutional  power  as  a 
matter  of  policy,  and  not  as  a  statutory 
obligation — 

Lord  W  ATSON— The  Governor  might  be  of  opinion 
to-day  or  this  year  that  it  was  not  desirable,  in  the 
interests  of  the  community,  that  certain  previous 
privileges  given  by  Parliament  should  be  repealed  ; 
out  ten  years  hence,  he  might  be  of  a  different 
opinion.  If  there  were  legislation  of  a  prohibitive 
kind  included  in  this  remedial  legislation,  there 
would  be  an  Act  of  Parliament  in  the  way  of  his 
exercising  his  discretion  on  the  subject. 

I  can  see  all  through  the  argument  that  was 
made  before  the  Judicial  Committee  of  the 
Privy  Council  that  the  Lords  of  the  Council 
themselves  were  somewhat  puzzled  between 
the  anomaly  of  having  a  constitution  which 
was  a  constitution  of  liberty  and  having  a 
restrictive  influence  such  as  is  imposed  by 
the  British  North  America  Act  and  the 
Manitoba  Act.  They  saw,  themselves,  th0,t 
it  was  anomalous  to  a  certain  extent,  but 
as  a  judicial  tribunal  they  merely  had  to 
give  their  judgment  as  it  was  presented  to 
them  in  the  wording  of  the  legislation  on 
which  they  were  called  upon  to  pronounce 
themselves.  I  will  read  you  also  what  Mr. 
Ewart,  who  was  the  counsel  for  the  appellants, 
said  in  his  remarks  before  the  Judicial  Com- 
mittee of  the  Privy  Council. 
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He  says : 

Before  closing,  I  woald  say  a  word  or  two  as  to 
what  we  are  seeking.  As  it  has  lieen  already 
remarked,  we  are  not  asking  for  any  declaration  as 
to  the  extent  of  the  relief  to  be  given  by  the  (Jov- 
emor  General.  We  merely  ask  that  it  should  be 
held  that  he  has  jurisdiction  to  hear  our  prayer, 
and  to  grant  us  some  relief  if  he  thinks  proper  to 
do  HO.  It  may  be  that  the  Dominion  authorities 
may  not  choose  to  re-establish  us  in  all  the  rights 
and  priviledgea  that  we  enjoyed  prior  to  this  Act 
of  189<). 

You  will  see  that,  in  the  appeal  to  the 
Judicial  Committee  of  the  Privy  Council, 
the  counsel  for  the  Roman  Catholic  minority 
contended  there  that  the  Dominion  authori- 
ties might  only  grant  a  portion  or  they 
might  grant  the  whole.  If  they  were  en- 
titled to  grant  only  a  portion  and  not  the 
whole,  therefore  they  might  consider  it  ad- 
visable not  to  grant  any  at  all.  That  is  the 
position  in  which  the  matter  stands  before 
the  Parliament  of  Canada  to-day.  The  mat- 
ter will  be  in  the  hands  of  Parliament  after 
the  province  of  Manitoba  has  notified  the 
Dominion  Government  as  to  what  stalid  they 
wUi  take  in  regard  to  it.  So  far  as  we  are  able 
to  ascertain  from  public  opinion  in  Mani- 
toba, the  disposition  was  not  to  accept  any 
interference  from  the  Dominion  authority 
in  regard  to  the  provincial  legislation  enact- 
ed in  1890.  But  that  whatever  legislation 
was  neces.sary,  whatever  the  rights  were,  it 
was  merely  an  agreement  between  the 
Dominion  Government  and  the  people  who 
existed  in  Manitoba  in  1870.  However,  I 
am  not  in  the  confidence  of  the  government 
of  Manitoba,  and  we  will  sen  what  action 
they  will  take  when  the  legislature  meets 
again  next  month.  I  will  read  anothe;  ex- 
tract froin  this  blue-book.  The  liord 
Chancellor  says  with  regard  to  the  Governor 
General : 

He  cannot  do  anything  himself.  And  the  last 
resort  the  only  person  or  botly  who  can  do  any- 
thing more  are  the  Parliament  of  Canada,  who  are 
certainly  not  under  legal  compulsion  to  act  and 
certainly  would  not  act  unless  they  conceived  there 
was  some  substantial  ground  for  it. 

You  see  the  Lord  Chancellor,  Lord  Wat- 
son, the  Lords  of  the  Council  generally  have 
shown  the  consti;  utional  power  of  Parliament 
is  preserved  in  all  its  principles,  that  if  a 
change  of  mind  should  come  over  the  Cana- 
dian people  in  their  policy  as  laid  down  20 
or  25  years  ago,  that  so  far  as  the  Parlia- 
ment of  Canada  is  concerned  it  is  at  perfect 
liberty  to  take  some  other  course  if  they 
think  it  desirable  in  the  public  interest  to 


do  so.  I  say  that  it  is  desirable  in  the 
interests  of  the  good  government  of  Canada 
that  we  should  preserve  the  constitutional 
liberties  not  only  of  the  Dominion  Parlia- 
ment, but  of  the  legislatures  of  the  variovis 
provinces  as  clearly  and  as  closely  as  we 
possibly  can,  that  we  should  expand  them 
rather  than  contract  them.  The  principle 
that  is  in  the  minds  of  Fome  of  the  people 
of  Canada  to-day  is  that  under  remedial 
legislation  these  liberties  should  be  contrac- 
ted rather  than  expanded.  I  raise  my 
voice  on  behalf  of  the  good  govemmentof  this 
country.  Canada  is  being  governed  on  the 
sound  basis  of  self-government,  not  as 
Russia  is  governed,  by  an  autocratic.  This 
is  a  democratic  country  under  the  demo- 
cratic influence  of  the  British  constitution, 
the  most  enlightened,  I  may  say  in  history, 
undera  limited  monarchy,  which  is  subject  to 
the  constitutional  power  of  Parliament,  that 
that  constitutional  liberty  is  greater  than 
is  known  in  any  country  in  the  world.  We 
must  not  impair  that  constitution  in  any 
degree,  abridge  any  liberty  that  it  confers 
on  the  people  of  Canada.  Therefore,  I 
think  this  is  not  an  ordinary  case  which  is 
now  before  the  people.  We  are  asked  to 
establish  a  precedent  in  one  direction  or 
another  which  will  influence  the  future  of 
this  country  for  all  time  in  an  injurious  or 
a  beneficial  way.  At  page  266  of  this  book, 
Mr.  Blake  concludes  his  argument  before 
the  Lords  of  the  Privy  Council  as  follows  : 

What  we  ask  your  Lordships  is,  what  the 
privileges  were  and  how  far  they  have  been 
infringed ;  and  then  we  propose  to  ask  the  Gover- 
nor General  to  determine  now  far  he  will  go.  I 
do  not  ask  your  Lordships  to  make  any  suggestion 
as  to  hid  action,  which  I  conceive  from  the  begin- 
ning is  political.  He  is  to  be  instructed  as  to  the 
law  ;  and  then  his  action  and  the  action  of  the 
Parliament  will  carry  the  thing  out. 

I  have  quoted  Mr.  Blake,  who  was  the 
leading  counsel  for  the  appellants.  I  have 
quoted  Mr.  Ewart,  who  was  also  counsel  for 
the  appellants.  I  have  quoted  also  the  idea 
that  passed  through  the  minds  of  the  Judi- 
cial Committee  themselves  as  they  were  im- 
pressed from  day  to  day  by  the  arguments 
brought  before  them.  All  those  go  to  show 
to  you  that  the  action  of  the  Parliament 
now  is  a  political  action  and  not  in  any  sense 
a  judicial  action — that  both  under  the 
British  North  America  Act  and  the  Man- 
itoba Act  the  right  of  any  minority  is  merely 
the    right   to  appeal  to   Parliament,    and 
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their  rights  having  been  put  before  Parlia- 
ment by  the  appeal  to  the  Grovemor  in 
Council,  they  then  and  there  cease — that 
they  then  come  under  the  British  consti- 
tution and  that  the  representatives  of  Can- 
ada in  Council  assembled  must  debate  and 
argue  what  is  the  best  policy  for  the  good 
government  of  the  whole  of  Canada,  and  on 
that  argument  must  rest  the  concluding 
decision  of  this  great  question  now  before 
the  people  of  Canada  and  before  Parliament. 
It  is  necessary  for  us  to  consider  fairly  and 
well  how  far  it  is  possible  for  us  to  go.  The 
claim  is  put  forth  that  not  only  the  rights 
which  were  acquired  in  1870,  prior  to  the 
transfer  of  the  country,  but  any  right  sub- 
sequently acquired  should  also  be  restored — 
in  other  words  that  a  statute  having 
once  been  put  on  the  statute-books,  there 
is  no  power  or  right  or  authority  on  the 
part  of  the  provincial  legislature  to  re- 
move that  law  from  the  statute-books.  If 
we  were  to  establish  such  a  precedent 
we  should  be  plunging  the  country  into 
difficulties  of  which  no  one  can  foresee 
the  end.  The  province  of  Manitoba,  at  the 
time  that  that  legislation  was  put  on  the 
sttitute-book  in  1871,  consisted  merely  of  a 
population  of  1 2,000,  one-half  of  whom  were 
Roman  Catholics,  the  other  half  Protestants. 
It  is  natural  to  suppose  that,  being  divided 
in  this  way,  they  would  put  on  the  statute- 
book  what  they  desired  to  have  at  the  mo- 
ment, and  that  they  would  carry  out  the 
idea  that  they  had  sent  their  delegates  down 
to  express.  But  to  say  now  that  I,  who 
live  250  miles  west  of  the  scene  of  that  legis- 
lation, 25  years  afterwards,  am  going  to  be 
deprived  of  the  constitutional  liberty  that  I 
claim  as  a  right — to  say  that  I  must  be  dic- 
tated to  and  told  that  I  must  have  legislatioa 
imposed  upon  me  by  the  Dominion  (rovem- 
ment,  is  to  tell  me  that  I  am  to  be  deprived 
of  a  right  which  is  nowhere  else  denied 
thixiughout  the  Dominion  of  Canada.  If  you 
say  that  I,  in  the  province  of  Manitoba, 
may  be  thus  interfered  with,  it  is  tantamount 
to  saying  that  a  similar  course  may  be  taken 
throughout  the  whole  of  the  North-west 
Territories.  If  the  added  portion  of  the 
province  of  Manitoba  which  had  no  part  or 
parcel  in  the  legislation  of  1871  is  to  be 
included  in  the  proposed  remedial  legislation, 
then  it  may  as  well  be  extended  to  the  bounds 
of  British  Columbia  in  the  west  and  to  the 
Arctic  Ocean  in  the  north  for  all  time  to 
come.     It  would  be  placing  legislation  on 


the  statute-book  to  be  maintained  formally 
for  all  time  so  far  as  legislation  in  educational 
matters  are  concerned,  and  that  would  be 
depriving  the  whole  western  portion  of 
Canada  of  the  constitutional  liberty  which 
the  people  of  that  great  country  should 
enjoy. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— The  hon.  gentleman's 
argument  is  a  fairly  strong  one  looking  at  it 
from  his  own  standpoint,  but  he  is  leaving 
out  of  sight  the  fact  that  the  Parliament  of 
Canada  in  1874  extended  to  the  whole  of 
the  North-west  Territories  the  same  provi- 
sions with  respect  to  separate  schools  which 
had  been  applied  to  the  then  province  of 
Manitoba  by  the  Act  of  1870. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— I  am  quite  aware 
that  what  the  hon.  gentleman  says  is  correct. 
I  am  quite  aware  that  the  Act  of  1870 
has  been  extended  and  that  we  are  being 
governed  to-day  by  the  Act  of  1870  which, 
was  passed  at  the  time  of  the  transfer  of  the 
country.  Prior  to  the  transfer  of  the  country 
I  have  nothing  to  say  against  that.  I  am 
qot  complaining  of  that,  but  what  I  say  is 
that  what  might  have  been  in  the  minds  of 
the  Canadian  people  in  1874  may  not  be  in 
their  minds  to-day.  Are  you  going  to  bind 
down  two  or  three  millionn  of  people,  who 
thirty  years  hence  may  occupy  that  country, 
by  legislation  placed  upon  the  statute-books 
to-day  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  would  ask  the  hon. 
gentleman  if  it  should  turn  out  that  one 
political  party  becomes  stronger  in  the  coun- 
try .than  another,  can  that  greater  political 
party  change  the  whole  constitution  1  The 
hon.  gentleman  argues  in  this  way  because 
he  himself  has  gone  into  that  country.  Now, 
other  people  may  have  gone  in  and  may  go 
in  knowing  what  the  constitution  is  :  would 
he  hold  that  they  would  have  a  right  to 
change  the  whole  constitution  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  ANGERS— Every  time  the 
balance  of  party  changes,  we  might  see  the 
rights  of  the  weaker  party  trampled  upon. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— That  is  the  con- 
stitutional power  of  the  people  of  Canada. 
The  fact  that  I  went  in  there  knowing  that 
certain  legislation  was  on  the  statute-books, 
does  not  imply  that  I  was  tied  by  the  leg, 
so  far  as  my  vote  was  concerned,  for  all 
time  to  come.     If  you  put  that  forth  as  a 
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precedent  to  be  followed  in  the  future,  you 
will  be  depriving  a  very  large  section  of  the 
people  of  Ganaida  of  their  constitutional 
liberties.  The  argument  which  haa  been 
put  forth  is  an  impossible  one,  and  the  posi- 
tion is  an  impossible  one  for  the  people  of 
Canada  to  maintain. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  hon.  gentleman 
entirely  ignores  the  fact  that  Canada  can- 
not now  change  the  constitution  of  Mani- 
toba. It  is  only  the  Imperial  Government 
that  can  do  that.  The  constitution  is  an 
existing  fact,  and  we  cannot  change  it  no 
matter  how  much  we  may  desire  to  do  so 
without  the  aid  of  the  Imperial  Govern- 
meut. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— I  have  already 
explained  to  the  hon.  the  leader  of  the  Op- 
position that  the  first  decision  of  the  Judi- 
cial Committee  of  the  Imperial  Privy 
Council  distinctly  declares  that  the  exclu- 
sive right  of  legislating  on  educational 
matters  belongs  to  the  province  of  Manitoba. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— You  won't  find  that 
the  British  Parliament  will  be  governed  by 
that  decision. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON.— Subject  to  res- 
trictions, bu''.  what  are  those  restrictions] 
Simply  that  the  minority,  if  they  feel  un- 
justly treated,  have  the  right  to  appeal  to 
the  Governor  in  Council,  but  the  fact  of 
their  having  that  right  does  not  tie  Parlisr 
ment.  It  does  not  compel  Parliament  to 
say  "Since  we  in  1874  included  the  whole 
province  of  Manitoba  under  the  operation 
of  the  legislation  of  1870,  we  have  now  no 
power  to  repeal  that  legislation." 

Hon.  Mr.  BERNIER.— What  is  the  use 
of  having  the  right  to  appeal  if  the  minority 
cannot  ask  for  anything  further  1 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON.— I  wish  to  draw 
a  great  distinction  between  the  cladm  put 
forth  on  behalf  of  the  minority  and  the 
question  of  a  remedy.  I  do  not  deny  for 
one  moment  that  therti  is  an  inherent  right 
in  the  minority  to  appeal  to  Parliament  to 
obtain  redress.  I  am  not  arguing  against 
that,  for  I  have  not  come  to  that  point  yet ; 
but  what  I  wish  to  do  is  to  confine  to  their 
legitimate  limits  the  rights  which  the  min- 
ority possess  and  to  define  distinctly  how 
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far  it  is  right  for  the  Parliament  of  Canada 
to  say  that  the  views  of  the  minority  in 
regard  to  education  should  be  imposed  on 
the  people  of  the  country.  These  rights  do 
exist,  but  it  is  equally  true  that  they  are 
limited.  I  believe  it  is  true  that  the  people 
of  the  Selkirk  settlement  did  enter  into  a 
treaty  with  the  Parliament  of  Canada,  and 
that  Parliament  entered  into  a  treaty  with 
them  to  guarantee  them  certain  rights 
and  privileges.  To  that  extent  I  say  the 
Parliament  of  Canada  is  properly  and 
justly  entitled  to  see  that  they  are  guaran- 
teed the  enjoyment  of  those  rights  and 
privileges.  It  is  very  much  the  same 
ground  that  I  took  in  reply  to  the  hon. 
member  for  St.  Boniface  some  two  or 
three  years  ago.  The  rights  that  were 
acquired,  and  which  the  Parliament  of 
Canada  have  now  to  take, into  considera- 
tion, are  only  the  rights  of  the  population 
as  it  existed  in  1871,  and  Parliament  must 
deal  with  those  rights  without  interfering  in 
any  shape  or  form  with  the  constitutional 
rights  of  the  province  of  Manitoba  in  regard 
to  education.  No  one  in  the  province  is 
being  deprived  of  his  constitutional  rights 
or  privileges.  The  people  may  bring  what- 
ever constitutional  influence  they  possess  to 
bear  upon  the  government  of  the  province 
to  have  their  views  carried  into  effect  in  a 
constitutional  way.  That  right  is  not  being 
forbidden  to  them,  and  in  this  respect  they 
possess  exactly  the  same  right  as  I  possess, 
and  they  can  exercise  it  in  exactly  the  same 
way.  But  the  fact  is,  a  small  minority  are 
attempting  to  have  things  their  own  way, 
simply  because  certain  legislation  was  passed 
at  one  time,  irrespective  altogether  of  the 
changes  which  have  taken  place  since.  In 
my  opinion  it  would  not  be  wise  to  urge  that 
claim.  What  is  the  condition  of  the  people 
of  the  province  of  Manitoba  to-day  1  Take 
the  county  in  which  I  reside — the  consti- 
tuency of  Marquette.  There  are  in  that 
constituency  36,000  people  of  whcHU  1,900 
are  Roman  Catholics ;  the  balance  are  Pro- 
testants. In  that  constituency  there  are 
ninety-five  churches  ;  five  of  them  are 
Catholic,  the  balance  are  Protestant.  Now, 
the  constituency  of  Marquette  is  entirely 
west  of  what  is  known  as  the  Selkirk  settle- 
ment. It  has  sprung  up  since  1871,  being 
included  in  the  added  territory  to  which  I 
have  already  referred.  Now,  are  you  going  to 
bind  down  36,000  people  to  the  views  of  the 
1,900  Roman  Catholics  in  that  constituency  ? 
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Hon.  Mr.  IJPAULBACH— Would  not  the 

same  argument  apply  to  the  other  provinces, 
supposing  the  relative  position  of  the  differ- 
ent religious  bodies  were  changed  1 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— The  provision  in 
the  British  North  America  Act  applies  to 
the  province  of  Quebec  and  the  province  of 
Ontario,  but,  as  I  have  already  stated,  it 
does  not  apply  at  all  to  British  Columbia, 
Prince  Edward  Island,  New  Brunswick  and 
Nova  Scotia  and  the  finding  of  the  Judicial 
Committee  of  the  Privy  Council  says  sub- 
section 3,  of  section  93,  British  North 
America  Act,  does  not  apply  to  Manitoba 
that  the  case  is  governed  by  section  22  of 
the  Manitoba  Act.  This  western  territory  is 
a  great  tract  that  has  yet  to  be  occupied.  It 
was  not  occupied  at  the  time  of  which  I  am 
speaking.  At  that  time  there  were  only 
12,000  people  residing  in  the  Selkirk  settle- 
ment. It  was  a  very  limited  colony,  indeed, 
and  the  rest  of  the  country  was  a  bare  plain. 
That  bare  plain  has  since,  in  the  course  of 
the  development  of  the  country,  become 
occupied,  and  now  the  settlers  who  are 
coming  in  there,  settlers  who  possess  the 
same  constitutional  rights  and  privileges  as 
those  who  were  there  before,  are  called  upon 
to  defend  themselves  against  what  may  be 
very  properly  termed — I  will  not  say  an 
effort  to  deprive  them  of  their  liberties — 
but  their  claim  to  a  right  which  undoubtedly 
exists  in  every  other  part  of  the  Dominion. 
The  effort  which  is  now  being  made  to 
extend  those  limited  rights  is  depriving  us 
of  our  constitutional  privilege  to  say  how  we 
will  conduct  the  educational  affairs  of  the 
province.  In  the  constituency  of  Marquette, 
there  are  ninety-five  churches,  five  of  which 
are  Roman  Catholic.  In  the  constituency 
of  Lisgar,  there  are  forty-eight  churches, 
nine  of  which  are  Roman  Catholic.  A 
portion  of  Lisgar  is  in  what  used  to  be 
called  the  Selkirk  settlement.  In  Proven- 
cher,  which  is  essentially  the  Selkirk  settle- 
ment, there  are  thirty-three  churches,  four- 
teen of  which  are  Roman  Catholic.  In 
the  constituency  of  Selkirk  itself,  which 
is  in  south-western  Manitoba,  the  consti- 
tuency which  is  represented  by  the  Min- 
ister of  the  Interior,  there  are  ninety 
churches,  seven  of  which  are  Roman  Catho- 
lic. In  the  city  of  Winnipeg  there  are 
twenty-five  churches,  only  two  of  which  are 
Roman  Catholic.  This  will  indicate  clearly 
in  what  proportion  the  population  is  divided 


as  to  religion.  Then  take  the  population  of 
the  different  constituencies.  The  population 
of  Lisgar,  which  is  situated  north  of  Winni- 
peg, and  pai-t  of  which  used  to  be  in  the  Sel- 
kirk settlement,  is  22,000,  of  whom  4,000 
are  Roman  Catholics.  In  Marquette,  there  are 
36,000  people  altogether,  1,986  of  whom  are 
Roman  Catholics.  In  Provencher,  there  are 
15,469,  of  whom  8,900  are  Roman  Catholics. 
In  Selkirk,  that  is  to  say  in  south-western 
Manitoba,  there  are  53,000  persons;  3,198 
of  those  are  Roman  Catholics.  In  the  city 
of  Winnipeg  there  is  a  total  population  of 
25,639,  of  whom  2,470  are  Roman  Catholics. 
That  is  the  way  the  population  is  divided, 
so  far  as  religions  are  concerned,  and  so  far 
as  we  are  able  to  gauge  from  the  erection  of 
churches  in  the  province.  The  constituency 
of  Selkirk,  containing  53,000,  forms  part  of 
what  is  called  the  added  territory  of  Man- 
itoba and  did  not  come  within  the  bounds 
of  the  Selkirk  Settlement  at  all.  It  has  a 
Roman  Catholic  population  of  only  3,198, 
and  the  argument  is  that  these  3,198  Roman 
Catholics,  spar.sely  scattered  throughout  the 
53,000  people,  shall  be  granted  privileges 
which  are  denied  to  the  remainder  of  the 
53,000  people.  The  province  of  Manitoba  as 
expressed  in  its  legislation  is  opposed  to  any- 
thing in  the  shape  of  denominational  schools. 
Recollect,  I  am  not  now  arguing  on  the 
question  of  separate  schools,  which  I  contend 
is  a  question  of  provincial  politics  altogether. 
If  it  was  a  question  in  Manitoba  whether 
there  should  be  separate  schools  or  not,  lam 
not  prepared  to  say  what  stand  I  should  take 
— I  am  not  prepared  to  say  that  I  am  irre- 
vocably opposed  to  separate  schools.  But 
it  is  not  that  question  which  is  before  the 
House.  It  is  not  a  question  whether  the 
Dominion  Government  shall  say  there  shall 
be  separate  schools  in  Manitoba  or  not. 
The  question  we  have  to  deal  with  is  how 
far  should  the  Dominion  Government  inter- 
fere with  the  constitutional  liberties  of  any 
province  of  Canada.  That  is  a  question  far 
greater  than  the  rights  of  the  Roman  Catho- 
lic minority  in  this  particular  case,  because 
if  you  were  to  place  us  in  the  position  that 
some  would  place  us  in,  you  would  convert 
a  right  to  a  minority  into  a  great  wrong  to 
the  majority.  In  trying  to  do  justice  to  a 
small  minority  you  would  be  doing  injustice 
to  a  large  majority,  and  it  is  to  avoid  being 
placed  in  a  position  of  that  kind,  that  I 
have  thus  early  brought  this  matter  before 
the  House. 
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Mom.  Mr.  KAULBACH— How  does  my 
hon.  friend  contend  that  by  giving  the  minor- 
ity their  rights  it  would  deprive  the  major- 
ity of  theirs  1 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— If  the  majority 
of  Parliament  have  the  right  to  say  "  you 
have  no  more  control  over  your  educational 
legislation  in  Manitoba  from  this  hour," 
I  say,  you  would  be  doing  a  very  grave 
injustice  to  the  majority — you  would  be 
inflicting  a  wrong  on  them  in  the  light 
of  experience  and  in  the  light  of  the 
history  of  the  world  to-day.  It  is  not  for 
us  in  Canada  to  make  a  retrograde  move- 
ment so  far  as  our  constitutional  powers 
are  concerned.  As  I  said  before,  I  am  not 
at  all  criticizing  the  government  for  their 
action  up  to  the  present,  but  I  wish  to  warn 
them  on  the  part  of  those  whom  I  represent 
here — on  behalf  of  the  36,000  people  in  the 
constituency  of  Marquette,  whose  feeling, 
I  think,  I  apppreciate  under  the  circum- 
stances— I  wish  to  ask  the  government  how 
far  it  is  wise  for  them  to  go  in  the  interests 
of  the  good  govenunent  of  Canada,  and  I 
want  to  point  out  a  remedy  that  might  be 
applied  without  infringing  upon  the  consti- 
tutional rights  granted  to  the  people  of  that 
western  country  and  of  the  people  who  will 
occupy  it  in  the  future.  Manitoba  is  a  very 
great  country  of  which  Canada  may  well  be 
proud  of — a  country  that  Canada  can  nurse 
not  only  in  its  commercial  aspects,  but  its 
political  aspects  as  well,  in  order  to  extend 
the  dignity  power  and  greatness  of  the  Do- 
minion. It  is  a  country  of  great  productive 
power,  of  goodclimaticoonditions,and  isgoing 
to  assist  Canada  to  exercise  that  influence 
and  power  on  this  continent  and  in  the 
history  of  the  British  Empire,  of  which 
Canadians  can  well  be  proud.  I  wish  to 
point  out,  without  going  into  this  matter 
any  further  than  merely  to  give  expression 
to  these  views  at  this  early  stage,  a  remedy 
which  might  be  applied  with  justice  to  the 
minority,  and  without  any  injustice  to  the 
majority — that  is,  by  the  power  of  compen- 
sation that  exists  with  the  Dominion  Gov- 
ernment. What  is  the  condition  that  we 
find  so  far  as  the  Roman  Catholic  minority 
are  concerned  since  the  Act  of  1890  was  put 
in  force  ?  The  position  is  this,  that  in  the 
whole  province  of  Manitoba,  extending  from 
the  western  bounds  to  the  eastern  bounds 
there  have  been  one  hundred  and  one 
Roman  Catholic  schools.  A  certain  num- 
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ber  of  those  Roman  Catholic  schools  have 
adopted  1:he  national  system.  A  separate 
school,  named  after  my  hon.  friend  from  St. 
Boniface,  the  Bemier  school,  was  one  of  the 
first  to  come  under  the  national  system 
after  the  Act  of  1890  was  passed.  Another, 
named  after  the  Hon.  Mr.  Arsenault,  has 
also  come  under  the  national  system  of 
education  and  has  ceased  to  be  a  separate 
school.  In  the  case  of  the  Bemier  school  it 
has  been  a  national  school  for  four  yeirs. 
There  are  thirty-six  of  the  one  hundred  and 
one  schools  that  have  come  under  the  na- 
tional system  of  education.  Therefore,  on 
the  part  of  the  population  comprised  in 
these  school  districts  there  is  no  grievance. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— There  was  no  alter- 
native :  they  were  forced. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— Yes,  they  had  an 
alternative. 

Hon.  Mr.  ANGERS— All  their  schools 
were  suppressed  and  their  property  confis- 
cated. ' 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— No. 

Hon.  Mr.  ANGERS— Yes,  by  the  law  of 
1894. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— Not  as  I  under- 
stand it.  A  large  number — perhaps  the 
largest  number — of  those  schools  that  have 
come  under  the  national  system,  are  in  what 
is  called  the  added  territory  of  Manitoba. 
The  majority  of  those  who  have  not  come 
under  the  national  system  are  in  Provencher 
and  the  Selkirk  settlement.  Those  who  are 
living  in  the  western  portion  of  the  province 
are  satisfied  with  the  national  system  of 
education,  and  very  properly  so.  There  is 
no  grievance.  In  my  immediate  neigh- 
bourhood, there  is  a  separate  school  named 
after  the  clergyman,  Father  de  Corby, 
who  founded  it.  He  conducted  a  se- 
parate school  there  for  years,  to  which 
the  Protestant  population  in  its  neigh- 
bourhood all  went.  They  were  well  satisfied 
with  the  school ;  they  had  no  complaints  to 
make  of  it.  They  took  advantage  of  it, 
because  it  was  the  nearest  and  best  they 
could  attend.  When  the  legislation  of  1890 
was  enacted,  the  school  immediately  came 
under  the  national  system  without  any 
complaint  or  grievance,  and  went  on 
identically  as  it  did  before  imder  the 
supervision  and  guidance  of  the  priest  of 
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the  parish  and  head  of  the  school.  Of  the 
one  hundred  and  one  schools,  twenty-two 
are  disbanded,  for  what  reason,  I  do  not 
know.  Whether  it  was  that  the  demand  for 
education  no  longer  existed  I  cannot  say. 
It  may  be  in  consequence  of  the  Act  of 
1890  ;  perhaps  it  was.  There  are  thiity- 
five  schools  that  have  not  come  under 
the  Act  of  1890,  and  are  maintaining 
themselves  at  their  own  expense.  It  is 
those  schools  that  have  a  grievance.  It  is 
the  supporters  of  those  schools  who  from 
conscientious  motives  desire  to  conduct  them 
on  the  separate  school  principle.  Those 
schools  are  mainly,  or  altogether,  in  what  is 
called  the  old  Selkirk  settlement.  The  Act 
of  1890,  of  the  province  of  Manitoba  does 
not  deprive  any  one  from  educating  his  child 
as  he  thinks  best.  He  can  educate  his 
children  in  any  manner  or  form  he  thinks 
proper,  but,  of  course,  if  the  school  to  which 
he  sends  his  children  takes  the  government 
grant  and  public  aid,  then  it  has  to  conform 
to  the  laws  of  the  country  governing  educa 
tion.  If  he  does  not  wish?  to  comply  with 
the  laws  of  the  country  governing  education 
then  the  school  does  not  get  the  grant 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— They  must  all  pay 
taxes. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOTJLTON— I  am  going  to  ex- 
plain to  you  about  the  taxes.  In  the  first  place, 
the  government  of  Manitoba  gives  a  grant  of 
$130  to  every  school,  or  rather  to  each 
teacher  in  every  school  that  is  maintained 
open  for  twelve  months.  If  it  maintains 
itself  opened  for  six  months,  it  gets  half  of 
the  grant ;  if  for  three  months,  it  gets  one- 
fourth  of  that  grant.  That  grant  comes 
from  the  revenue  of  the  province  of  Mani- 
toba— there  is  no  tax  for  that.  It  is  merely 
a  deprivation  of  that  portion  of  the  public 
money  to  which  they  might  be  entitled.  Our 
School  Act  says  that  each  municipality  shall 
out  of  its  revenue  pay  8240  to  each  teacher. 
For  that,  of  course,  the  individual  members, 
composing  the  municipality,  would  have  to 
contribute  their  share  of  taxes.  Those  are 
the  taxes  that  the  people  have  to  pay ;  they 
have  to  pay  their  proportion  of  taxes  to  any 
public  school  in  the  locality.  That  is  the  way 
the  public  school  is  supported — 8240 from  the 
municipality,  8130  from  the  government,  or 
in  all  8370  for  each  school,  or  in  the  case  of 
two  teachers  $370  more.  Any  additional 
sum  required  for  the  support  of  the  schools 
would  have  to  be  taken  from  the  school  dis- 


trict which  is  carved  out  of  the  municipality 
in  order  to  accommodate  those  within  a  radius 
of  three  miles  of  the  school  centre,  but  the 
main  part  of  the  money  which  supports  our 
schools  come  from  the  municipality  and  from 
the  legislative  grant.  The  legislative  grant, 
as  I  have  explained  before^  is  not  a  burden  on 
the  taxpayer ;  it  is  taken  out  of  the  provin- 
cial revenue.  The  $240  may  be  considered 
a  tax,  so  far  as  their  share  relates  to  other 
schools  in  the  municipality,  on  those  who 
support  their  own  schools,  but  do  not  come 
under  the  national  system,  but,  of  course, 
in  their  case  if  they  do  not  accept  municipal 
aid  there  is  no  tax  raised  by  the  municipality 
for  their  school  and  they  have  not  to  pay 
it.  You  understand  that  those  thirty-six 
schools  to  which  I  have  already  referred 
come  under  the  national  system.  They  get 
from  the  municipality  $240  a  year  for  each 
teacher,  and  from  the  government  $130  a 
year,  and  they  conduct  their  schools  under 
trustees  elected  by  themselves.  The  convent 
at  Brandon  gets  its  share  of  the  govern- 
ment and  municipal  grant  If  it  conforms 
to  the  regulations  of  the  provincial  system 
the  convent  in  Winnipeg  the  same  under 
the  national  system  of  education. 

If  they  happen  to  be  all  Roman  Catho- 
lics, they  will  have  all  Roman  Catholic 
trustees.  If  the  population  is  divided  be- 
tween Roman  Catholics  and  Protestants 
they  have  to  regulate  it  as  they  best  can, 
but  they  are  subject  to  no  disabUity  at  all. 
The  only  question  is  as  to  the  regulations 
in  regard  to  teaching  religion,  and  I  feel 
quite  sure  that  there  is  a  reciprocity  about 
that.  I  feel  quite  sure  that  there  is  an 
elasticity  about  that.  If  it  is  a  Roman 
Catholic  school  the  inspector  comes  around 
once  in  six  months,  and  that  is  about  the 
limit  of  the  supervision  that  is  given.  If,  in 
the  meantime,  the  priests  desire  to  impart 
any  religious  instruction,  I  do  not  think  any- 
body, unless  it  might  be  the  trustees  them- 
selves, would  have  either  the  authority  or 
the  desire  to  interfere,  so  that  the  national 
system  is  not  such  an  injurious  one  as  many 
people  believe.  However,  that  I  have 
nothing  to  do  with ;  that  is  a  question  for 
the  Roman  Catholic  minority  to  decide,  they 
have  put  forth  the  claim  that  they  have 
been  deprived  of  certain  rights,  and  we, 
as  part  of  Parliament,  have  to  consider 
what  were  those  rights  and  how  far  they 
have  been  deprived  of  them,  as  well  as 
how  a  remedy   can    be    applied     without 
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impairing  the  constitutional  power  of  the 
people  or  infringing  upon  the  autonomjr  of 
the  province  of  Manitoba.  I  say  it  can  be 
done,  by  compensation.  All  the  Dominion 
Grovernment  will  have  to  do  would  be  to 
make  a  grant  in  order  to  supplement  the 
moneys  lost  to  the  minority  through  the 
contribution  which  they  have  to  make  to  the 
municipalities.  For  the  thirty-iive  schools 
referred  to,  I  am  satisfied  that  $10,000  a  year 
would  be  the  extent  of  the  grant ;  but  I  go 
further  than  that,  I  say  that  the  bargain 
made  in  1870  under  the  Manitoba  Act  with 
the  people  of  that  western  country  was  not 
a  bargain  made  exclusively  with  the  Roman 
Catholic  minority  ;  it  was  made  with  the 
whole  population  of  the  Selkirk  settlement ; 
and  were  a  grant  to  be  given  to  assist  any 
I>articular  class  of  schools  irrespective  of 
provincial  authority,  in  order  that  they  may 
impart  that  distinctive  instruction  which 
they  desire,  it  is  nothing  but  just  that  the 
same  assistance  should  be  granted  in  like 
proportion  to  the  rest  of  the  people  of  the 
Selkirk  settlement,  or  rather  to  the  schools 
that  existed  in  that  particular  district. 
That  would  be  just  and  right,  and  nothing 
more.  However,  that  is  not  dealing  with 
the  question  of  the  rights  of  the  minority. 
It  is  the  minority  which  has  the  right  to 
complain.  It  has  been  decided  by  the  Judi- 
<jial  Committee  of  the  Privy  Council  that 
the  majority  has  no  right  to  complain  because 
being  in  the  majority,  they  can  reverse  the 
state  of  things  if  they  see  fit  to  do  so  ;  but 
inasmuch  as  they  propose  to  legislate  in  a 
certain  way  in  accordance  with  the  ideas  of 
the  gretA  mass  of  the  people,  they  ought  not 
to  be  ruled  out  altogether,  but  Parliament 
is  now  called  upon  to  deal  with  the  mino- 
rity. Have  the  majority  no  claims  ?  Have  the 
majority  no  grievance  ?  As  already  stated, 
the  amount  that  would  be  necessary  in 
order  to  rectify  the  present  position  of 
affairs,  in  order  to  make  this  wrong  a  right, 
would  not  exceed,  so  far  as  the  Roman 
Catholic  minority  are  concerned,  $10,000  a 
year.  Kow,  I  do  not  ask  the  people  of  east- 
ern Canada  to  put  their  hands  in  their 
pockets  and  take  out  a  sum  sufficient  to  meet 
the  requirements  which  have  arisen  in  con- 
nection with  this  dispute,  but  I  say  that  in 
the  revenue  derived  from  the  public  lands  of 
Manitoba  there  is  a  source  from  which  the 
necessary  compensation  can  be  drawn.  I 
have  always  contended  that  the  public  lands 
of  that  great  western  country  are  held  in 
trust  by  the  Government  of  Canada  for  the 


benefit  of  the  inhabitants  of  that  section, 
and  to  assist  in  its  development.  Up  to  the 
present  moment  these  lands  have  been  held 
and  appropriated  for  the  purpose  of  encour- 
aging the  extension  of  railways,  but  the  time 
has  now  come,  I  think,  when  it  is  desirable 
that  we  should  take  a  different  course,  and, 
instead  of  dissipating  and  alienating  this 
great  heritage,  we  ought  to  carefully  nurse  it 
for  the  benefit  of  the  people  who  occupy  that 
country  in  the  future.  It  is  out  of  this 
source,  I  think,  that  a  small  compensation 
could  easily  be  provided,  in  order  to  put  an 
end  to  what  might  otherwise  become  a  very 
grave  dispute  as  between  diflterent  sections 
of  the  Dominion  which  are  governed  more 
by  their  feelings  than  by  anything  else  in 
regard  to  religious  matters.  A  small  sum 
of  money  like  that  which  I  have  mentioned, 
is  nothing  in  comparison  with  the  harm 
and  wrong  that  would  be  done  upon  the 
people  of  Canada  by  bringing  on  a  dispute 
of  this  kind,  or  by  depriving  that  western 
country  of  the  constitutional  powers  and 
privileges  to  which  they  are  entitled.  Now 
I  have  said  as  much,  perhaps,  on  the  present 
occasion  as  is  necessary,  but  it  is  my  desire 
to  put  myself  clearly  on  record  while  this 
subject  is  before  ihe  Parliament  of  Canada, 
and  in  some  small  degree  at  least  to  give  ex- 
pression to  what  I  believe  to  be  the  feelings 
of  the  people  of  that  western  country  upon 
this  subject.  I  apologize  for  imposing  my- 
self upon  this  House  at  so  great  a  length, 
but  there  are  several  great  questions  before 
us  to  which  I  should  like  to  advert. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLEMOW— What  about  the 
school  lands  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— The  school  lands, 
I  may  say,  are  held  by  the  Dominion  in 
trust  for  the  province  of  Manitoba.  They 
really  belong  to  the  province  of  Manitoba, 
and  the  Dominion  Lands  Act  clearly  states 
that  the  revenues  derived  from  them  shall 
be  paid  over  to  the  government  of  Mani- 
toba for  educational  purposes.  Any  other 
disposition  of  them,  in  order  to  overcome 
the  difficulty  which  I  have  dealt  with 
would,  I  think,  be  an  infringement  upon  the 
rights  of  the  province,  and  would  be  looked 
on  as  such  by  the  people  of  the  province. 
In  the  next  clause  of  the  address,  in  reply 
to  the  speech  from  the  Throne,  the  trade 
question  is  dealt  with.     It  says  : 

We  are  glad  to  hear  from  Your  Excellency  that 
the  depression  in  trade  which  has  prevailed 
throughout  the  world  for  the  past  few  years  has 
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made  itself  felt  in  Canada  to  a  less  degree  than  in 
most  other  countries.  We  regret,  however,  to 
learn  that  although  this  has  not  resulted  in  any 
considerable  decrease  in  the  volume  of  our  foreign 
trade,  yet,  owing  to  low  prices  and  recent  reduc- 
tions in  and  removal  of  taxation,  it  has  been 
followed  by  a  serious  decrease  in  revenue  derived 
from  customs  and  excise.  We  respectfully  con- 
cur in  Your  Excellency's  opinion  that,  in  order  to 
produce  equilibrium  between  revenue  and  expendi- 
ture for  the  coming  year,  it  will  be  necessary  to 
observe  the  greatest  possible  economy  in  the 
appropriations  for  the  various  branches  of  the 
public  service. 

Now  this  is  a  very  large  question,  and  per- 
haps a  question  that  we  can  discuss  from  a 
more  general  standpoint  than  that  which  I 
have  been  speaking  of.  The  government 
propose  to  restore  the  equilibrium  between 
the  revenue  and  expenditure  by  resort  to 
economy.  I  would  point  out  that  there  is 
an  easier  way  of  accomplishing  this  object, 
and  that  is,  in  one  word,  by  reducing  tax- 
ation. If  you  reduce  taxation  you  will  im- 
mediately restore  the  revenue.  That  is  a  well 
known  axiom  in  political  economy.  I  would 
strongly  urge  upon  the  hon.  the  leader  of  the 
government  to  take  this  into  his  most  serious 
consideration.  A  great  predecessor  of  his, 
in  the  Imperial  House,  Sir  Robert  Peel,  on 
the  eve  of  bringing  about  free  trade  stated, 
"  "When  I  want  to  increase  the  revenue  I 
take  off  the  taxes."  This  is  the  same  posi- 
tion the  people  of  Canada  find  themselves  in 
to-day.  The  government  insist  on  applying 
economy,  which  is  indeed  a  proper  and 
desirable  thing  to  do,  but  what  I  ask  is  that 
in  addition  to  applying  economy  they  should 
adopt  the  economic  principle  of  assisting  the 
industries  of  the  country  by  a  reduction  of 
the  taxation.  The  cessation  of  expenditure 
is  not  always  economy  :  projecting  a  useful 
work  in  an  economical  manner  is  my  idea  of 
economy,  while  careless  extravagance  is  a 
spendthrift  policy.  If  they  do  the  former 
they  will  find  that  the  revenue  will  imme- 
diately 'respond.  I  have  observed  in  the 
public  press  and  the  Conservative  journals 
several  references  to  the  depression  existing 
in  the  country,  but  whenever  anything  is 
said  upon  this  question  they  say  :  ''  Oh  well 
we  ought  to  be  very  thankful  because  the 
rest  of  the  world  is  very  much  worse  off." 
I  do  not  know  if  that  is  an  argument  that 
can  be  properly  used.  If  I  have  anything 
like  a  correct  idea  of  what  protection  was 
designed  to  accomplish,  it  was  to  so  con- 
tract our  foreign  trade  that  we  might  trade 
with  one  another  and  with  one  another  only. 


and  by  that  means  to  neutralize  the  effect 
of  any  depression  that  might  exist  in  the 
outside  world. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCALLUM— We  would  not 
be  buying  so  much  from  other  countries. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— Or  selling  so 
much  to  other  countries,  because  you  cannot 
buy  without  selling  and  cannot  sell  without 
buying. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCALLUM— We  will  be  able 
to  keep  the  money  in  the  family. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— It  all  depends,  if 
you  keep  the  money  in  the  family,  how  it  ia 
distributed.  If  you  concentrate  it  in  a  few- 
hands,  which  I  contend  is  the  effect  of  the 
present  commercial  legislation,  then  I  say  it 
is  not  a  wise  policy.  The  second  sentence 
in  the  paragraph  is  : 

We  regret,  however,  to  learn  that  although  this 
has  not  resulted  in  any  considerable  decrease  in 
the  volume  of  our  foreign  trade,  yet,  owing  to  low 
prices  and  recent  reductions  in  the  removal  of  tax- 
ation, it  has  been  followed  by  a  serious  decrease  in 
revenue  derived  from  customs  and  excise. 

That  is  not  exactly  an  impartial  statement 
to  begin  with,  according  to  the  pamphlet 
issued  by  the  Minister  of  Trade  and  Com- 
merce, I  am  very  glad  to  see  that  it  is  issued 
every  quarter,  and  it  brings  down  the  returns 
as  far  as  December  31st  last.  That  is  to 
say,  we  know  exactly  what  the  country  has 
been  doing  under  the  new  tariff  between  the 
1st  of  July  and  the  31st  of  December  last. 
I  am  sorry  that  these  returns  have  not  been 
brought  down  to  the  1st  of  April.  I  do  not 
know  why  the  delay  has  occurred,  unless  it 
is  that  the  showing  is  worse  than  it  was  be- 
fore. I  hope  that  is  not  the  case.  Up  to 
the  31st  of  December  we  find  a  reduction  in 
imports  and  a  reduction  in  expoi-ts  as  well. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— Do 
you  mean  a  reduction  in  value  or  a  reduction 

in  quantity  1 


Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON- 
value. 


-A  reduction  in 


Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I 
thought  so.  The  value  may  be  decreased 
somewhat  and  yet  the  quantity  remain  the 
same,  the  articles  being  cheaper. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— I  find  a  reduction 
of  $7,000,000  in  the  imports  and  of  $5,000,- 
000  in  the  exports. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


[APRIL  23,  1895] 


39 


Hon.  Mr.  McCALLTJM— Never  mind 
the  imports.  We  never  buy  more  than  we 
want. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— There  is  where 
you  make  a  mistake.  According  to  my  argu- 
ment my  hon.  friend  says  that  as  the  reduc- 
tion relates  only  to  imports  we  need  not  be 
frightened.  The  fact  that  we  are  not  im- 
porting is  an  evidence  that  the  purchasing 
power  of  the  people  of  Canada  has  been 
reduced  by  just  so  much  as  the  imports  have 
fallen  off. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— Sup- 
posing the  prices  of  articles  imported  had 
been  reduced  15  per  cent  or  20  per  cent, 
where  would  your  calculation  be  then  1 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— I  doubt  if  that  is 
the  case  for  the  whole  of  the  year. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— It 
is  the  case,  nevertheless.  It  is  the  reduction 
in  value  that  explains  the  situation. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— I  find  that  our 
export  trade  has  decreased  $5,000,000;  that 
is  to  say,  there  has  been  labour  in  the  country 
that  has  not  been  productive  or  employed 
to  that  extent. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— Perhaps  it  is 
another  case  of  increase  in  volume. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— I  do  not  think 
that  the  same  causes  can  be  assigned  for  the 
falling  off  in  our  exports. 

Hon.  Mr  McCALLUM— What  about 
the  wheat  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— Our  wheat  has 
not  been  reduced  below  what  it  was  the 
year  before.  Our  North-western  wheat,  par- 
ticularly, averaged  a  good  price  as  compared 
with  the  wheat  produced  in  the  rest  of  the 
world,  for  which  I  am  very  thankful.  The 
yield  was  of  a  remarkably  good  quality,  and 
was  eagerly  sought  after,  not  only  by  the 
people  of  the  United  States  but  by  the 
people  of  Great  Britian  and  the  people  of 
Canada  as  well.  That  competition  assisted 
us  materially  in  obtaining  a  much  better 
price  than  was  obtained  by  the  wheat  pro- 
duction of  the  world  generally.  However, 
what  I  wish  to  impress  upon  the  hon.  Min- 
ister of  Trade  and  Commerce  is  the  fact  that 
the  present  taxation  is  bearing  heavily  upon 
the  people  of  Canada,  which  is  a  dire  conse- 


quence of  the  continuation  of  the  commercial 
policy  of  the  government.  I  find  it  here  put 
into  the  mouth  of  His  Excellency  that  the 
falling  off  of  the  revenue  is  caused  by  a  re- 
duction of  taxation.  No,  the  imports  and 
the  duties  collected  show  that  the  taxation 
has  increased  under  the  tariff  of  1894.  In 
1893  the  average  rate  of  taxation  was  30 
per  cent ;  it  is  now,  under  the  new  tariff, 
30'S2  per  cent,  or  very  nearly  31  per  cent. 
Now  if  this  is  the  case,  I  say  that  it  is  a 
manifest  injustice  to  increase  taxation  in  the 
face  of  business  depression.  That  policy 
should  be  changed  and  the  taxation  should 
be  reduced.  I  say  further,  and  I  wish  to 
impress  this  upon  the  members  of  the  gov- 
ernment who  are  in  this  House,  that  the 
taxation  of  the  people  of  Canada  is  not 
merely  the  sum  that  is  raised  for  the  pur- 
poses of  the  revenue,  but  it  is  a  tax  multi- 
plied twice,  yes,  three  times  over  as  a  direct 
consequence  of  the  protection  that  is  afford- 
ed to  the  industries  of  the  country.  I  wish 
to  take  this  opportunity  of  proving  that  to 
the  hon.  the  leader  of  the  government 
in  order  that  I  may  bring  to  bear  upon  him 
such  views  as  I  may  be  able  to  express,  in 
the  hope  that  that  burden  of  taxation, 
which  is  excessive,  which  is  pressing  on  the 
country,  which  is  creating  a  great  injustice 
and  great  injury  in  the  western  country 
where  I  reside,  may  be  modified  if  not 
removed  during  the  present  session  of  Parlia- 
ment. The  present  session  should  not  end 
until  they  have  reduced  the  tariff  that  was 
imposed  in  1894,  if  they  wished  to  do  jus- 
tice to  the  labouring  men  of  the  country — 
to  those  whose  incomes  are  small — to  those 
who  are  living  by  the  sweat  of  their  brow. 
If  the  government  wish  to  do  justice  to  the 
people  from  one  end  of  Canada  to  the  other, 
the  leader  of  the  government  should  seri- 
ously consider  the  question  of  reducing  the 
burden  of  taxation  raised  by  the  tariff  of  1894, 
by  at  least  25  per  cent.  It  is  not  neces- 
sary to  spend  the  session  in  going  into 
details,  but  a  general  reduction  of  25  per 
cent  on  the  basis  of  the  present  tariff  would 
be  a  wholesome  reform  and  an  indication 
that  the  government  were  prepared  to  con- 
fess sin  of  omission  and  commission  under 
the  experience  of  17  years  life  under  a  high 
tariff.  I  wish  to  prove  to  hon.  gentlemen  there 
is  room  for  it.  We  have  here  the  census  re- 
turns showing  the  manufacturing  power  of 
the  country,  most  minute  details  as  to  all  the 
manufactures  which  enter  into  the  raw  mate- 
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rial  which  my  hon.  friend  on  my  right  says  is 
of  so  much  advantage  to  the  country.  I  do 
not  rise  to  argue  the  destruction  of  the  com- 
mercial interests  of  Canada ;  if  I  thought 
that  what  I  advocate  was  going  to  destroy  the 
manufacturingpower  of  the  country.  I  would 
hesitate  to  raise^y  voice  towards  that  result. 
I  wish  to  impress  upon  my  hon.  friend  on  my 
right  that  the  exporting  power  of  the  coun- 
try requires  no  protection,  whether  our 
export  be  of  cheese,  butter,  wheat,  boots  and 
shoes,  sugar  or  anything  else.  Any  export- 
ing power  that  we  possess  requires  no  pro- 
tection. It  is  the  exporting  power  of  the 
country  that  is  the  measure  of  its  wealth, 
iind  that  exporting  power  is  regulated  by 
the  cheapness  of  production  which  is  arti- 
ficially increased  by  the  protective  tariff. 
I  wish  to  show  this  honourable  House 
the  figures  presented  to  us  by  the 
census  in  regard  to  manufactures,  and 
■which  is  the  basis  of  argument  by  protec- 
tionists through  the  country,  in  defence 
of  protection  from  their  standpoint.  What 
are  those  figures  1  They  are  that  the  capital 
invested  in  the  manufacturing  interests  of 
Canada  is  $354,000,000;  that  the  wages 
paid  out  in  manufacturing  in  this  country 
amount  to  $100,000,000:  that  the  money 
paid  out  for  raw  material  in  conducting  the 
manufactures  of  the  country  is  $250,000,000, 
and  the  value  of  the  articles  produced 
$476,000,000.  That  is  very  good  if  it  does 
not  increase  the  burden  of  taxation  on  the 
people  in  consequence  of  the  policy  that 
brings  it  out. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.  C.)— Are 
those  annual  amounts  1 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— These  are  com- 
piled from  the  census  of  1891.  The  figures 
relate  to  that  year,  and  to  that  year  only. 
Of  course,  you  can  only  get  those  figures  by 
the  census. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.  C.)— The 

production  of  the  manufacturers  that  year 
was  $476,000,000. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— Yes.  Their  value 
returned  by  the  manufacturers  to  the  census 
commissioner. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD— Then,  all  that 
was  kept  in  the  country  1 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— I  wish  to  show  at 
what    expense    it    has    been  kept  in  the 


country,  if  your  idea  is  that  without  protec- 
tion they  would  leave  the  country  which 
idea  I  challenge.  That  is  my  object  in 
quoting  the  figures.  These  are  the  figures 
put  in  our  hands — -the  figures  by  which 
the  government  justifies  the  infliction  of 
protection  and  the  continuance  of  protec- 
tion. I  wish  to  show  that  the  government 
is  not  justified  in  any  degree  in  continuing 
protection — ^that  so  far  tks  those  figures  show- 
it  is  not  to  the  advantage  of  the  country.  I 
wish  to  show  you  the  difference  between  the 
cost  of  the  manufacturing  that  is  there 
shown  by  the  figures,  and  the  value  of  the 
articles  produced  as  shown  by  the  census. 
The  capital  invested  in  manufacturing  is 
$350,000,000,  10  per  cent  on  that  is  $35,- 
000,000.  One-half  of  the  capital  is  called 
working  capital ;  the  other  half  is  called 
fixed  capital — that  is,  capital  invested 
in  lands,  buildings  and  plant.  The 
working  capital  is  what  you  may  call 
banking  capital  used  for  paying  wages, 
buying  material,  etc.  Ten  per  cent  in- 
t«rest  on  that  amount  of  capital,  is  a  very 
fair  earning  power  for  the  capital  invested. 
In  addition  to  that  we  have  $100,000,000 
paid  out  in  wages,  and  in  addition  to  that 
$256,000,000  paid  out  for  raw  material.  I 
say  $35,400,000  interest  on  capital  which  is 
the  share  that  capital  gets  in  the  manufactur- 
ing and  $100,000,000whichis  the  share  wages 
gets,  and  $256,000,000  which  is  the  share 
raw  material  gets  in  these  manufactures,  the 
addition  of  interest  on  capital,  wages  and 
material,  should  show  the  cost  of  manufactur- 
ing. If  there  is  anything  else  there  is  no 
detail  of  any  other  cost  to  the  manufacturer 
given.  But  there  is  a  column  which  shows 
the  value  of  the  articles  produced,  and  that 
is  $476,000,000.  The  difference  between 
the  three  items  which  go  to  slrow  the  cost  of 
manufacturing  these  articles  in  Canada  and 
the  of  value  the  articles  produced,  according 
to  the  census  returns,  is  §84,000,000.  That 
$84,000,000  has  to  be  borne  in  consequence 
of  the  duty  that  is  imposed  for  the  purpose 
of  protecting  those  manufacturers — or  in 
other  words  25  per  cent  represents  the  $84,- 
000,000  added  to  the  cost  of  manufacturing 
25  per  cent  represents  the  duty  that  is  im- 
posed for  the  protection  of  those  manufac- 
tures. In  this  $476,000,000  the  re- 
tail selling  price  is  not  represented, 
wholesale  men  purchase  from  the 
factory  or  rather  manufacturers,  wholesale 
agencies  charge  enough  to  the  retail  trade 
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to  cover  the  cost  of  selling.  In  order  to 
produce  a  revenue  of  $21,000,000,  raised  in 
1893-94,  according  to  the  Trade  and  Naviga- 
tion returns  we  have  at  our  disposal,  we 
imposed  an  additional  burden  of  taxation  on 
the  people  of  Canada  who  have  to  purchase 
their  necessaries  of  life  amounting  to  $84,- 
000,000. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— What  are  the 
necessaries  1 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— I  will  show  you 
what  those  necessaries  are.  All  that  I  wish 
to  do  is  to  convince  honourable  gentlemen 
that  if  we  are  going  to  continue  to  force  the 
needlewomen  of  Canada  to  pay  $20,000 
taxation  for  the  needles  they  require ;  $75,- 

000  on  the  thread  they  require  ;  $20,000  on 
the  boot-laces  used  by  the  people  of  Canada, 
you  are  imposing  a  burden  on  them.  You 
are  asking  me  what  are  those  necessaries. 
Take  rice.  There  are  3,000,000  pounds  of  rice 
imported,  which  is  protected  by  a  duty  of 
one  and  one-quarter  cents  per  pound  and 
24,000,000  pounds  of  uncleaned  rice  im- 
ported nearly  free,  three-tenths  of  a  cent  per 
pound  I  believe  is  the  duty,  to  be  cleaned 
in  this  country  to  which  the  one  and  one- 
quarter  cents  protection  is  added.  Rice  is 
delivered  at  seaports  at  two  cents  per  pound, 
yet  I  pay  seven  cents  per  pound  for  it  where 

1  live. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCALLUM— The  duty 
would  not  make  the  difference. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— The  duty  and 
freight  and  the  profits  of  the  middleman  on 
the  price  raised  artificially  increased  the 
price  to  that  amount.  The  revenue  gets 
the  benefit  of  the  duty  on  3,000,000  pounds 
of  rice.  The  manufacturer  gets  the  benefit 
of  the  profit  in  consequence  of  the  duty, 
on  24,000,000  pounds  of  rice.  The  proof 
I  give  you  for  it,  is  the  evidence  furnished 
in  this  book,  that  the  difference  on  all  the 
articles  included  in  the  necessaries  of  life  is 
about  25  per  cent  after  providing  for  the 
wages  and  cost  of  the  raw  material,  and  in- 
terest on  the  capital  invested  as  shown  by 
the  returns. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCALLUM— Does  the 
hon.  gentleman  contend  that  we  would  con- 
sume more  rice  if  there  was  no  duty  on  it  1 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— If  there  is  $85,- 
000,000  imposed  on  the  industries  of  Can- 
ada in  consequence  of  the  protection — 


Hon.  Mr.  McCALLUM — I  am  speaking 
of  rice. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— I  am  answering 
the  question.  We  would  in  all  probability 
not  consume  more  rice,  but  the  difference 
in  the  amount  we  have  to  pay  in  consquence 
of  the  protection  would  enable  us  to  purchase 
other  necessaries  to  increase  the  comforts  of 
the  population.  If  there  is  $85,000,000 
collected — 

■\ 

Hon.  Mr.  McCALLUM — On  needles  and 
rice? 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— No.  On  all  our 
necessaries  our  purchasing  power  is  reduced 
for  those  necessaries  by  the  amount  of  the 
duty,  and  its  ally,  protection,  increase 
the  purchasing  power  of  the  masses,  and 
you  increase  the  demand  for  labour  to 
produce  the  articles  we  are  enabled  to  pur- 
chase by  the  increase  of  that  purchasing 
power.  I  will  read  the  articles  if  you 
like.  There  are  450  industries  included  in 
this  book.  It  is  not  necessary  for  me  to  en- 
large upon  them,  because  they  contain  all 
the  articles  we  require  for  use. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— Are  boot-laces 
and  stays  necessaries  of  life  1 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— It  depends  on 
whether  you  are  a  married  man. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCALLUM— How  do  you 
propose  to  get  the  revenue  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— I  will  try  and 
throw  some  light  on  that  when  I  have  got 
through  my  argument,  because  this  is  an  ar- 
gument that  I  wish  to  impress  on  the  leader 
of  the  government.  I  am  very  thankful 
that  we  have  in  this  House  the  present  op- 
portunity of  bringing  our  individual  opinions 
to  bear  upon  the  leader  of  the  government, 
because  it  increases  the  force,  and  adds  to 
the  dignity  and  power  of  this  House.  I 
will  pick  out  an  individual  industry  just  to 
prove  more  conclusively  the  position  that  I 
desire  to  present :  that  is,  agricultural  im- 
plements, the  duty  on  which  is  a  cause  of 
complaint  in  the  province  of  Manitoba,  and 
the  North-west  Territories.  We  are  obliged 
to  purchase  agricultural  implements  very 
largely,  and  it  is  only  our  ability  to  pur- 
chase them  that  enables  us  to  distribute  the 
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products  of  our  industry  over  the  whole  of 
Canada.  We  sent  out  this  year,  I  think,  in 
the  neighbourhood  of  15,000,000  bushels  of 
wheat,  worth  to  us  at  our  various  stations 
delivered,  from  38  to  40  cents  per  bushel,  this 
year.  But  lihat  is  not  the  only  amount  dis- 
tributed :  the  distribution  of  capital  on  the 
products  of  our  industry  was  by  the  time  it 
reached  the  seaboard  nearly  80  cents  a 
bushel.  So  by  the  product  of  our  industry 
we  are  able  to  distribute  15,000,000  bushels 
of  wheat  at  80  cents  a  bushel  before  it  leaves 
Canada  for  export.  The  value  of  thit  in- 
dustry to  Canada  is  enormous,  and  anything 
that  will  increase  the  development  of  it  will 
add  to  the  greatness,  prosperity  and  wealth 
of  Canada.  What  are  you  doing  by  the 
present  policy  1  You  are  imposing  a  tax  of 
40  per  cent  on  the  value  of  the  plant  that 
we  require  to  carry  on  this  industry  profit- 
ably, and  it  is  having  a  very  depressing 
effect  on  the  producing  power  of  that  great 
western  country.  I  will  take  out  one  in- 
terest here,  and  I  am  not  specifying  it  ma- 
liciously, but,  because  I  can  fix  the  name  of 
the  manufacturer  exactly.  It  is  in  the  city 
of  Toronto.  In  that  city  there  happens  to 
be  only  one  manufacture  of  the  kind,  and 
that  is  the  Massey  Manufacturing  Company. 
We  find  here  that  this  company  has  a  capital 
of  $42,000  invested  in  that  land  on  which 
their  buildiags  are  erected ;  $75,000  in- 
vested in  their  plant,  and  $75,000  invested 
in  their  buildings— altogether  $200,000,  in 
what  is  called  their  fixed  capital. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCALLUM— Is  that  in  the 
city  of  Toronto  1 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— Yes. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCALLUM— What  about 
Brantford  and  other  places  1 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— lam  only  dealing 
with  their  industry  in  Toronto.  The 
Brantford  works  are  enumerated  with  others 
in  South  Brant.  There  working  capital  is 
$1,000,000— that  is,  their  banking  capital 
to  keep  their  stock  of  material  on  hand,  etc. 
They  employ  575  men.  They  pay  in  wages 
$250,000  a  year,  and  for  raw  material 
$350,000  yearly.  I  maintain  that  if  we 
allow  the  Massey  Manufacturing  Company 
10  per  cent  interest  on  their  $1,200,000 
capital  we  are  allowing  a  very  fair  rate  of 
profit,  especially  as  $150,000  of  it  only  is 
subject  to  fluctuation  in  consequence  of  wear 


and  tear.  The  balance  of  it  is  not.  Taking 
10  per  cent,  on  their  $1,200,000  capital,  it 
represents  $1 20,000  a  year  profit  on  the  cap- 
ital as  shown  by  this  return.  Then  take 
$250,000  wages  to  add  to  that,  makes  S370,- 
000,  included  in  the  wages  they  pay  out, 
and  interest  on  their  capital.  Add  to  that 
$350,000,  for  raw  material  which  they  pay 
for.  Now,  that  is  $720,000.  That  should, 
I  think,  in  the  minds  of  all  fair-minded  men 
be  considered  a  fair  representation  of  the 
cost  of  making  their  machinery.  They  sell 
it  and  make  their  profit  on  the  sales  in  other 
directions  and  through  their  agencies, 
but  that  is  the  cost  of  making  their 
machinery,  so  far  as  shown  by  them  from 
the  census  returns.  That  information 
could  only  be  got  from  the  manufacturers 
themselves.  The  census  commissioner  goes 
round  and  visits  every  manufacturer  in  the 
country,  and  obtains  this  information  for 
the  guidance  of  the  public.  That  inform- 
ation is  given  to  them  by  the  Massey  Manu- 
facturing Company,  presumably  in  good 
faith,  and  it  is  shown  there  that  $720,000 
is  the  cost  of  making  their  machinery  after 
allowing  them  10  per  cent  on  the  capital 
invested.  What  is  the  return  in  the  column 
opposite  their  name  as  the  value  of  the 
articles  produced  1  It  shows  that  the  value 
of  the  articles  produced  is  $1,250,000,  or  a 
clear  profit  on  the  manufacture  of  their 
agricultural  implements  of  $530,000,  on  an 
investment  of  $1,200,000. 

Hon  Mr.  KAULBACH— Do  they  not  sell 
them  as  cheaply  as  in  the  United  States  1 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— I  want  the  United 
States  to  be  able  to  sell  machines  here  on 
the  same  tenns  as  are  accorded  to  the  Mas- 
sey Manufacturing  Company.  I  do  not  want 
that  company  to  make  such  a  tremendous 
profit  in  consequenceof  the  protection  afforded 
them.  I  do  not  want  the  people  of  this  coun- 
try to  bear  the  burden  of  double,  yes  qua- 
druple, taxation  in  order  that  the  Massey 
Manufacturing  Company  may  be  so  highly 
protected. 

Hon.  Mr.  Mc<,:!ALLUM— The  hon.  gentle- 
man says  that  10  per  cent  is  enough  to  cover 
interest  on  capital  and  all  risk  of  losses  : 
would  not  20  per  cent  be  nearer  the  mark  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— I  will  add  10  per 
cent  more  and  make  the  rate  of  profit  on  capi- 
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tal  20  per  cent.  I  still  maintain  that  after 
aUowing  20  per  cent  on  capital  there  is  a  sur- 
plus of  $434,000  unaccounted  for,  which  is  a 
burden  those  have  to  bear  every  time  they 
buy  machinery  in  the  west.  Every  time  a 
farmer  has  to  purchase  machinery  he  helps 
to  bear  a  part  of  that  burden.  Now,  I  want 
the  leader  of  the  government  to  refute  this 
argument  if  he  can,  or  to  say  that  I  am  in- 
correct in  my  figures.  I  am  taking  the  figu- 
res as  they  are  put  into  my  hands,  in  fact,  I 
take  the  figures  used  by  those  who  desire  to 
sustain  the  protective  policy. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
Your  figures  may  be  right,  but  your  deduc- 
tions are  wholly  wrong. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— It  is  for  somebody 
to  put  me  right  then  upon  my  deductions.  I 
claim  that  according  to  the  figures,  I  am  cor- 
rect. I  wish  these  figures  to  be  explained 
away  if  possible.  I  wish  that  surplus  of  $430,- 
000  to  be  explained  away  if  it  can  be.  I  find 
it  is  used  as  an  argument  that  the  value  of 
the  manufactures  produced  is  $476,000,000. 
It  is  clear  that  there  is  between  the  value  of 
the  machinery  produced  by  the  Massey  Man- 
ufacturing Company  and  the  cost  of  its  pro- 
duction a  profit  of  $430,000  after  providing 
for  20  per  cent  interest  on  capital. 

Hon.  Mr<  KAULBACH— Could  you  buy 
the  same  article  cheaper  in  the  United  States? 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— Allow  me  to  prove 
my  case  first.  What  I  am  intent  upon  prov- 
ing is  that  the  burden  of  taxation  upon  our 
inividual  industry  is  four  times  the  amount 
which  is  raised  for  the  revenue  of  the  coun- 
try, and  I  claim  that  it  is  an  injustice  to  the 
people  whom  I  represent  that  they  should, 
in  pursuing  their  avocations,  have  to  bear 
such  an  enormous  burden  in  order  to  raise  a 
revenue. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— How  can  there 
be  any  burden  upon  the  people  when  you 
can  buy  as  cheaply  as  in  the  United  States  1 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— You  cannot.  Iron 
costs  $9  or  $10  aton  in  the  United  States.  The 
Massey  Manufacturing  Company  in  making 
their  purchases  have  to  pay  that  $9  or  $10  per 
ton,  plus  the  amount  of  duty,  and  the  manu- 
facturers of  the  United  States  ought  to  be 
able  to  produce  the  machines  that  much 
cheaper. 


Hon.  Mr.  McCALLUM — They  are  cheaper 
in  Canada. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— They  are  not 
cheaper.  Competition  is  the  great  leveller. 
If  you  throw  the  Massey  Manufacturing 
Company  into  competition  with  the  manu- 
facturers of  the  United  States  the  result 
will  soon  be  obvious. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCALLUM— They  are  cheap 
enough  now. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— I  am  not  arguing 
that  point,  however  cheap  they  may  be  in 
consequence  of  the  general  fall  in  prices  the 
world  over  they  are  artificially  raised  for  us 
over  the  world's  competition  and  that  neither 
labour  nor  raw  m&terial  share  in  that  artificial 
raising.  What  I  wish  to  show  is  that  the 
government  themselves  recognize  that  the 
Massey  Manufacturing  Company  are  resting 
under  a  disability  in  the  direction  Ihave  indi- 
cated, in  regard  to  their  power  to  export,  for 
they  have  taken  o£P  the  duty  for  the  Massey 
Company  in  order  that  they  might 
make  the  machines  cheaper,  and  by  that 
means  promote  exportation  beyocd  the 
bounds  of  Canada,  in  their  competition  with 
the  United  States  manufacturers  in  foreign 
markets,  thus  enabling  the  company  tu  en- 
joy the  profit  to  be  derived  from  the  estab- 
lishment of  a  foreign  trade.  In  other  words, 
the  government  of  Canada  put  the  Massey 
Manufacturing  Company  in  a  position  to  make 
agricultural  machinery  cheaper  for  the  peo- 
ple of  the  Argentine  Republic,  Australia 
and  Russia  (who  are  wheat  growers  and 
with  whom  we  have  to  compete  in  the  open 
market  of  Great  Britain  for  the  sale  of  our 
wheat)  than  for  the  Canadian  farmers,  and 
we  have  to  pay  a  bonus  to  enable  the  com- 
pany to  supply  these  foreign  nations  with 
cheaper  machinery  than  we  ourselves  are 
able  to  purchase — is  that  justice  t 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BO  WELL— It 
is  incorrect. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— Is  it  not  correct 
that  you  are  giving  them  a  rebate  of  duty  ? 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— It 
is  not  correct  to  state  that  articles  which  are 
manufactured  in  Canada  are  sold  any  cheaper 
in  Australia  than  they  are  in  Canada. 
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Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— Youhave,however, 
to  support  either  one  position  or  the  other. 
Either  they  are  sold  cheaper,  in  Australia 
than  they  are  in  Canada,  or  else  the  profits 
of  the  manufacturing  company  on  the  goods 
produced  by  them  must  be  excessive. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIEBOWELL— That 
does  not  follow  either. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— If  you  relieve  the 
company  of  the  duty  on  the  articles  which 
they  export,  to  that  extent  you  are  cheap- 
ening the  articles  for  the  people  of  Australia. 
The  Massey  Manufacturing  Company  can 
export  agricultural  machinery  to  Australia 
for  exactly  the  same  freight  as  they  can  send 
it  to  the  province  of  Manitoba,  the  ocean 
transport  being  so  much  cheaper  than  rail- 
way rates  So  far  as  the  rate  on  the  freight 
is  concerned  there  is  no  difference,  either  to 
Australia  or  the  Argentine  Republic  over 
transport  to  Manitoba.  A  manufacturer  told 
me  that  he  had  a  market  in  British  Columbia 
for  some  goods  which  he  produced  in  eastern 
Canada,  and  that  the  freight  rate  was  so  high 
that  he  could  deliver  his  products  around  by 
Cape  Horn  to  Pacific  ports  cheaper  than  he 
could  deliver  them  in  Manitoba,  the  rate  by 
CapeHombeing$1.24per  100 pounds,  while  to 
Russell,  where  I  live,  the  rate  on  the  same  goods 
was  81.29  per  100  pounds.  If  the  freight  rate 
is  no  greater,  and  if  the  duty  is  remitted  on 
the  machines  made  for  the  people  of  the  Arg- 
entine Republic  and  Australia,  either  the  ma- 
chinery can  be  sold  cheaper  or  the  profits  of 
the  exporting  company  are  increased  by  the 
remission  of  the  duty. 

My  next  point  is  with  regard  to  the  cost 
of  production  of  agricultural  machinery.  The 
total  value  of  the  machinery  produced  is  $7,- 
524,000,  that  is  to  say  the  total  value  of  the 
articles  produced  of  which  the  Massey  Manu- 
facturing Company  form  an  important  part  is 
that  amount.  The  capital  invested  in  agricultu- 
ralmachineryworksinCanadaisSSjSOO.OOOor 
say  §850,000  a  year  interest  on  capital.  The 
raw  material  used  in  the  manufacture  of  this 
machinery  is  returned  as  costing  S3, 1 26,000. 
The  wages  paid  amount  to  $1,812,000.  Argu- 
ing from  the  same  basis  as  before,  we  find 
that  the  cost  of  producing  the  machinery 
including  10  per  cent  interest  on  capital, 
wages  and  costof  rawmaterial,  is  85,788,000. 
The  value  of  the  articles  produced  is  §7,544,- 
000.  Therefore  the  profitof  the  manufacturers 
is  $1,736,400.    That  rests  as  a  tax  upon  the 


agriculturist,  while  the  revenue  derived 
from  the  importation  of  agricultural  imple- 
ments is  only  $100,000.  That  is  exactly  30 
per  cent  of  the  total  cost  represents  the  duty 
imposed,  that  thirty  per  cent  being  the  dif- 
ference between  the  cost  of  the  articles  as 
shown  by  me  and  the  value  of  the  articles 
produced  as  shown  by  the  census.  It  is  a 
little  higher  than  the  present  rate  of  duty, 
but  the  explanation  of  that  is  that  the  gov- 
ernment in  order  to  carry  out  the  protective 
principle  to  its  utmost  limit,  are  in  the  habit 
of  allowing  their  officers  to  make  a  valuation 
of  the  duty  on  articles  imported  according 
to  their  own  standard  of  values.  It  is  the 
customs  officers  who  fix  the  values  of  the 
articles  coming  into  the  country.  No  note 
is  taken  of  the  fact  that  a  man  has  honestly 
and  honourably  purchased  them  at  a  cer- 
tain figure.  By  this  means  the  duties  are 
increased,  and  duty  only  on  that  should 
be  charged,  but  a  further  artificial  value  is 
created  in  the  collection  of  the  duty.  It  is 
impossible  for  us  to  follow  this  out  in  all  its 
ramifications  because  these  are  some  of  the 
hidden  mysteries  of  the  department  gene- 
rated by  protection.  We  have  frequent 
complaints,  however,  of  over-valuation  by 
departmental  officers  and  that  is  the  reason 
why  the  30  per  cent  represents  the  dif- 
ference between  the  costof  producing  thema- 
chineandtheirsellingprice.  ItfoUowsthatthe 
30  per  cent  duty  imposed  for  protective  pur- 
poses does  not  go  to  wages,  that  the  labour- 
ing man  gets  no  benefit  from  it,  that  the 
people  who  produce  the  raw  material  reap 
no  benefit  from  it ;  but  it  is  clear  that  the 
manufacturers  themselves  get  the  whole  of 
the  30  per  cent.  This  represents  a  taxation 
of  $1,730,000  upon  those  who  are  producing 
the  one  staple  article  of  grain.  If  my 
figures  are  correct,  if  they  cannot  be 
explained  away  by  the  government,  I  be- 
lieve there  is  a  sufficient  amount  of  gener- 
osity in  the  hon.  the  leader  of  the  govern- 
ment, and  of  the  members  of  the  Cabinet 
sitting  in  this  Chamber  to  admit  that  if 
this  is  the  case,  they  will  no  longer  con- 
tinue theinjustice.  That,  however,  is  only 
one  portion  of  the  requirements  of  the 
farmers  of  the  North-west.  To  the  extent 
that  their  whole  purchasing  ]X)wer  is 
aflfected— to  the  extent  that  their  15,000,000 
bushels  of  wheat  will  enable  them  to  pur- 
chase the  necessaries  of  life  to  that  extent, 
they  are  bearing  the  burden  of  taxation, 
amounting  in  the  aggregate  to  40  per  cent. 
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increaae  in  values  artificially  raised.  I 
will  just  quote  one  more  instance  to 
emphasize  the  argument  which  I  have  ad- 
vanced, and  that  is  in  regard  to  nail  and  tack 
factories.  I  may  say  that  any  one  can  verify 
these  conclusions  for  himself  by  sending  up 
to  Mr.  Botterell  and  getting  No.  3  of  the 
census  returns  and  working  out  the  calcul- 
ations for  himself.  If  he  does  this  I  think 
he  will  agree  with  the  argument  which  I 
have  presented  to  this  House  in  regard  to 
the  commercial  conditions  of  the  country. 

Now,  take  the  nail  and  tack  factories. 
The  value  of  imports  is  $40,000,  and  the 
duty  imposed  and  collected  is  $14,292.  In 
consequence  of  that  protection  which  is  im- 
posed for  the  purposes  of  inducing  this  con- 
dition there  are  12  factories  employing  300 
men,  64  women  and  41  boys.  The  fixed 
capital  employed  by  those  12  factories 
amounts  to  $155,000 ;  working  capital 
$247,000,  a  total  of  $402,000.  Taking  10 
per  cent  interest  on  that,  we  have  forty 
thousand  dollars  as  the  profit  of  capital,  or 
if  we  accept  my  hon.  friend's  sugges- 
tion, 20  per  cent  if  you  like,  it  only  alters 
the  condition  in  degree.  The  amount  of 
wages  paid  $152,000,  raw  material  used 
$457,000.  These  are  the  three  items  that 
go  to  make  up  the  cost  of  producing  nails 
and  tacks  in  Canada,  and  they  amount  al- 
together to  $641,000.  The  value  of  the 
articles  produced  in  the  nails  and  tack  in- 
dustries is  $744,000  or  $103,000  is  the  dif- 
ference between  the  cost  of  the  articles  pro- 
duced— according  to  my  showing — and  the 
value  of  the  articles  produced  according  to 
the  showing  of  the  census  return,  and  in  that 
case  again  we  have  the  cost  increased  by 
about  the  value  of  the  duty  imposed.  But 
there  is  this  position  to  be  taken  in  regard 
to  the  question,  and  that  is  while  the  labour 
and  industry  in  Canada  that  is  supplied 
with  the  nails  and  tacks  have  to  bear  a  bur- 
den of  $116,000  a  year,  the  revenue  of  the 
country  only  gets  $13,000.  There  the  tax 
is  multiplied  nearly  eight  times  over  what 
is  raised  for  revenue  purposes.  It  is  that 
great  burden  of  taxation  that  is  going  to 
produce  disastrous  results  in  the  long  run. 
We  have  not  felt  the  full  effect  of  it  yet,  but 
we  are  bound  to  feel  the  effects  of  it  in  con- 
nection with  the  depression  to  which  Hb 
Excellency  has  refen«d.  If  it  is  necessary 
to  impose  a  tax  of  $103,000  on  our  mail  and 
tack  industry  over  and  above  the  tax  the 
revenue  gets  the  benefit  of,  what  is  that 


imposed  for  1  It  is  imposed  to  press  upon 
the  industry  of  the  country  for  the  benefit 
of  these  twelve  factories. 

Hon.  Mr.  KA.TJLBACH— Why  does  not 
my  hon.  friend  start  one  in  Manitoba  t 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— I  do  not  wish  to 
start  one  up  there.  In  fact  it  would  be  im- 
possible for  us  to  do  so.  You  can  only  start 
a  factory  in  a  district  where  there  is  a  pop- 
ulation large  enough  to  warrant  its  mainte- 
nance. The  smaller  the  population  you  have 
to  serve,  the  greater  the  cost  of  supplying 
the  population.  It  is  on  that  basis  and  for 
that  purpose  that  protection  is  afforded. 
Because  we  have  a  small  population,  manu- 
facturers cannot  compete  if  they  are  re- 
stricted to  the  local  market,  and  that  is  why 
so  many  manufacturing  industries  have  been 
closed.  I  would  not  argue  for  the  abolition 
of  our  commercial  policy,  if  I  thought  it  was 
going  to  destroy  our  manufacturing  power ; 
but  I  know  it  will  not  destroy  our  manufac- 
turing power.  By  ,  the  adoption  of  the 
policy  of  the  people  of  Great  Britain  under 
which  their  manufacturing  power  has  been 
increased  so  enormously,  we  will  multiply 
our  industries  in  Canada.  Take  the  Massey 
industry  as  an  example.  It  could  multiply 
its  output  in  the  city  of  Toronto  four  fold  by 
the  adoption  of  a  policy  which  would  cheapen 
the  cost  of  their  raw  material.  If,  instead 
of  having  to  pay  50  per  cent  on  the  bar-iron 
they  use  and  other  raw  material,  575  labour- 
ing men  working  for  them  have  to  pay  taxa- 
tion on  the  necessaries  of  life,  I  say  that  the 
Massey  Manufacturing  Company  would  then 
have  a  chance  of  entering  the  markets  of 
the  world  for  the  sale  of  their  manufactures. 
There  are  markets  in  the  Argentine  Re- 
public, the  Cape  of  Good  Hope,  Hungary 
and  all  over  the  world  where  agricultural 
machinery  is  used,  and  if  you  can  supply  a 
cheaper  machine,  you  can  have  no  difficulty 
in  extending  your  foreign  trade  to  an  extent 
undreamt  of  in  the  history  of  Canada,  and 
by  seeking  to  enlarge  the  population  for 
whom  you  arc  able  to  manufacture  by  a  new 
economic  condition,  you  are  bound  to  cheap- 
en the  articles  to  home  consumers  without 
imparing  the  value  of  the  industry  to  the 
country  but  on  the  contrary  you  in- 
creased the  demand  for  labour  and  em- 
ployment in  the  country,  because  if  you  can 
compete  successfully  in  the  foreign  market 
you  can  also  do  so  in  the  home  market. 
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Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— Why  is  it 
Great  Britain  does  not  take  advantage  of 
that! 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— Because  we  have 
made  a  speciality  of  agricultural  machinery. 
Our  prairie  country  has  taught  us  the  best 
and  cheapest  methods  and  produced  the 
best  patents  for  agricultural  machinery. 
Other  countries  are  not  placed  exactly  in 
the  same  way.  We  have  the  experience  of 
the  great  prairies  of  the  western  states  and 
of  our  own  country  to  help  and  guide  us  to 
perfect  machinery,  both  in  economy  of  pro- 
duction and  ease  of  action,  and  other  coun- 
tries hav*  not  been  able  to  produce  them  to 
compete  with  us.  We  can  compete  with  the 
United  States  and  with  the  world  in  the  pro- 
duction of  these  machines,  provided  the  com- 
mercial conditions  are  made  so  that  we  can 
successfully  compete.  If  you  cheapen  the  cost 
of  production  to  the  Massey  Manufacturing 
Company  by  30  to  40  per  cent  as  the  case  may 
be,  and  they  are  permitted  to  exchange  the 
home  market  for  a  foreign  market,  by  the 
cheapening  of  production,  is  not  the 
population  of  Canada  and  of  the  city  of 
Toronto  particularly  going  to  be  multiplied 
to  the  extent  that  the  manufacturing  of 
that  machinery  will  involve.  No  doubt  the 
Massey  Company  will  say  to  the  government, 
give  us  the  home  market  by  protection  and 
and  give  us  the  foreign  market  by  a  remis- 
sion of  duties,  but  can  manufacturers  have 
their  cake  and  eat  it.  The  government 
themselves  have  acknowledged  the  principle 
— they  have  taken  off  the  duty  imposed  on 
the  Massey  Manufacturing  Company  and 
other  manufacturers  in  order  to  put  them  in 
a  position  to  compete  in  foreign  markets 
and  to  export  their  manufactures.  I  say 
it  is  an  injustice  to  the  farmers  of  Canada 
and  to  the  people  of  Canada  generally  to 
continue  a  policy  which  is  increasing  the 
price  of  every  necessity  of  life  and  retarding 
every  effort  to  increase  our  industries  beyond 
the  purchasing  power  of  five  millions  of  peo- 
ple. We  are  not  pursuing  the  true  national 
policy  which  is  calculated  to  develop  the  re- 
resources  of  our  country.  Nobody  more  de- 
sires to  see  Canada  taking  its  place  as  an 
important  part  of  the  British  Empire  than  I 
do,  and  I  repeat,  instead  of  trying  to  induce 
the  people  of  Great  Britain  to  adopt  a  pro- 
tective policy  we  should  try  to  work  together 
with  the  people  of  the  mother  country.  If 
the  mother  country  were  forced  into  the 


position  of  adopting  a  protective  policy  it 
would  be  turned  at  once  against  the  people 
of  Canada.  They  will  not  pay  for  protection 
for  the  benefit  of  the  people  of  Canada  or 
of  Australia  or  of  any  other  outside  portion 
of  the  Empire.  They  are  conducting  their 
business  on  a  business  basis.  The  indica- 
tions are  that  the  policy  of  our  government 
is  working  in  the  direction  of  trying  to  in- 
duce a  policy  of  imperial  protection.  I  do 
not  think,  however,  that  any  movement  on 
the  part  of  the  colonies  will  ever  induce  the 
people  of  England  to  change  from  free 
trade,  but  at  the  same  time  in  so  far  as  our 
efforts  are  directed  in  that  way  they  will 
re-act  upon  ourselves.  The  people  of  Great 
Britain  are  suffering  <to-day,  no  doubt,  but 
it  is  not  in  oonsquence  of  their  free  trade* 
policy,  but  because  their  chief  customers 
have  impoverished  themselves  by  protection. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— Did  I  under- 
stand the  hon.  gentleman  to  say  that  the 
policy  of  the  British  Government  is  tending 
to  protection  1 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— No,  I  said  that 
notwithstanding  the  efforts  we  might  put 
forth  to  produce  such  a  change  we  will  not 
succeed  in  moving  the  British  people  from 
the  sound  free  trade  policy  which  they  have 
pursued  so  successfully  for  half  a  century. 
What  I  do  say  is  that  the  depression  in 
Great  Britain  to-day  is  due  mainly  to  the 
decreased  purchasing  power  of  Canada,  the 
United  States,  the  Argentine  Republic  and 
other  important  customers  of  Great  Britain, 
and  to  the  extent  that  our  purchasing  power 
is  reduced  we  are  unable  to  purchase  the 
commodities  of  Great  Britain.  The  Trade 
and  Navigation  Returns,  for  the  last  six 
months  of  last  year,  show  that  there  has 
been  a  decrease  in  the  purchasing  power  of 
the  people  of  Canada  to  the  extent  of  seven 
millions  of  dollars  less  than  in  the  correspond- 
ing six  months  of  the  preceding  year,  the  first 
six  months  under  the  new  tariff.  Of  course, 
the  cheaper  things  are  the  more  we  are  able 
to  purchase.  Under  protective  taxation 
there  is  an  artificial  price  created  for  the 
necessaries  of  life,  while  the  price  of  our  mate- 
rial and  natural  products  is  left  to  natural 
and  competitive  conditions.  If  you  alter 
your  policy  you  will  increase  the  purchasing 
power  of  the  people.  It  is  in  consequence  of 
the  restrictive  power  of  protection  in  the 
United  States,  Canada  and  other  countries. 
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that  there  is  a  lack  of  employment  for 
labour  in  England,  that  great  consuming 
market  for  the  surplus  production  of 
the  world.  Protection  is  a  policy  of 
restriction  to  create  scarcity,  free  trade  is  a 
policy  of  competition  in  order  to  produce 
plenty  and  to  the  extent  that  it  is  pursued 
to  that  extent  you  are  increasing  the  demand 
for  labour  in  order  to  manufacture  and  pro- 
duce the  larger  quantities  that  labour  is 
able  to  purchase  in  consequence  of  the  aboli- 
tion of  that  40  per  cent  protective  taxa- 
tion on  the  retail  value  of  the  necessaries  of 
life  in  Canada.  The  House  has  listened  to 
me  with  a  great  deal  of  patience,  but  I  trust 
I  have  brought  forward  facts  and  figures  that 
will  cause  the  leader  of  the  government  to 
make  himself  at  any  rate  acquainted  with 
the  truth  of  what  I  allege.  I  only  advance 
these  statements  to  the  House  as  theypresent 
themselves  to  my  mind — as  they  present 
themselves  to  our  mind  in  that  western  conn- 
try  where  we  have  to  buy  agricultural  ma- 
chinery for  our  own  use  and  where  we  find 
the  necessaries  of  life  abnormaly  increased. 
I  can  only  present  them  in  that  way  and  it 
is  for  those  who  desire  to  continue  that  op- 
pressive policy  to  prove  that  I  am  incorrect 
in  the  statements  that  I  am  making. 
The  next  clause  of  the  Address  is  : 

We  are  greatly  pleased  to  hear  that,  during  the 
period  that  haa  elapsed  since  the  last  session  of 
Farliament,  Your  Excellency  had  an  opportunity 
of  visitins  many  portions  of  the  Dominion,  includ- 
ing the  Maritime  Provinces,  Manitoba,  the  North- 
west Territories  and  British  Columbia ;  that 
throughout  these  tours  Your  Excellency  was  im- 
pressed and  gratified  by  manifestations  of  an 
abounding  loyalty  and  public  spirit ;  and  that, 
notwithstanding  the  phase  of  trade  depression 
already  referred  to,  you  observed  everywhere 
unmistakable  signs  of  that  confident  hopefulness 
in  the  future,  based  on  a  thorough  belief  in  the 
greatness  of  the  resources  of  Canada,  which,  you 
are  graciously  pleased  to  say,  is  one  of  the  charac- 
teristics of  her  people  and  furnishes  a  good  augury 
and  pledge  of  further  development  and  progress. 

I  may  say  that  I  had  the  pleasure  of 
meeting  their  Excellencies  out  west  myself, 
and  their  visit  afforded  a  great  deal  of  plea^ 
sure  to  the  people  there.  They  saw  in  the 
province  of  Manitoba  and  in  the  Territories 
progress  and  prosperity  so  far  as  the  bounties 
of  providence  are  concerned.  We  have  a 
prolific  soil  and  an  exceedingly  rich  country, 
and  are  able  to  produce  in  consequence  of  the 
climatic  conditions  there  a  class  of  cattle 
and  a  grade  of  wheat  that  will  always  be 
sought  for,  and  for  which  we  can  get  the 


highest  price.  It  would  perhaps  surprise 
honourable  gentlemen  to  know  that  of  85,- 
000  head  of  cattle  exported  from  Canada 
last  year,  about  35,000  head  went  from 
Manitoba  and  the  North-west.  To  that 
extent  we  have  occasion  to  be  very  grateful 
indeed,  but  there  are  some  who  by  legis- 
lation desire  to  take  the  cream  off  the  milk 
in  the  province  of  Manitoba  and  the  Terri- 
tories, and  it  is  our  effort  to  preserve  that 
cream  for  those  whose  industry  and  labour 
create  it  so  far  as  justice  demands.  I 
do  not  see  why  we  should  be  made 
hewers  of  wood  and  drawers  of  water, 
to  distribute  wealth  improperly  and  un- 
justly so  far  as  our  territory  is  concerned. 
If  we  have  a  fertile  soU,  and  are  able  to 
produce  the  best  class  of  wheat,  we  want  to 
get  whatever  value  there  is  in  it,  and  if  the 
legislation  of  the  Federal  Parliament  enables 
a  favoured  class  of  people  to  profit  by  our 
industry  to  a  greater  extent  than  legitimate 
competition  would  enable  them,  a  manifest 
injury  is  done  by  the  governnient  that  im- 
poses that  upon  us.  Notwithstanding  the 
oppressive  tariff,  such  is  the  richness  of  that 
country,  that  I  think  their  Excellencies  were 
impre^ed  with  the  beauty  and  value  of  the 
country  and  with  the  high  character  of  the 
population  existing  there.  They  must  have 
seen  that  everything  augurs  well  for  the 
future  of  that  country,  and  it  is  for  this 
Parliament  to  assist  us  in  developing  our  re- 
sources by  fair  and  proper  legislation.  We 
are  essentially  an  agricultural  community  in 
the  North-west,  and  I  feel  perfectly  sure 
that  a  change  in  the  commercial  conditions 
of  the  country  will  make  this  eastern  portion 
of  Canada  one  of  the  greatest  industrial 
centres  on  this  continent,  if  not  in  the  whole 
world,  but  a  continuance  of  the  present 
policy  will  bring  disaster  upon  the  country, 
and  especially  upon  western  Canada. 
The  next  paragraph  deals  with  the  ad- 
mission of  the  Island  of  Newfoundland  to 
the  union.  I  trust  that  the  people  of  New- 
foundland will  decide  in  favour  of  joining  the 
confederation,  and  I  believe  that  the  result 
will  be  of  great  and  lasting  benefit,  not 
only  to  them  but  to  the  whole  Dominion, 
extending  the  principles  of  the  British 
constitution  and  its  liberty  loving  progress 
on  the  continent.  There  are  several  bills 
to  be  presented  to  us.  There  is  just  one 
thing  that  I  should  like  to  say  so  far 
as  the  passing  of  bills  is  concerned — ^I 
see    no    reference  to   the    Copyright    Act 
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or  the  Freight  Rates  Commission.  There 
has  been  a  great  deal  of  discussion  with 
regard  to  copyright,  and  it  is  desirable  that 
■we  should  inquire  carefully  as  to  all  the 
merits  of  the  case.  It  seems  to  me  that  the 
Copyright  Act  is  being  pushed  in  this 
country  in  the  interests  of  the  publishers  as 
the  protective  policy  is  being  pushed  for 
the  benefit  of  the  manufacturers.  The 
rights  of  authors  and  patentees  should  be 
well  considered.  We  have  talent  in  Canada 
and  that  talent  must  find  its  outlet  in 
other  countries  as  well  as  in  this.  It  is 
not  desirable  therefore  that  any  copyright 
that  we  should  force  upon  the  Imperial 
Government  should  in  any  way  have  the 
effect  of  driving  our  authors  and  men  of 
brains  out  of  the  country.  The  fine  arts  are 
an  important  factor  in  the  progress  and  de- 
velopment of  our  christian  civilization 
and  deserve  the  earnest  consideration  of 
the  government.  I  merely  draw  the  atten- 
tion of  the  government  to  the  fact  that 
there  are  two  sides  to  this  question,  and  I 
do  not  know  that  it  is  a  wise  thing  for  us 
to  keep  ourselves  out  of  the  Berne  conven- 
tion as  we  have  done  and  are  seeking  to  do 
at  the  present  moment.  It  would  continue  to 
place  us  at  a  great  disadvantage,  so  far  as 
copyright  is  concerned.  The  report  of  the 
commission  on  freight  rates,  which  is  merely 
s  collection  of  the  data  given  by  interested 
parties  through  departmental  inquiry,  will 
afford  Parliament  an  opportunity  to  inquire 
whether,  in  the  collection  and  distribution 
of  the  large  revenue  earned  by  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway,  there  is  not  a  discrimina- 
tion against  our  western  country  in  the  vital 
question  of  inland  transportation.  I  trust  the 
report  will  be  available  before  the  session 
closes.  Before  concluding,  I  feel  it  incumbent 
on  me  to  congratulate  ourselves  on  the  addi- 
tion of  another  honourable  member  of  this 
honourable  House  to  the  Cabinet,  and  I 
congratulate  the  hon.  Senator  from  Prince 
Edward  Island  on  being  the  one  selected, 
the  next  step,  I  hope,  will  be  a  portfolio. 


Hon.  Mr.  POWER  moved  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  debate. 


Motion  agreed  to. 


The  Senate  adjourned  at  5.45  p.m. 


THE  SENATE. 
Ottawa,  Wednesday,  Z4ih  April,  1895. 

The  SPEAKER  took  the  Chair  at  Three 
o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 
THE  STANDING  COMMITTEES. 

MOTIOX. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL 
moved  : 

That  pursuant  to  Rule  79,  the  following  Senutors 
be  appointed  a  committee  of  selection  to  nominate 
the  Senators  to  serve  on  the  several  Standing 
Committees,  namely  : — The  Honourable  Messieurs 
Allan,  Angers,  Bemier,  Macdonald  (Victoria),. 
MeClelan,  Miller,  Power,  Scott,  and  the  mover  ; 
and  to  report  with  all  convenient  speed  the  names 
of  the  Senators  so  nominated. 


Hon.  Mr.  POWER- 
tleman  move  that  as 
merely  giving  notice  1 


-Does  the  hon.  gen- 
a   motion   or  is   he 


Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— It 

is  a   motion.     It  has   been  on  the  notice 
paper  for  two  days. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— It  is  not  usual  to^ 
introduce  any  business  until  after  the  pass- 
ing of  the  address. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— If 
there  is  any  objection  to  the  course  I  am 
taking,  I  shall  not  press  the  motion  now.  I 
have  only  done  so  to  facilitate  business. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  do  not  press  the 
objection. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

THE  ADDRESS. 

DEBATE  CONTINUED. 

The  Order  of  the  Day  having  been  read  ; 

Resuming  the  further  adjourned  debate  on  the 
consideration  of  His  Excellency  the  Governor  (ie- 
neral's  speech,  on  the  opening  of  the  Fifth  Session 
of  the  Seventh  Parliament. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER  said  :  I  presume  that 
the  proper  course,  with  respect  to  certain 
changes  which  have  taken  place  in  the 
government  since  last  session,  would  be  to 
wait  until  the  leader  of  the  House  had  made 
his  explanations,  which  I  presume  will  come- 
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after  the '  adoption  of  the  address  to  His 
Excellency ;  but  inasmuch  ais  the  mover  of 
the  address  and  certain  other  hon.  gentle- 
men have  referred  to  the  changes  which  have 
taken  place  in  the  Administration,  I  pre- 
sume that  I  shall  be  pardoned  if  I  follow 
their  example.  I  fully  endorse  what  was 
said  by  the  hon.  mover  of  the  address,  and 
by  other  hon.  gentlemen  too,  with  respect  to 
the  honours  which  have  been  conferred  upon 
the  leader  of  this  House  since  last  session. 
The  honour  which  Her  Majesty  was  gra- 
cioasly  pleased  to  bestow  on  that  hon.  gen- 
tleman is  one  to  which  he  is,  in  my  opinion, 
entitled.  I  think  that  the  leader  of  this 
House  should  be  a  knight,  and  I  am  certain 
that  the  leader  of  the  government  should, 
if  he  wishes,  be  a  knight ;  and  if  any  Con- 
servative is  entitled  to  the  distinction,  no- 
body deserves  it  better  than  the  hon.  gentle- 
man who  leads  this  House,  apart  altogether 
from  his  position.  This  government  is  a 
protectionist  government.  The  hon.  gentle- 
man is  a  thorough-going  protectionist.  He 
has  been  a  protectionist  for  a  good  many 
years^  and  has  been  consistent  as  far  as  he 
knew  how  to  be ;  and,  what  distinguishes 
him  from  a  great  many  other  protectionists, 
he  is,  I  believe,  thoroughly  honest  in  his  ad- 
vocacy of  protection.  The  hon.  gentleman 
has  also  been  promoted  to  the  leadership  of 
the  government,  and  those  qualifications 
and  claims  which  entitle  him  to  the 
honour  of  knighthood,  entitle  him  in 
a  great  degree,  to  be  leader  of  a 
protectionist  government.  Apart  alto- 
gether from  the  hon.  gentleman's  poli- 
tical views,  we  have  had  some  experience  of 
him  in  this  House.  He  has  been  the  leader 
of  the  Senate  for  two  sessions  previous  to 
the  present  one,  and  he  has  shown  himself 
economical  and  business-like  in  dealing  with 
the  afiFairs  of  the  Senate.  If  he  deals  in  the 
same  way  with  the  business  of  the  country, 
I  have  no  doubt  that  under  his  leadership 
we  shall  have  as  good  a  government  as  we 
can  get  from  the  Conservative  party.  Any 
deviations  which  may  take  place  from  the 
right  path  in  the  conduct  of  the  govern- 
ment—and I  have  no  doubt  there  will  be  a 
good  many — must  be  attributed  not  to  the 
hon.  gentleman,  but  to  his  wicked  partners 
in  the  other  House  of  Parliament.  There 
was  one  thing  that  struck  me  in  the  speeches 
of  two  or  three  hon.  gentlemen  who  preceded 
me — particularly  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  Prince  Edward  Island,  who 
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seconded  the  address.  These  hon.  gentle- 
men dealt  in  a  very  feeling  way  with  the 
recent  mortality  amongst  premiers.  Now, 
I  respect  and  admire  the  hon.  leader  of  the 
government  and  of  this  House,  and  I  have 
a  very  considerable  degree  of  affection  for 
that  hon.  gentleman,  and  if  this  mortality 
amongst  premiers  is  to  continue,  I  believe 
that  the  hon.  gentleman's  chances  of  living 
a  long  time,  as  we  all  hope  to  see  him  live, 
will  be  very  much  promoted  by  his  coming 
to  this  side  of  the  House  and  allowing  my 
hon.  friend  from  Ottawa  to  take  the  seat 
which  he  now  occupies.  Hon.  gentlemen 
laugh.  They  do  not  seem  to  perceive  that 
the  mortality  has  prevailed  only  amongst 
Conservative  premiers ;  and  perhaps  after 
we  have  been  in  power  for  eighteen  years 
we  may  not  object  to  having  some  of  our 
leaders  die  off  too. 

Another  change  has  been  made  in  the  ad- 
ministration which  has  been  referred  to  by 
one  or  two  hon.  gentlemen,  and  that  is  the 
taking  into  the  government  of  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  Marshfield.  Although  I  do 
not  know  very  much  of  the  hon.  gentleman's 
career  in  Prince  Edward  Island,  I  know 
enough  to  be  aware  that  he  has  been  a  very 
prominent  and  active  member  of  the  Con- 
servative party  there  for  many  years — that 
probably  for  the  last  few  years  he  has  been 
the  most  prominent  and  active  member  of 
that  party  in  Prince  Edward  Island,  and  we 
know  that  since  he  has  been  in  this  chamber 
he  has  been  active  in  doing  the  work  of  the 
government  and  of  the  Conservative  party  ; 
and  I  do  not  think  any  one  wUl  question  his 
claim  to  the  seat  in  the  government  which 
he  now  occupies.  It  has  occurred  to  me  that, 
while  that  is  perfectly  true,  there  was  a  great 
deal  of  force  in  what  was  said  by  the  hon, 
gentleman  from  British  Columbia  the  other 
day,  when  he  complained  that  his  province, 
during  all  the  years  it  has  been  in  the  union, 
has  never  had  a  representative  in  the  Cabinet. 
I  do  not  know  whether  the  hon.  gentleman 
gave  the  reason  or  not — I  am  disposed  to 
think  he  did — but  I  consider  that  one  of  the 
principal  reasons  for  that  non-representation 
in  the  Cabinet  is  that  British  Columbia  has 
sent  to  Parliament  an  unbroken  phalanx  of 
supporters  of  the  Conservative  government. 
If  British  Columbia  had  done  as  Prince  Ed- 
ward Island  has  done — sent  four  out  of  six 
members  to  oppose  the  Government — it  is 
not  unlikely  that  the  hon.  gentleman  from 
Victoria  (Mr.  Macdonald)  would  have  been 
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a  member  of  the  government  some  time 
ago.  There  is  another  point  in  connection 
with  the  province  from  which  I  come  that 
deserves  consideration.  The  Island  of  Cape 
Breton  has  sent  an  unbroken  phalanx  of 
members  to  support  the  government,  and 
the  hon.  gentlemen  in  this  Chamber  from 
that  island  have  also  continuously  supported 
the  government,  and  it  did  seem  to  me  that 
in  the  recent  reconstruction  of  the  govern- 
ment, some  of  those  gentlemen  from  Cape 
Breton  might  have  been  thought  worthy  of  a 
place  in  the  administration.  As  it  is  now, 
the  two  members  of  the  Cabinet  from  Nova 
Scotia  are  practically  both  from  the  county 
of  Cumberland.  The  Minister  of  Justice  and 
the  Minister  of  Militia  are  both  Cumberland 
men,  we  may  say  ;  and  in  addition  to  that 
we  find  that  the  important  office  of  High 
Commissioner  in  London  is  filled  by  another 
gentleman  from  Cumberland.  I  do  not  say 
that  there  is  a  family  compact,  but  it  looks 
like  a  county  compact  when,  of  the  eighteen 
counties  in  Nova  Scotia,  only  one  is  repre- 
sented in  the  government,  and  that  by  two 
members  of  tha  Cabinet,  in  addition  to  the 
High  Commissioner.  I  should  hope  the  hon. 
leader  of  the  government,  in  whose  sense  of 
justice  I  have  great  confidence,  will  see  that 
this  inequality — to  put  it  mildly — is  reme- 
died before  we  meet  again. 

Taking  up  the  Speech  from  the  Throne, 
the  first  paragraph  deals  with  the  lamented 
death  of  the  late  Premier.  If  I  were  to 
undertake  to  add  anything  to  what  has  been 
so  admirably  said  by  several  gentlemen  who 
have  preceded  me,  beginning  with  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  Pictou,  it  would  be  attempt- 
ing to  "  gild  refined  gold,"  and  I  shall  not 
undertake  the  task. 

The  next  paragraph  of  the  speech  refers 
to  the  treaty  with  France.  In  that  treaty  I 
took  a  great  deal  of  interest.  We  discussed 
it  at  considerable  length  during  a  previous 
session,  and  it  was  an  open  secret  that  the 
hon.  gentleman  who  is  now  Premier  and  the 
hon.  Minister  of  Finance,  who  now  leads 
the  House  of  Commons,  were  not  at  all  in 
love  with  that  treaty.  I  do  not  propose  to 
discuss  the  subject  any  further,  except  to 
say  that  I  can  understand  why  these  hon. 
gentlemen  were  not  in  love  with  the  treaty. 
The  Premier  is,  above  all  things,  a  protec- 
tionist ;  and  this  treaty,  as  far  as  it  goes,  is 
a  free  trade  measure.  It  proposes  to  allow 
certain  productions  of  France  and,  as  a  con- 
sequence, of  Germany  and  Belgium,  to  come 


into  Canada  at  reduced  rates  of  duty  and — 
that  is  the  important  point — to  compete 
with  our  own  products.  We  know  that 
numerously  signed  petitions  against  the 
ratification  of  that  treaty  came  here  from 
the  vine-growers  of  the  hon.  Premier's  own 
province,  and  I  can  understand  how  he 
should  not  be  in  love  with  the  treaty. 
Then,  again,  the  treaty  is  by  no  means  a 
prohibitionist  measure.  It  proposes  to  make 
wine  cheaper  to  the  inhabitants  of  this 
country ;  and  I  can  understand  how  a 
gentleman  like  the  Minister  of  Finance 
who,  when  he  first  entered  Parliament,  at 
any  rate,  was  a  champion  of  temperance 
and  prohibition,  should  feel  some  qualms  of 
conscience  in  supporting  a  measure  which 
would  render  wine  cheaper  and  more 
abundant. 

The  next  paragraph  of  the  speech  deals 
with  intercolonial  preferential  trade  and 
expresses  gratification  at  the  fact  that  there 
will  be  an  opportunity  for  the  different 
colonies  to  reduce  the  rate  of  duty  on  goods 
imported  from  one  colony  to  the  other.  I 
can  hardly  understand  the  attitude  of  the 
government  with  respect  to  the  trade  with 
the  Australian  and  other  colonies — because 
we  see  from  the  papers  that  they  propose  to 
reduce  the  duties  on  articles  coming  from 
South  Africa  as  well  as  from  Australia.  It 
seems  to  me  that  if  lowering  the  tariff 
barriers  and  allowing  the  products  of  those 
colonial  regions  to  come  into  Canada  is  a 
good  thing,  there  is  no  reason  why  it  should 
not  be  a  good  thing  to  lower  the  tariff 
barriers  and  allow  the  products  of  England 
and  the  United  States  to  come  in  at  low 
rates.  Why  is  this  distinction  made  1  Why 
does  this  government,  which  is  a  protectionist 
government,  when  we  deal  with  England 
and  the  United  States,  become  a  free  trade 
government  when  we  come  to  deal  with 
Australia,  Cape  Colony  and,  to  a  certain 
extent,  with  France  1  Is  it  because  the  pro- 
ducts of  England  and  of  the  United  States 
compete  chiefly  with  the  products  of  our 
manufacturers,  while  the  products  of  Aust- 
ralia, Cape  Colony  and  France  compete  with 
the  products  of  our  farmers  t  Is  that  the 
reason  1  There  does  not  seen  to  be  any  other 
sufficient  reason  given.  Just  look  at  this 
Australian  trade.  Last  year  we  paid  $125,- 
000  in  steamship  subsidies  to  enable  the 
Australian  farmers  to  compete  with  our  own 
in  British  Columbia.  Our  total  export  to 
Australia  was  only  $322,000 ;  and  we  paid 
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this  subsidy  to  allow  the  fanners  of  Austra- 
lia to  send  their  mutton,  butter  and  other 
products  into  Canada,  chiefly  into  British 
Columbia,  to  compete  with  the  mutton,  batter 
and  other  products  of  our  farmers.  I  cannot 
understand  how  gentlemen,  like  the  members 
of  the  government,  who  proclaim  themselves 
to  be  the  farmers'  best  friends,  can  justify 
such  action  as  that. 

The  next  matter  of  which  the  address 
speaks  is  the  Manitoba  school  question.  I 
regret  that  I  shall  feel  obliged  to  deal  with 
that  somewhat  in  detail,  but  before  I  express 
my  own  views  on  the  subject  I  may  be  par- 
doned if  I  refer  briefly  to  the  speech,  made 
yesterday  by  the  hon.  gentleman  fron  Shell 
River.  That  hon.  gentleman  made  a  very 
eloquent  and  valuable  speech,  as  he  always 
does,  but  he  laid  down  some  propositions  with 
respect  to  constitutions  and  to  the  school 
question  which  certainly  possessed  the  merit 
of  novelty.  The  hon.  gentleman,  for  one  thing, 
laid  down  the  proposition  that  because  in 
1870,  when  the  Manitoba  Act  was  passed,  the 
Red  River  settlement  was  included  within 
very  narrow  limits  and  had  a  very  small  pop- 
ulation, therefore,  when  the  limits  of  the 
province  were  greatly  widened,  and  when 
the  population  had  greatly  increased,  the 
province  was  not  to  be  bound  by  the  consti- 
tution which  had  been  formed  for  it  in  its 
infancy.  The  hon.  gentleman  did  not  carry 
that  argument  any  further.  He  limited 
that  condition  of  things  to  this  school  matter 
alone.  The  same  logic  would  apply  to  every 
other  provision  in  the  Manitoba  Act.  If 
Manitoba,  now  that  she  has  outgrown  her 
swaddling  clothes,  is  not  to  be  bound  by 
the  provisions  in  the  constitution  with 
resptect  to  the  school  law,  why  should 
she  be  bound  by  the  provisions  with 
respect  to  any  other  subject  dealt  with  by 
the  constitution?  I  think  the  hon.  gentle- 
man will  find  it  very  hard  to  tell  why.  The 
hon.  gentleman  took  the  ground  that  it  was 
unfair  tfiat  the  majority  should  find  their 
hands  tied  by  this  constitution  framed  so 
many  years  ago  when  the  population  was 
so  smaU.  The  hon.  gentleman  seems  to 
altogether  misapprehend  the  intention  of 
constitutions.  What  is  the  object  of  a  con- 
stitution t  It  is  not  to  protect  the  majority, 
who  can  always  protect  themselves.  The 
object  of  every  constitution  is  to  protect  the 
minority  fron  the  perhaps  unwise  and  possi- 
bly tyrannical  acts  of  the  majority. 
4J 


Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— Not  by  special 
leg^lation. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Every  constitution 
is,  in  some  sense,  special  legislation.  The 
constitution  of  Manitoba,  is  just  like  the 
British  North  America  Act— it  contains 
provisions  almost  identical  with  those  of  the 
British  North  America  Act.  I  have  not 
heard  the  hon.  gentleman  say  that  those 
provisions  of  the  British  North  America  Act 
with  respect  to  schools  which  deal  with  the 
province  of  Quebec  are  highly  objectionable, 
and  should  be  got  rid  of,  and  that  the 
majority  of  the  province  of  Quebec  should 
to-day  dispense  with  that  portion  of  that 
constitution.  The  hon.  gentleman  does  not 
seem  to  understand  what  the  constitution  is 
for.  In  the  United  States  every  one  recog- 
nizes the  fact  that  a  constitution  is  simply 
intended  to  prevent  a  temporary  majority 
from  doing  unwise  or  unjust  acts,  or  acts 
which  are  deemed  by  those  who  frame  the 
constitution  unjust  or  unwise.  There  is  a 
way  of  amending  the  constitution  of  Mani- 
toba, just  as  there  is  a  way  of  amending  the 
British  North  America  Act  or  the  consti- 
tution of  the  United  States.  An  address 
to  Her  Majesty,  asking  for  imperial  legisla- 
tion, is  the  proper  and  constitutional  way  to 
go  about  it.  I  do  not  propose  to  deal  with 
the  merits  of  the  separate  school  question. 
The  hon.  gentleman  spoke  as  though  the 
fact  that  the  minority  had  separate  schools 
was  a  grievance  to  the  majority.  Inasmuch 
as  the  minority  numbered  altogether  only 
20,000,  surely  the  fact  that  they  had  their 
own  separate  schools  could  not  very  much 
eflTect  the  200,000  people  outside.  There  is 
no  tyrannizing  by  the  minority  over  the 
majority.  Then  the  hon.  gentleman  told  us 
that  the  minority  had  no  grievance.  I 
think  he  said  that  distinctly,  that  the  Mani- 
toba Act  of  1890  had  not  done  the  minority 
any  injury. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— I  do  not  think 
you  will  find  that  in  my  speech. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Substantially,  yes. 
I  understood  the  hon.  gentleman  to  take  that 
ground — that  the  minority  had  no  grievance. 
I  am  within  the  judgment  of  the  House. 
Now,  I  turn  to  the  decision  of  the  Privy 
Council  delivered  by  the  Lord  Chancellor ; 
and  I  may  observe,  hon.  gentlemen,  that 
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there  was  no  Catholic  among  the  law  lords 
who  gave  that  judgment.  At  page  8  of  the 
pamphlet  which  has  been  distributed,  I  find 
this  language  : 

The  establishment  of  a  system  of  public  educa- 
tion in  which  both  parties  would  concur  was  prob- 
ably then  in  immediate  prospect.  The  legislature 
of  Manitoba  first  met  on  the  15th  March,  1871.  On 
the  3rd  of  May  following,  the  Education  Act  of 
1871  received  the  royal  assent.  But  the  future 
was  uncertain.  Either  Roman  Catholics  or  Pro- 
testants might  become  the  preponderating  power 
in  the  legislature,  and  it  might  under  such  condi- 
tions be  impossible  for  the  minority  to  prevent  the 
creation,  at  the  public  cost,  of  schools  which,  though 
acceptable  to  the  majority,  could  only  be  taken 
advantage  of  by  the  minority  on  the  terms  of  sacri- 
ficing their  cherished  convictions.  The  change  to. 
a  Roman  Catholic  system  of  public  schools  would 
have  been  regarded  with  as  much  distaste  by  the 
Protestants  of  the  province  as  the  change  to  an 
nnsectarian  system  was  by  the  Catholics. 

And  then  their  lordships  of  the  Judicia 
Committee  of  the  Privy  Council  deal  with 
another  argument  of  the  hon.  gentleman  as 
to  provincial  rights. 

Before  leaving  this  part  of  the  case,  it  may  be 
well  to  notice  the  argument  urged  by  the  respon- 
dent that  the  construction  which  their  lordships 
have  put  on  the  second  and  third  subsections  of 
section  22  of  the  Manitoba  Act  is  inconsistent  with 
the  power  confeiTed  upon  the  legislature  of  the 
province  to  "  exclusively  make  laws  in  relation  to 
education."  The  argument  is  fallacious.  The 
power  conferred  is  not  absolute,  but  limited.  It 
IS  exercisable  only  "  subject  and  according  to  the 
following  provisions."  The  subsections  M-hich 
follow,  therefore,  whatever  be  their  true  construc- 
tion, define  the  conditions  under  which  alone  the 
provincial  legislature  may  legislate  in  relation  to 
education  and  indicate  the  limitations  imposed 
on,  and  the  exceptions  from  their  power  of  ex- 
clusive legislation.  Their  right  to  legislate  is  not, 
indeed,  properly  speaking,  exclusive,  for  in  the 
case  specified  in  subsection  3,  the  Parliament  of 
Canada  is  authorized  to  legislate  on  the  same  sub- 
ject. There  is,  therefore,  no  such  inconsistency  as 
was  suggested. 

Then,  on  page  9,  the  Judicial  Committee 

deal  with  the  ground  taken    by  the  hon. 

gentleman,  that  the  minority  have  no 
grievances — 

Contrast  the  position  of  the  Roman  Catholics 
prior  and  subsequent  to  the  Acts  from  which  they 
appeal.  Before  these  passed  into  law,  there 
existed  denominational  schools,  of  which  the  con- 
trol and  management  were  in  the  liauds  of  Roman 
Catholics,  who  could  select  the  books  to  be  used 
and  determine  the  character  of  the  religious  teach- 
ing. These  schools  received  their  proportionate 
share  of  the  money  contributed  for  school  purposes 
out  of  the  general  taxation  of  the  province,  and  the 
money  raised  for  these  purposes  by  local  assessment, 
was,  so  far  as  it  fell  upon  Catholics,  applied  only 
towards  the  support  of  Catholic  schools.     What 


is  the  position  of  the  Roman  Catholic  minority 
under  the  Acts  of  189U?  Schools  of  their  own 
denomination,  conducted  according  to  their  views, 
will  receive  no  aid  from  the  state.  They  must 
depend  entirely  for  their  support  upon  the  contri- 
butions of  the  Roman  Catholic  community,  while 
the  taxes  out  of  which  state  aid  is  granted  to  the 
schools  provided  for  by  the  statutes  fall  alike  on 
Catholics  and  Protestants.  Moreover,  while  the 
Catholic  inhabitants  remain  liable  to  local  assess- 
ment for  school  purposes,  the  proceeds  of  that 
assessment  are  no  longer  destined  to  any  extent 
for  the  support  of  Catholic  schools,  but  afford  the 
means  of  maintaining  schools  which  they  regard 
as  no  more  suitable  for  the  education  of  Catholic 
children,  than  if  they  were  distinctly  Protestants 
in  their  character. 

It  is  not  necessary  for  me  to  deal  further 
with  the  speech  made  by  the  hon.  gentleman 
from  Shell  River,  so  far  as  it  relates  to  the 
matter  of  schools.  I  think  he  is  sufficiently 
answered  by  the  judgment  of  the  Judiciai 
Committee  of  the  Privy  Council.  I  presume 
the  hon.  gentleman  will  not  say  that  that  is 
either  a  prejudiced  or  incompetent  tribunal. 
Leaving  the  speech  of  the  hon.  gentleman, 
I  may  say  that  with  respect  to  this  Manitoba 
school  case,  there  is  very  little  said  in  His 
Excellency's  speech.  The  paragraph  says : 

We  thank  your  Excellency  for  informing  us 
that,  in  conformity  with  a  recent  judgment  of  the 
Lords  of  the  Judicial  Committee  of  the  Privy 
Council,  to  the  effect  that  the  dissentient  minority 
of  the  people  of  Manitoba  have  a  constitutional 
right  of  appeal  to  the  Governor  General  in  Council 
against  certain  Acts  passed  by  the  legislature  of 
the  province  of  Manitoba  in  relation  to  the  subject 
of  education,  your  Excellency  heard  in  Council 
the  appeal,  that  your  decision  thereon  has  been 
communicated  to  the  legislature  of  the  said  pro- 
vince, and  that  the  pa{>er8  on  the  subject  will  be 
laid  before  us. 

Now  that  is  a  very  non-committal  and  purely 
harmless  sort  of  paragraph  ;  but  while  there 
is  very  little  said  on  that  subject  in  the 
speech  made  by  His  Excellency  to  Parlia- 
ment, a  great  deal  has  been  said  on  the  plat- 
form and  in  the  press.  The  hon.  Minister 
of  Ju.stice  came  down  to  the  province  of 
Nova  Scotia  and  went  into  the  county  of 
Antigonish,  a  county  which  is  almost  alto- 
gether Catholic,  where  five-sixths  of  the 
voters  are  Catholics,  and  he  told  the  people 
that  this  question  of  the  Manitoba  schools 
was  the  great  question  for  the  electors.  The 
hon.  Minister  of  Public  Works,  I  under- 
stand, went  into  the  county  of  Verchtres 
and  talked  very  much  in  the  same  way. 
Hon.  gentlemen  will  see  what  the  position 
is  with  respect  to  this  Manitoba  school  ques- 
tion. I  shall  ask  leave  to  read  two  or  three 
more  extracts  from  this  pamphlet;  and  I 
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shall  not  read  now  from  the  judgment  of 
the  Privy  Council,  but  shall  read  from  the 
Order  in  Council.  The  order  recites  the 
decision,  which  I  need  not  refer  to  again ; 
but  there  is  this  language  used  in  the  order 
made  by  the  Imperial  Privy  Council  when 
the  decision  of  the  law  lords  was  submitted 
to  them : — 

That  the  recommendations  and  directions 
therein  contained  be  punctually  observed,  obeyed 
and  carried  into  effect  in  each  and  every  particular, 
whereof  the  Governor  General  of  the  Dominion  of 
Canada  for  the  time  being  and  all  other  persons 
whom  it  may  concern,  are  required  to  take  notice 
and  govern  themselves  accordingly. 

That  is  pretty  emphatic  language.  It  has 
been  said  that  the  government  had  the  dis- 
cretion to  act,  or  not  to  act,  as  they  pleased. 
I  appeal  to  hon.  gentlemen  of  this  House, 
when  the  Judicial  Committee  of  the  Privy 
Council  had  decided  that  certain  rights  of 
the  Catholic  miniority  had  been  interfered 
with  and  that  they  had  the  right  to  appeal 
— I  appeal  to  the  hon.  members  to  say 
whether  when  the  Imperial  Order  in  Council 
ended  with  that  language  it  was  open  to  the 
government  here  to  fold  their  arms  and 
say  "  We  shall  not  do  anything  about  it." 
That  is  the  attitude  of  some  hon.  gentle- 
men who  oppose  the  government,  as 
well  as  some  gentlemen  who  support  the 
government. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)— Had 
the  Privy  Council  the  right  to  pass  the 
order? 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Well,  they  decided 
-on  the  law,  and  that  was  their  opinion. 
This  remedial  order  gives  in  detail  the 
rights  of  Roman  Catholics  which  the  minor- 
ity had  been  deprived  of  by  the  Manitoba 
Acts  of  1890.  They  are  enumerated  at  page 
24.  My  view  is  that  the  government  here 
were  not  in  a  position  to  act  or  not  to  act. 
I  feel  that  in  issuing  the  remedial  order 
which  they  did  the  government  here  were 
-simply  carrying  out  the  decision  of  the 
Imperial  Privy  Council  and  doing  what  they 
were  ordered  to  do  by  that  decision ;  and 
that  they  were  practically  doing  the  sort  of 
work  a  sheriflf  does  when  he  serves  a  sum- 
mons or  any  other  writ.  The  court  had 
given  its  decision  and  the  writ  issued.  I 
do  not  complain  of  the  remedial  Order  in 
Council.  I  think  that  the  government 
merely  did  their  duty  in  this  matter ;  but 
hon.  gentlemen,  the  government  are  so  little 


in  the  habit  of  doing  their  duty,  and  their 
followers  as  well  as  their  opponents  so  rarely 
find  them  doing  it,  that  most  people  were 
more  or  less  surprised  that  they  had  done 
their  duty.  It  is  not  a  remarkable  thing, 
but  the  government  being  so  unused  to 
doing  their  duty  they  thought  that  because 
they  had  in  this  particular  matter  done 
their  duty  for  once,  therefore,  they  were 
entitled  to  the  support  of  all  parties,  not  in 
this  particular  matter  alone  (I  hope  in  this 
particular  matter  tliey  will  have  the  support 
of  all  parties)  but  in  all  matters.  When  they 
went  down  to  different  constituencies  in 
this  country,  they  thought  the  people  of  these 
constituencies  should  forget  all  their  short- 
comings and  manifold  offences  during  the  last 
eighteen  years  and  return  their  candidates 
simply  because  they  had  in  this  particular 
case  done  their  duty.  It  is  something  the 
same  as  though  a  man  who  was  about  dying 
and  who  had  led  a  particularly  bad  life,  who 
had  been  a  drunkard,  a  thief  and  a  liar  and 
had  violated  nine  out  of  the  ten  command- 
ments, should  think  he  was  entitled  to  a 
high  place  in  the  next  world  because  he  had 
not  broken  the  tenth  commandment.  Now, 
hon.  gentlemen,  the  voters  of  Antigonish  and 
Verch^res  did  not  look  at  the  thing  just  in 
that  way.  The  electors  of  Antigonish  thought 
that  the  fiscal  policy  of  the  government 
should  be  somwhat  considered.  The  voters 
of  Antigonish  knew  that  the  government 
profes-:ed  to  be  the  friends  of  the  farmers, 
they  knew  that  the  policy  of  this  farmer- 
loving  government  had  depopulated  their 
county  to  the  extent  of  one-tenth — that  the 
population  had  been  reduced  by  one-tenth 
between  1881  and  1891.  It  is  not  because  the 
people  of  that  county  are  not  given  to  marry- 
ing and  giving  in  marriage,  but  it  is  simply 
because  the  people  have  had  to  leave  the  county 
because  under  the  beneficient  policy  of  the 
government  they  could  not  make  a  living  in 
that  county — one  of  the  bestagricultural  con- 
stituencies in  the  whole  Dominion.  The  elec- 
tors knew  that  the  promises  of  1878  had  not 
been  redeemed.  They  knew  that  the  emi- 
gration had  not  been  stopped.  That  was 
one  of  the  things  which  the  former  leader  of 
the  Conservative  party,  Sir  John  A.  Mac- 
donald,  declared  that  the  new  policy  was  to 
do — that  it  was  to  put  an  end  to  the  emi- 
gration from  Canada.  The  jieople  of  Antig- 
onish knew  that  instead  of  an  end  being  put 
to  that  emigration,  the  emigration  had 
largely  increased.      Then  there   had   beer- 
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speeches  made  by  former  leaders  of  the  gov- 
ernment as  well  as  by  the  departed  premier 
— the  one  last  deceased — to  the  effect  that 
the  public  business  of  this  country  was  to  be 
carried  on  in  the  most  scrupulously  honest 
way.  The  electors  of  Antigonish  felt  that 
those  promises  had  not  been  redemed.  They 
were  fairly  familiar  with  what  is  known  as 
the  McGreevy  case.  They  were  not  aware 
at  that  time  that  Mr.  McGreevy  was  to  sit 
again  in  Parliament  as  a  supporter  of  the 
administration,  but  they  knew  the  history  of 
what  was  known  as  his  case.  They  knew  of 
what  is  commonly  described  as  the  Curran 
Bridge  case,  knew  something  about  what  was 
spoken  of  as  the  hard-pan  claims  in  their 
own  province,  and  they  had  the  fact  that  the 
Minister  of  Justice  who  came  down  to  ask 
them  to  vote  for  the  Ckmservative  candidate 
had,  before  coming  down,  reinstated  in  his 
place  an  oflacer  who  had  been  dismissed  by 
the  former  representative  of  Antigonish  for 
gross  misconduct — that  is,  the  deputy  war- 
den of  the  penitentiary  of  British  Columbia. 
Under  these  circumstances,  the  administra- 
tion of  the  present  government  was  not  satis- 
factory to  the  voters  of  Antigonish  and  they 
decided  to  elect  a  man  of  their  own  choice,  a 
man  who  supported  the  reform  party  whose 
general  policy  they  preferred.  The  govern- 
ment candidate  professed  to  make  the  Mani- 
toba school  question  the  sole  issue.  The 
gentleman,  they  did  elect  is  as  good  a  friend 
of  the  minority  in  Manitoba  as  the  man  who 
was  not  elected,  and  if  any  measure  to  im- 
prove the  condition  of  the  minority  in  Mani- 
toba, is  introduced,  I  have  no  doubt  but  that 
the  government  will  have  the  support  of  that 
gentleman.  Then  when  the  electors  exerci- 
sed their  undoubted  right  to  elect  a  man  of 
their  choice,  what  was  the  line  taken  by  the 
government  press?  I  have  said  that  the 
government  did  their  duty,  and  if  they  had 
done  this  through  a  sense  of  duty,  they 
would  have  been  entitled  to  a  certain  modi- 
cum of  credit.  But,  if  we  judge  from  the 
language  of  the  Montreal  Gazette,  which  I 
think  is  looked  upon  as  being  one  of  the 
organs  of  the  government,  the  government 
were  not  guided  solely  by  a  sense  of  duty. 
What  does  the  Gazette  of  Friday  last  say — 
two  days  after  the  election  ? 

One  inference  drawn  in  some  fjiiarters  is  that 
if  the  electors  who  spoke  on  \\  edneaday  fairly 
voiced  the  sentiment  of  the  country,  and  they 
spoke  in  three  provinces,  the  gorernment  has  not 
only  received  no  encouragement,  to  proceed  with 
remedial  legislation  but  has  actually  been  instruc- 


ted that  any  measure  towards  that  end  will  obtain 
scant  support.  Under  the  circumstances  the  ques- 
tion whether  an  appeal  to  the  whole  electorate 
ought  not  to  precede  remedial  legislation  may  fair- 
ly De  raised,  if  the  Manitoba  Government  declines 
to  obey  the  suggestion  and  finding  of  the  Judicial 
Committee  of  the  Privy  Council. 

And  again  : 

The  speech  from  the  throne  affords  no  clue  to 
the  course  the  government  may  deem  fit  to  pursue 
in  the  event  of  the  Manitoba  authorities  declining 
to  modify  their  school  laws,  but  it  would  be  folly 
to  shut  our  eyes  to  the  fact  that  the  result  of  the 
bye-elections  has  somewhat  altered  the  position  of 
the  question. 

Hon.  SirMACKENZIEBO  WELL— How 
does  that  affect  the  position  you  take,  that 
the  government  is  not  honest  1 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— If  the  government 
were  actuated  solely  by  a  sense  of  duty,  the 
fact  that  when  they  appealed  to  two  or 
three  constituencies,  those  constituencies 
had  not  returned  members  to  support  the 
government  would  not  affect  their  sub- 
sequent action  at  all. 

Hon.Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— It  is 
one  of  the  deductions  drawn  from  the  result 
of  the  elections  by  the  editor  of  that  paper, 
that  is  all. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— As  a  rule,  what  one 
sees  in  the  Montreal  Gazette  is  not  likely  to 
be  far  away  from  what  the  government  and 
its  supporters  think.  The  government  had 
no  choice  in  dealing  with  this  Manitoba 
school  question.  I  may  say  that,  up  to 
last  Monday,  it  was  not  at  all  clear — Par- 
liament had  no  inkling  in  fact — as  to  what 
the  government  proposed  to  do.  Their  reme- 
dial order  was  simply,  as  I  said,  the  sort  of 
ministerial  work,  which  is  done  by  a  sheriff. 
I  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  fact, 
that  when  challenged  on  the  hustings  in  the 
county  of  Antigonish  to  state  what  the 
government  would  do  if  the  legislature  of 
Manitoba  refused  to  obey  the  remedial  or- 
der, the  Minister  of  Justice  did  not  venture 
to  say  what  their  policy  would  be.  That 
being  the  case,  it  is  clear  that  the  govern- 
ment candidate  was  in  no  sense  entitled  to 
claim  in  a  special  way  the  support  of  the 
Catholic  electors.  I  am  free  to  admit  that 
the  speech  made  by  the  hon.  leader  of 
the  government  on  Monday  did  put  a  some- 
what different  face  upon  the  matter.  What 
he    said  is  in   the  remembrance  of    hon. 
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members,  but  I  just  quote  one  expres- 
sion which  seems  to  me  to  make  fairly 
clear  what  he  and  presumably  the  govern- 
ment propose  to  do : 

It  mast  prove  to  every  reader  of  that  debate, 
this  important  fact  that  when  the  resolutions  were 
introduced  admitting  Manitoba  into  the  confeder- 
ation, it  was  believed  we  were  granting  the  same 
rights  and  privileges  to  the  Roman  Catholics  of 
Manitoba  that  had  been  granted  to  the  minority 
in  Quebec  and  to  the  minority  in  Ontario  in  rela- 
tion to  schools.  It  was  for  that  reasoq,  believing 
that  we  were  conceding  to  that  province  what  they 
did  not  then  have,  that  I  recorded  ray  vote  as  I 
then  did ;  but  I  trust  the  day  will  never  arrive 
when  the  party  with  which  I  am  connected  will 
violate  any  agreement  into  which  they  have 
entered. 

The  hon.  gentleman  recognized  the  Mauii- 
toba  Act  as  an  agreement.  I  hope  that  in 
making  this  utterance,  he  Was  speaking  in 
his  capacity  as  leader  of  the  government  and 
as  representing  the  sentiment  of  the  govern- 
ment. I  was  a  little  surprised  at  the  refer- 
ence made  by  the  hon.  the  leader  of  the  gov- 
ernment to  what  had  taken  place  on  former 
occasions.  The  hon.  gentleman  said  that  it 
was  a  matter  of  satisfaction  to  know  that  in 
1870  and  1871,  a  Conservative  government 
was  in  power  in  Manitoba ;  and  he  intimated 
that  if  a  Conservative  government  were  in 
power  there  now,  they  would  do  justice  to 
the  minority. 

Hon.8irMACKENZIEBOWELL-There 
never  would  have  been  any  occasion  for  such 
action. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— The  hon.  gentleman 
perhaps  is  right — perhaps  he  is  not.  He 
referred,  in  his  speech  which  I  have  just 
quoted,  to  the  difference  between  the  opinions 
expressed  by  various  members  of  the  Oppo- 
sition. I  am  not  aware  that  there  has  been 
any  very  great  divergency  in  the  opinions 
expresswi  by  the  members  of  the  Opposition, 
but  if  there  has  been,  they  are  no  w^orse 
than  the  government,  for  the  bon.  gentle- 
man's own  colleagues  told  totally  different 
stories  in  different  parts  of  the  country. 
Down  in  Antigonish  and  Verch^res  the  elec- 
tors were  asked  to  support  the  government 
candidate  because  the  government  proposed 
to  introduce  remedial  legislation.  In  the 
county  of  Haldimand,  however,  it  was  re- 
presented that  the  remedial  order  was  a 
mere  mechanical  act  on  the  part  of  the  gov- 
ernment— an  act,  as  I  said  before,  somewhat 
similar  to  that  of  a  sheriff  who  served  a 


writ — and  that  it  did  not  commit  the 
government  to  anything.  The  hon.  gentle- 
man took  the  ground  that  always  and  every- 
where the  Conservative  party  was  the  party 
which  had  supported  the  rights  of  mino- 
rities. Now  the  hon.  gentleman's  memory 
must  be  failing;  because  it  is  within  the 
knowledge  of  every  hon.  gentleman  here  that 
during  thelastthreeelectionsintheprovince  of 
Ontario  the  party  with  which  the  Dominion 
Government  is  associated  made  their  greatest 
attack  upon  the  local  government  on  this 
very  question  of  separate  schools,  claiming 
that  the  Liberal  government  were  too  friendly 
to  the  separate  school  system.  Not  only 
is  that  the  case,  but  I  happen  to  have  under 
my  hand  an  extract  from  a  platform  adopted 
by  the  Conservative  party  of  the  province  of 
Manitoba  previous  to  the  election  of  1892. 
This  document  was  adopted  at  a  convention 
held  in  Winnipeg  on  the  30th  of  May,  1892. 
The  sixth  article  or  plank  of  the  platform 
relates  to  schools  and  is  as  follows  : 

The  Opposition  hereby  declare  : 

1.  That  they  are  in  favour  of  one  uniform  system 
of  public  schools  for  the  province. 

2.  That  they  are  ready  and  willing  to  loyally 
carry  out  the  present  act  should  it  be  held  by  the 
ju(lii:ial  committee  of  the  Privy  Council  of  Great 
Britain,  to  be  within  the  legislative  power  of  the 
province. 

3.  That  in  the  event  of  such  school  act  being  held 
by  the  judicial  committee  of  the  Privy  Council  of 
Great  Britain  to  be  beyond  the  legislative  power 
of  the  province,  they  will  endeavour  to  secure  such 
amendments  to  the  "  British  North  America  Act  " 
and  the  "  Manitoba  Act "  as  will  place  educational 
matters  wholly  within  the  legislative  power  of  the 
province  of  Manitoba,  witnout  appeal  to  the 
governor  in  council  or  the  Parliament  of  Canada. 

Now  in  the  face  of  these  facts,  I  must 
say  I  was  surprised  at  the  line  taken 
by  the  hon.  the  leader  of  this  House,  I 
have  always  admired  the  boldness  of  our 
opponents ;  and  I  do  not  know  that  I  have 
ever  seen  a  better  example  of  that  boldness 
than  is  afforded  in  this  case.  As  to  what 
the  government  ought  to  have  done  in  this 
matter  I  do  not  propose  to  say  very  much. 
The  hon.  gentleman  from  Ottawa  (Mr.  Scott), 
said  that  the  government  ought  to  have 
disallowed  the  Acts  passed  by  the  legisla- 
ture of  Manitoba  in  1890  ;  and,  under  all 
the  circumstances,  perhaps  if  I  had  been  a 
member  of  the  government  I  should  have 
been  in  favour  of  that  line  of  policy.  At 
the  same  time,  I  am  not  prepared  to  say 
that  the  government  were  very  much  to 
blame  for  the  line  which  they  did  take 
The  resolution  introduced  by  the  Hon.  Mr. 
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Blake  in  the  other  House  of  Parliament, 
which  was  afterwards  crystallized  into  a 
statute,  was,  on  the  whole,  a  wise  and 
judicious  one.  When  questions  come  up 
which  are  calculated  to  excite  strong  feeling, 
like  questions  of  race  and  religion,  it  is  well 
to  have  an  impartial  tribunal  to  deal  with 
them,  and  I  am  not  prepared  to  say  that 
Mr.  Blake  made  a  mistake  in  that  instance. 
I  think,  however, -that  the  event  has  shown 
that  it  would  have  been  the  wisest  plan  to 
have  disallowed  these  Acts  at  first,  because 
a  great  deal  of  difficulty  would  have  been 
avoided.  It  is  a  very  hard  thing  now  to  go 
back  to  the  position  in  which  things  were  in 
1890.  Withrespectto  the  future,  I  hope  that 
the  province  of  Manitoba  will  itself  settle 
this  difficulty.  That  province  was  the  cause 
of  the  difficulty,  and  I  think  it  should  settle 
it.  There  is  this  further  advantage  to  urge 
on  behalf  of  such  a  course  (among  others) 
that  any  statute  passed  by  the  province 
could  at  a  later  date  be  amended  if  necessary, 
while  it  is  questionable  whether  we  could 
amend  the  [Dominion  legislation.  1  think 
we  could,  but  the  remedial  order  expresses 
a  doubt,  and  it  is  better  that  there  should 
not  be  any  doubt  on  a  question  of  that  kind. 
I  am  glad  to  be  able  to  gather,  from  the 
observations  of  a  member  of  the  government 
in  the  other  House  of  Parliament,  that  the 
government  would  not  insist  upon  the 
absolute  re-enactment  of  the  Act  of  1881. 
That  is  the  Act  which  I  believe  was  repeal- 
ed by  the  Act  of  1890,  and  in  it  were  em- 
bodied and  consolidated  the  previous  pro- 
vincial Acts  relating  to  education.  In  other 
provinces  of  the  Dominion  it  has  been  found 
practicable  to  combine  efficiency  in  secular 
teaching  with  a  certain  amount  of  religious 
training ;  and  I  feel  that  there  ought  to  be 
statesmanship  enough  in  the  province  of 
Manitoba  to  be  able  to  bring  about  that 
state  of  affairs  there  also.  I  do  not  feel  that 
I  am  authorized  to  speak  for  the  opposition, 
but  I  am  not  going  too  far  when  I  say  the 
government  may  feel  assured  that  if  action 
on  their  part  becomes  necessary  through  the 
inaction  of  Manitoba,  there  will  be  no 
attempt  on  the  part  of  the  opposition  to 
embarrass  them  any  more  than  there  was  on 
the  question  of  the  Jesuits'  Estates  Act. 
The  hon.  the  leader  of  the  opposition  stated 
months  ago  that  he  did  not  propose  to  make 
use  of  the  Manitoba  school  question  as  a 
means  of  getting  into  power,  and  I  do  not 
think  that  he  has  changed  his  views  upon 
that  subject. 


To  my  surprise  I  find  a  paragraph  in  his 
Excellency's  speech  referring  to  the  existence 
of  a  depression  in  trade  in  Canada.  Now  I 
did  not  think  that  we  were  ever  to  have  any- 
think  of  that  sort  in  Canada  again.  We  were 
told  that  one  of  the  main  objects  of  the  Na- 
tional Policy  was  to  render  Canada  proof 
against  all  these  attacks  of  depression  in 
trade.  This  paragraph  mentions  the  fact 
that  this  depression  is  world  wide.  Well, 
there  was  world  wide  depression  in  1877-78, 
but  I  remember  that  the  hon.  gentlemen 
and  their  friends  did  not  say  that  that  was 
any  excuse  for  depression  in  Canada  then. 
They  blamed  the  government  of  the  country 
for  it.  They  held  that  the  government  of 
the  country  should  make  the  country  prosper- 
ous by  legislation ;  and  we  remember  the  con- 
temptuous way  in  which  the  government  of 
that  day,  who  did  not  pretend  that  they 
could  control  this  world  wide  depression  and 
keep  it  out  of  Canada,  were  spoken  of  as 
"  flies  on  the  wheel."  Now  those  gentlemen, 
who  ridiculed  the  government  of  that  day  as 
flies  on  the  wheel,  have  come  down  to  Par- 
liament and  admitted  that,  after  all,  they 
are  only  flies  on  the  wheel  themselves.  I  am 
not  going  into  this  trade  question  particular- 
ly, but  there  are  two  or  three  points  about 
it  which  suggest  themselves  to  one.  The 
government  try  to  pose  as  friends  of  the 
farmers.  It  is  a  curious  thing  that,  after 
seventeen  years  of  this  policy  of  the  farmers' 
friends,  there  are  according  to  the  census 
about  7,000  farmers  less  in  the  country 
thaji  there  were  in  1881.  The  government 
may  be  fostering  national  industry,  but  they 
are  certainly  not  fostering  the  national  farm- 
ers. The  hon.  the  leader  of  the  government,  to 
my  surprise,  claimed  for  the  National  Policy 
our  increased  export  of  cheese  and  butter. 
The  hon.  gentleman  did  not  show,  and  no  hon. 
gentleman  can  show,  how  the  National 
Policy,  which  makes  the  principal  necessaries 
of  life  dearer  to  the  farmer,  to  the  people 
who  raise  butter  and  cheese,  helps  them  to 
increase  their  export  of  these  articles.  The 
letting  of  Australian  butter  into  British 
Columbia  and  other  parts  of  the  country  is 
not  calculated  to  increase  the  market  of  the 
farmers.  Then  this  paragraph  of  the  speech, 
in  a  lame  sort  of  a  way,  tries  to  find  reasons 
for  the  deficit  which  they  have  to  admit,  a 
very  large  deficit,  and  they  say  that  it  is 
due  to  a  certain  extent  to  reduction  of  tax- 
ation. Now,  inasmuch  as  a  careful  investi- 
gation shows  that  the  total  reduction  of 
taxation  amounts,  on    the  business  of  the 
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last  fiscal  year,  to  one-tenth  of  one  per  cent, 
it  is  quite  clear  the  reduction  of  taxation 
has  not  had  much  to  do  with  the  reduction 
of  the  revenue.  If  there  was  one  thing 
which  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  when  they 
were  in  opposition,  and  for  many  years  after 
they  had  come  into  power,  were  fond  of 
talking  about,  it  was  the  deficits  under 
the  Mackenzie  admini.'^tration,  and  now, 
hon.  gentlemen  have  got  to  come  to  Parlia- 
ment with  a  deficit  for  the  present  year, 
which  is  as  large  as  all  the  Mskckenzie 
deficits  taken  together. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— Oh,  na 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— The  hon.  gentleman 
may  say  no,  but  there  are  the  figures.  The 
deficit  is  over  five  millions,  and  it  will  pro- 
bably be  six  millions  by  the  first  of  July. 
The  only  remedy  suggested  by  His  Excel- 
lency's speech  is  economy.  Now,  hon.  gen- 
tlemen, the  intentions  of  the  government,  with 
respect  to  economy  may  be  very  good,  but 
up  to  the  present  time,  their  execution  has 
fallen  short  of  their  intentions.  The  gov- 
ernment have  been  economical  now  for  more 
than  a  year.  I  think  the  Finance  Minister 
last  year  spoke  of  the  necessity  of  economy, 
but  they  are  still  spending,  in  s'pite  of  their 
economy,  about  twelve  million  dollars  a  year 
more  than  their  predecessors  did.  Mr. 
Mackenzie's  administration  spent  in  their 
most  extravagant  year  a  trifle  over  824,000,- 
000,  and  the  present  administration  have 
spent  somewhere  in  the  neighbourhood  of 
837,000,000  during  the-  past  year  ;  and  it 
will  be  remembered  that  in  those  days  my 
hon.  friend  from  Quints  and  other  hon. 
gentlemen  who  thought  that  $24,000,000 
was  a  great  deal  too  much  to  spend,  and 
that  the  business  of  the  country  could  be 
conducted  on  about  $22,000,000  ;  and  how 
these  hon.  gentlemen  can  now  defend  their 
expenditure  of  $37,000,000  or  $38,000,000, 
while  they  are  labouring  under  the  present 
attack  of  economy,  is  something  one  cannot 
understand.  Although  this  is  not  perhaps 
the  time  to  discuss  the  expenditure  of  the 
country,  I  cannot  forbear  to  call  attention 
to  a  scheme,  illustrative  of  this  proposed 
economy,  which  has  recently  come  to  light. 
It  has  been  stated  in  the  newspapers,  and  I 
think  there  is  good  foundation  for  the  state- 
ment that  the  government  propose  to  make 
a  grant  to  the  Hudson  Bay  Railway  Co.  of 
something  like  two  and  a  half  million  dol- 


lars, which  would  involve  a  permanent 
charge  of  about  $100,000  a  year,  which  is  a 
great  deal  more  than  would  be  made  up  by 
many  small  economies  ;  and  the  government 
propose  to  do  this  in  the  face  of  the  fact 
that,  in  as  far  as  evidence  taken  with  re- 
spect to  that  Hudson  Bay  route  is  concern- 
ed, the  weight  of  that  evidence  is  altogether 
against  the  practicability  of  the  Hudson  Bay 
route  as  a  means  of  getting  out  the  harvests 
of  the  North-west. 

Hon.  Mr.  PEKLEY— It  is  not  the  Hud- 
son Bay  Railway.     It  is  a  colonization  road. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Well,  it  is  called  in 
the  newspapers  the  Hudson  Bay  Railway. 
The  government,  the  other  day,  were  think- 
ing of  having  a  general  election,  and  it  was 
hinted  that  they  were  not  quite  as  popular 
in  the  North-west  as  they  had  been,  and  it 
was  supposed  that  the  people  of  the  North- 
west were  in  favour  of  this  wild  scheme  of 
a  railway  to  Hudson  Bay ;  and  the  govern- 
ment, therefore,  proposed  to  spend  the  two 
and  a  half  million  dollars  with  a  view  of 
economically  securing  the  votes  of  the  peo- 
ple of  the  North-west. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALMON — The  hon.  gentleman 
does  not  want  the  government  to  suspend 
those  works  in  progress  in  Halifax,  because 
we  want  them  very  much . 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  forbear  to  make 
any  observation  on  the  interruption  of  my 
hon.  colleague.  I  shall  only  say  that  I  do 
not  think  logic  is  the  hon.  gentleman's  forte, 
and  shall  let  it  go  at  that.  I  was  rather 
surprised  that  the  premier,  who  usually 
appears  disposed  to  receive  courteously  the 
suggestions  of  the  opposition,  did  not  show 
the  gratitude  he  might  have  done  for  the 
suggestion  made  by  the  hon.  leader  of  the 
opposition,  that  he  should  reduce  the  duties 
upon  certain  staple  articles  vrith  a  view  of 
increasing  the  revenue.  The  hon.  leader  of 
the  government  actually  did  not  seem  to 
understand  the  argument  of  the  hon.  gentle- 
man from  Ottawa.  The  tariff  of  the  present 
government  is  avowedly  a  protective  tariff. 
If  a  protective  tariff  is  successful,  it  shuts 
out  importations,  it  prevents  importation. 
That  is  what  it  is  intended  for,  to  exclude 
foreign  products ;  and  if  it  excludes  foreign 
products,  we  get  no  revenue.  If  there  are 
no    products  coming  in  to  pay  a  duty,  it 
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is  perfectly  clear  we  do  not  get  any  duty. 
If  you  reduce  the  protective  tariff  so  that 
the  goods  can  be  imported,  then  there  is  a 
chance  to  get  revenue ;  and  anything  clearer 
than  that  cannot  be  well  imagined.  If  you 
have  a  revenue  tariff,  a  tariff  fixed  at  a 
pretty  low  figure,  which  does  not  shut  out 
importations  and  is  not  protective,  a  slight 
increase  in  that  tariff  will  give  you  an  in- 
creased revenue,  because  our  people  have  to 
get  goods  from  the  outside  world. 

His  Excellency  refers  to  his  travels  during 
the  recess  of  Parliament ;  and  as  to  that 
paragraph  of  the  speech  I  wish  simply  to 
remark  that  His  Excellency  and  his  countess 
made  a  most  favourable  impression  on  the 
people  of  Nova  Scotia  wherever  they  went. 
I  hope  that  this  feeling  is  mutual.  I  hope 
that  His  Excellency  and  the  Countess  of 
Aberdeen  have  been  favourably  impressed 
by  Nova  Scotia  and  its  people. 

There  is  another  important  paragraph  in 
the  address,  and  when  I  have  done  with  that 
I  shall  resume  my  seat — that  is  the  paragraph 
with  respect  to  the  admission  of  Newfound- 
land.    This  paragraph  says  : 

We  receive  with  a  deep  sense  of  their  impor- 
tance Your  Excellency's  statements  that  the  Gov- 
ernment of  Newfoundland  having  intimated  its 
desire  to  renew  negotiations  looking  to  the  admis- 
sion of  that  colony  into  thu  Dominion  of  Canada,  a 
sub-committee  of  Your  Excellency's  advisers  have 
recently  met  in  conference  a  delegation  from  the 
Island  Government  and  discussed  with  them  the 
terms  of  union,  and  that  it  will  be  a  subject  of 
general  congratulation  if  the  negotiations  now 
pending  result  in  the  incorporation  of  Her 
Majesty's  oldest  colonial  possession  into  the 
Canadian  Confederation. 

It  would  be  a  benefit  to  the  province  from 
which  I  come  if  Newfoundland  entered  the 
union.  It  would  probably  be  of  some  bene- 
fit also  to  other  portions  of  the  Dominion  ; 
but  the  action  of  Parliament  on  the  question 
of  the  admission  of  that  island  should  de- 
pend on  the  terms  agreed  upon.  There  is 
such  a  thing  as  buying  even  Newfoundland 
at  too  high  a  price.  We  should  not  purchase 
a  quarrel.  Canada  should  insist  that  the 
question  of  the  French  shore  should  be  set- 
tled in  a  satisfactory  way  before  Newfound- 
land comes  into  the  union.  We  all  know 
that  England  finds  that  question  troublesome 
and  England  would  be  only  too  happy  to  get 
rid  of  the  trouble  and  hand  it  over  to  Can- 
ada to  be  dealt  with.  We  have  trouble 
enough  of  our  own  of  various  kinds,  and  we 
should  not  consent  to  take  Newfoundland 
in  until  this  question  has  been  finally  settled 


in  a  satisfactory  way.  There  is  another  im- 
portant point  with  respect  to  the  proposed 
admission  of  Newfoundland.  Whatever 
terms  are  agreed  upon  between  the  present 
government  of  Newfoundland  and  the  gov- 
ernment and  Parliament  of  Canada,  should 
be  submitted  to  the  popular  vote  in  New- 
foundland. The  present  representatives  of 
that  island  were  not  elected  with  reference 
to  the  question  of  union  at  all.  That  ques- 
tion was  not  in  issue  in  any  sense.  The 
present  representatives  of  the  constitu- 
encies of  Newfoundland  have  no  mandate 
whatever  to  hand  over  their  island  to  Canada, 
and  Canada  should  not  be  a  party  to  any 
such  transaction  as  that  would  be.  I  never 
supposed  that  anything  of  the  kind  was  pro- 
bable ;  but  I  have  noticed  in  the  papers 
since  the  visit  of  the  delegates  to  Ottawa, 
statements  that  it  was  not  intended  to  take 
the  sense  of  the  voters  of  Newfoundland  on 
this  question.  I  hope  Canada  will  not  be  a 
party  to  what  all  fair  minded  men  must  re- 
gard as  a  gross  outrage  on  popular  rights.  If 
sound  principle  and  a  feeling  of  fair  play  to 
the  voters  of  Newfoundland  do  not  prevent 
the  Parliament  of  Canada  from  agreeing  to 
the  union  without  a  vote  of  the  island  elec- 
tors being  first  taken  on  the  question,  surely 
the  experience  which  Canada  had  of  Nova 
Scotia  in  the  early  days  of  confederation 
should  prevent  us  from  having  a  second  edi- 
tion of  Nova  Scotia.  We  can  afford  to  wait 
until  Newfoundland  is  ready  to  come  in, 
until  her  people  are  satisfied  to  come  in.  The 
day  will  come  when  the  majority  will  be  satis- 
fied to  come  in,  if  they  are  not  satisfied  now, 
and  we  can  wait.  Some  hon.  gentleman  spoke 
of  Newfoundland  as  being  the  key  of  the 
confederation,  and  he  seemed  to  think  that 
was  a  very  strong  reason  why  we  should 
grant  almost  any  terms  for  her  admission  to 
the  union  ;  but  while  the  key  of  confedera- 
tion is  in  the  hands  of  the  mother  country,  I 
think  we  can  rest  easy. 

With  respect  to  the  measures  which  are 
proposed  to  be  introduced,  there  is  only  one 
to  which  I  wish  to  refer,  and  that  is  an 
insolvency  law.  Hon.  gentlemen  know  that 
a  good  deal  of  time  was  devoted  last  year 
to  the  consideration  of  a  measure  respecting 
insolvency,  and  that  when  that  measure  had 
reached  its  final  form,  there  was  still  a  good 
deal  of  difference  of  opinion  amongst  hon. 
members  with  respect  to  its  merits.  That 
measure  was  asked  for  chiefly  by  the  boards 
of  trade  and  the    banks  of    Ontario  and 
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Quebec.  The  representatives  of  those 
bodies  stated  before  the  committee  of  the 
House  that  if  they  had  in  the  other  prov- 
inces the  same  sort  of  legislation  that  exists 
in  Ontario  or  Quebec,  they  would  not  ask 
for  this  insolvency  law.  Since  the  proro- 
gation of  Parliament  last  year  the  province 
of  New  Brunswick  has  passed  an  Act  almost 
identical  with  that  of  Ontario.  A  similar 
measure  was  introduced  in  the  legislature  of 
Nova  Scotia  last  session  and  was  defeated 
more  by  chance  than  otherwise  in  the  legis- 
lative council  during  the  closing  hours  of 
the  session.  I  have  no  doubt,  but  that  the 
measure  will  be  passed  at  the  next  session 
of  the  local  legislature  ;  and  there  does  not 
seem  to  be  any  reason  to  devote  our  energies 
during  the  warm  weather  to  going  aU  over 
that  matter  again.  There  are  other  things 
that  I  might  refer  to  but  I  think  I  have 
said  enough  already.  I  can  only  say,  with 
respect  to  the  closing  paragraph  of  His  Ex- 
cellency's speech,  that  the  Queen's  representa- 
tive may  feel  sure  that  the  members  of  the 
opposition  will  bring  to  the  deliberations  of 
parliament  at  least  as  strong  a  love  for  their 
country,  and  just  as  earnest  a  desire  to  do 
that  which  is  best  for  the  country  as  the 
supporters  of  the  administration. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.  C.)— I  do 
not  intend  to  refer  to  all  the  paragraphs  in 
the  address,  but  I  wish  to  say  a  few  words 
on  two  or  three  of  the  subjets  dealt  with  by 
His  Excellency.  Although  it  has  been  cus- 
tomary for  the  leader  of  the  House  and  the 
leader  of  the  opposition  to  monopolize  the 
expression  of  their  approval  of  the  speeches 
delivered  by  the  mover  and  the  seconder  of 
the  address  yet,  on  this  occasion,  I  wish  to 
depart  from  that  custom,  and  express  my 
admiration  for  the  speech  of  the  hon.  gentle- 
men from  Pictou,  which  was  couched  in  the 
most  perfect  and  appropriate  language,  and 
also  the  pleasure  with  which  I  listened  to 
the  speech  of  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Prince 
Edward  Inland.  In  addition  to  the  eloquence 
which  they  displayed,  there  is  another  phase 
of  their  speeches  to  which  I  wish  to  call 
attention.  The  speech  from  the  throne  gene- 
rally concludes  with  an  invocation  for  divine 
guidance  in  the  proceedings  of  Parliament, 
and  very  often  that  paragraph  is  passed 
over  lightly  by  movers  and  seconders ;  but 
on  this  occasion  both  of  these  hon.  gentlemen 
referred  to  that  paragraph  in  the  most  reve- 
rential and  solemn  manner.     In  days  such 


as  we  live  in,  it  is  gratifying  to  find  some 
who  have  convictions  and  who  have  the 
courage  of  their  convictions.  I  do  not  intend 
to  follow  every  paragraph  of  the  speech  of 
His  Excellency.  On  the  trade  question  I 
will  simply  place  one  or  two  economical 
facts  before  the  hon.  the  header  of  the 
opposition  who  has  made  extraordinary 
statements  on  the  subject.  It  is  well 
known  that  food  and  products  of  all 
kinds  have  not  been  so  cheap  for  the  last 
forty  years  in  Ctmada,  the  United  States 
and  England  as  during  the  last  year.  It  is 
also  known  that  there  are  more  hungry,  idle, 
unemployed  people  in  these  countries  at 
present  than  there  have  been  for  years. 
What  benefit  is  it  to  the  farm  labourer  in 
England  if  foreign  and  colonial  wheat, 
beef,  cheese  and  butter  are  cheap  if  he 
cannot  earn  a  day's  wages  t  What  benefit  is 
it  to  the  Manchester  cotton  spinner  and 
weaver  if  imported  American  cottons  are 
cheap  if  his  own  factory  gives  him  work 
and  wages  for  three  days  only  out  of  six  ? 
What  benefit  is  it  to  the  iron  workers  of 
Sheffield,  Newcastle,  Birmingham,  and 
Glasgow  if  foreign  iron  is  cheap  if  they  are 
working  on  half  time  ?  The  hon.  gentleman 
from  Ottawa  says :  lower  the  duty  and  you 
will  increase  the  revenue,  but  he  failed  to 
show  how  that  could  be  done.  England  is 
held  up  by  that  gentleman  and  others  as 
having  the  model  financial  and  commercial 
system  of  the  world.  Does  she  lower  her 
taxation  when  increased  revenue  is  required  t 
Just  the  contrary  :  she  at  once  raises  her 
income  tax — and  this  very  year  it  is  higher 
than  it  has  been,  excepting  when  war  was 
going  one.  Any  one  who  tries  to  show  that 
the  policy  pursued  there  could  be  adopted 
here,  is  very  much  at  fault  in  his  political 
economy.  The  conditions  of  the  two  coun- 
tries are  entirely  difierent.  England  has  a 
large  accumulation  of  wealth,  with  abun- 
dance of  cheap  labour,  cheap  coal  and  iron, 
and  large  fleets  of  ships  on  every  sea  carrying 
her  products  hither  and  thither.  This 
country  is  young,  comparatively  without 
capital,  labour  is  dearer,  coaJ  and  iron  are 
dearer — there  can  be  no  comparison  between 
the  two  countries.  The  hon.  gentleman 
from  Shell  River  in  his  efforts  in  behalf  of 
free  trade,  has  made  a  very  strong  case 
for  the  National  Policy.  He  has  shown 
that  one  hundred  millions  of  dollars  annually 
are  paid  out  in  wages  by  manufacturers.  Is 
not   that   large    sum,    spent    amongst    the 
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labouring  population  of  this  country,  a  great 
boon  to  them  1  Were  it  not  for  the  moderate 
protection  afforded  the  industries  of  this 
country,  that  large  sum  now  expended  for 
wages  would  be  paid  in  other  countries 
manufacturing  for  our  wants,  and  not  paid 
in  Canada.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  also 
shown  the  enormous  volume  of  annual  pro- 
duction of  commodities,  over  §400,000,000. 
Just  think  of  the  wealth  and  consuming 
power  of  this  country  to  be  able  to  absorb 
such  an  immense  value  in  addition  to  our 
annual  importation  of  about  8120,000,0001 
Then,  again,  look  at  the  large  amount  of 
wealth  kept  in  the  country  by  reason  of  this 
home  production.  One  can  readily 
understand  why  a  decline  may  take 
place  in  our  imports  and  revenue,  when 
we  have  so  large  a  quantity  of  home 
production  to  supply  our  wants.  As  a 
matter  of  course,  the  more  we  supply  our 
home  market  with  our  own  manufactures 
the  less  we  require  to  import,  and  the  less 
will  be  the  revenue  from  importations.  So 
that  before  very  long  other  sources  of 
revenue  may  have  to  be  looked  for. 

With  regard  to  the  Manitoba  school  ques- 
tion, I  am  fully  convinced  that  an  injustice 
has  been  done  the  minority  which  should  be 
and  I  hope  will  be  rectified.  A  prescribed 
right  exercised  for  twenty  years  has  been 
ruthlessly  taken  away  from  the  minority, 
an  act  not  to  the  credit  of  the  Grit  govern- 
ment of  Manitoba.  My  voice  and  my  vote 
will  go  for  justice  to  the  minority. 

I  have  to  express  on  behalf  of  the  people 
of  British  Columbia  the  great  pleasure  we 
had  in  the  visit  of  the  Governor  General  and 
Her  Excellency  the  Countess  of  Abeixleen 
last  winter.  Everywhere  they  met  with  a 
most  enthusiastic  and  loyal  reception,  and 
they  endeared  themselves  to  all  with  whom 
they  came  in  contact.  During  the  whole  of 
their  stay  at  Victoria  they  worked  incessantly 
attending  meetings  of  school  children,  cha- 
ritable and  other  institutions,  speaking 
kind,  useful  and  encouraging  words  where- 
ever  they  went.  We  earnestly  hope  Their 
Excellencies  will  repeat  their  visit.  I  now 
pass  to  a  darker  side  of  the  picture.  Few,  if 
any  public  men  have  died  in  Canada  whose 
loss  has  been  so  much  felt  and  lamented  as 
that  of  Sir  John  Thompson.  Those  who  came 
in  contact  with  him  could  not  help  being 
impressed  with  his  fairness,  his  high  sense  of 
justice,  and  integrity,  Modest  in  his  demean- 
our,   he   was  always   courteous,    civil,    and 


kind.  I  often  noticed,  that  although  leader  of 
the  House  of  Commons,  he  very  seldom  spoke, 
and  never  sought  to  impress  his  own  superi- 
ority ;  but  when  he  did  speak,  his  words 
carried  with  them  quasi-judicial  weight, 
which  gained  the  respect  and  confidence  of 
his  political  opponents,  as  well  as  of  his  own 
friends.  The  hon.  gentleman  from  Ottawa 
has  expressed  his  condolence  in  very  consi- 
derate and  appropriate  language.  Advancing 
from  a  humble  position  in  life,  by  his  indo- 
mitable perseverance  to  the  high  and  honour- 
ed position  he  occupied  in  the  councils  of  the 
country,  and  in  the  hearts  of  the  people,  the 
life,  and  progress  of  Sir  John  Thompson  may 
well  be  emulated  by  the  young  men  of  this 
Dominion.  Great  and  small,  rich  and  poor, 
however,  must  die,  and  leave  this  sphere  of 
action,  and  many  would  wish  to  end  their 
days  amidst  surroundings  of  their  own  selec- 
tion ;  but  the  highest  ambition  of  the  depar- 
ted premier  never  anticipated  such  royal  sur- 
roundings as  he  had' — romantic  and  tragic 
in  the  highest  degree,  surrounded  by  the 
noble  of  the  land.  The  heart  of  the  British 
nation,  and  the  sovereign  head  of  that  great 
nation  were  with  him  in  that  last  hour. 
Our  gracious  Queen  marked  her  esteem 
and  tender  sympathy  by  her  attention  to 
the  dead  premier's  family,  and  by  the  honours 
paid  to  his  mortal  remains — all  of  which  is 
a  source  of  pride  and  satisfaction  to  this 
country,  as  well  as  to  his  family  and  rela- 
tions. But  we  must  not  dwell  too  much  on 
such  sad  events  in  public  life.  The  world 
must  move,  the  work  of  this  country  must 
go  on,  and  in  our  sorrow  we  may  congratu- 
late ourselves  that  men  can  be  found  quali- 
fied to  take  the  places  of  those  who  have 
gone.  In  Sir  John  Thompson's  successor 
to  the  premierehip.  Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell, 
we  have  a  man  who  will  fill  the  office  with 
assiduity,  integrity  and  ability.  I  cordially 
join  the  mover  and  seconder,  and  this  House, 
in  giving  him  our  hearty  congratulations 
for  the  title  conferred  on  him  by  our  gracious 
Queen,  and  will  add,  as  others  have  done, 
long  may  he  li\'e  to  enjoy  his  title,  and  long 
may  he  as  premier  continue  to  lead  his  party, 
and  this  House  on  to  victory. 

The  remarks  of  my  hon.  colleague  from 
Victoria  about  representation  in  the 
Cabinet  are  perfectly  correct  as  far  as  the 
opinions  of  the  people  of  British  Columbia 
are  concerned.  They  believe  they  have  not 
been  treated  with  the  consideration  and 
justice  which  their  position  commercially  and 
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finaacially  gave  them  the  right  to  expect. 
Ever  since  British  Columbia  came  into  the 
union  they  have  sent  supporters  of  the 
Liberal-Conservative  party  to  Ottawa.  As 
this  is  manifestly  a  party  and  government 
of  fairness,  I  feel  sure  that  this  matter  has 
been  aa  oversight,  and  that  justice  will 
speedily  be  done  the  province  that  I  have 
the  honour  to  represent. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— I  generally  like 
to  follow  my  hon.  friend  from  Halifax.  His 
views  and  mine  are  so  opposite  to  each  other 
and  his  opinions  are  so  heterodox,  in  my 
opinion,  on  public  matters  and  policy,  that 
I  generally  find  a  great  deal  to  say  when  he 
gives  me  material  for  thought  and  speech, 
but  on  this  occasion  he  has  left  me  very 
little.  I  have  listened  to  his  comments  upon 
the  question  before  tis  and  I  am  certainly 
with  him  on  everything  he  said  about  the 
Manitoba  school  question.  The  action  of 
the  government  is  simply  sustaining  what 
many  of  us  last  session  considered  were  the 
rights  of  Manitoba,  of  which  they  had  been 
unjustly  deprived,  and  therefore  we  should 
give  them  redress.  That  came  up  before  us 
in  a  resolution  by  my  hon.  friend  from  St 
Boniface,  in  which  I  took  the  same  position 
as  the  government  has  now  taken,  and  which 
the  judicial  committee  of  the  Privy  Council 
have  determined  are  their  rights ;  so  I  may 
at  a  future  stage  of  my  remarks  comment 
more  fully  upon  that,  but  for  the  present  I 
may  say  I  am  fully  in  accord  with  my  hon. 
friend.  The  government  have  done  nothing 
more  than  they  should  have  done,  nothing 
more  than  they  were  justified  in  doing,  noth- 
ingmore  than  they  were  compelled  todo  under 
the  decision  of  the  Privy  Council.  No  man 
doubts  or  denies  that  the  Manitoba  Act  of 
1890  deprived  the  Roman  Catholics  of  their 
constitutional  rights,  and  the  order  of  the 
Governor  in  Council,  following  the  decision 
of  the  Judicial  Committee,  directs  restor- 
ation of  those  rights,  and  we  here  have 
heard  the  declaration  which  our  premier 
plainly  expressed,  that  if  the  Manitoba  Gov- 
ernment does  not  provide  remedial  legis- 
lation, the  Dominion  Government  will  do  so. 
The  remediil  order  was  passed  exactly  after 
and  in  accordance  with  the  decision  of  the 
PrivyCounciI,that  the  separate  school  system 
of  1870  should  be  restored  and  that  Roman 
Catholics  should  not  be  obliged  to  contri- 
bute to  any  other  schools.  My  hon. 
friend  from  Halifax  dealt  with   the  trade 


question  and  commenced  by  questioning 
the  policy  of  the  government  with  regard 
to  the  French  treaty.  That  question  was 
before  us  last  session  and  fully  dis- 
cussed and  the  merits  and  demerits  of  it 
laid  before  us  by  my  hon.  friend,  as  well  as 
by  the  persons  who  supported  the  govern- 
ment on  that  treaty  motion  ;  therefore,  I 
have  little  to  say  upon  it.  My  hon. 
friend  says  it  is  free  trade.  Well,  that  is 
part  of  our  policy  in  regard  to  extending 
our  trade  with  other  countries.  It  is  simply 
more  reciprocity,  and,  instead  of  being  an 
injury  to  us,  we  consider  it  a  great  benefit  to 
us  in  many  of  our  fisheries,  the  lobster  fishery 
particularly,  and  the  lumber  trade,  two  im- 
portant industries  in  this  country.  There 
are  the  cheese  industry  and  others,  and  I 
believe  if  that  treaty  is  completed  and  acted 
upon  it  must  redound  to  the  benefit  of 
Canada.  And  the  Governor  General's 
speech  informs  us  that  satisfactory  assur- 
ance has  been  received  from  Her  Majesty's 
Government  respecting  the  interpretation  of 
certain  clauses  in  the  treaty,  which  requires 
legislation.  Then  my  hon.  friend  talked  about 
Australia,  the  money  expended  on  a 
steamship  subsidy,  and  the  small  exports 
sent  out  of  this  country,  and  he  says  that 
all  that  we  could  expect  of  it  was  to  bring 
the  products  of  Australia  into  competition 
with  the  products  of  Canada.  I  do  not 
view  the  matter  in  that  light.  I  believe 
that  the  duty  of  30  per  cent  upon  mutton 
and  such  products  amply  protects  us  against 
any  importation  of  meat  products  from 
Australia.  But  my  hon.  friend  might  like 
to  have  the  addition  of  the  American  mar- 
ket, which  he  always  did  enjoy — that  is,  the 
Oregon  and  Washington  territories. 
The  meat  generally  came  from  there,  and 
I  think  that  if  we  can  by  any  legislation 
open  a  trade  for  our  fellow  colonies  and 
bring  the  meat  into  British  Columbia 
it  would  be  far  preferable  to  having  a  treaty 
with  a  foreign  country.  And  that  was  one 
of  the  great  troubles  with  British  Colum- 
bia. They  could  not  get  the  meats ;  and 
we  had  to  go  across  the  border. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES  (B.C.)— Since  they 
began  to  import  meat  from  Australia  it  has 
completely  destroyed  the  importation  of 
cattle  from  the  North-west  Territories  into 
British  Columbia. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— I  did  not  know 
that  many  went  across  there,  and  I  know 
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the  complaint  was  that  thej  could  not  get 
their  meats  from  the  North-west  Territories, 
they  had  to  import  from  Oregon,  and  there 
was  a  large  amount  of  revenue  raised  by 
importing  them  from  Oregon  territory. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES  (B.C.)— My  hon. 
friend  on  my  left  has  been  a  large  exporter 
of  butter  for  years,  and  when  the  Australian 
butt«r  came  in  he  had  to  abandon  it. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— Ac- 
cording to  my  hon.  friend's  views  we  should 
increase  the  duty  to  meet  that  case.  If  my 
hon.  friend  will  refer  to  the  Trade  and  Navi- 
gation Returns,  he  will  find  that  the  meat 
which  went  to  Australia  the  year  before  last 
was  over  half  a  million  from  Washington 
Territory  alone,  and  the  reason  was  the 
duty  on  the  live  meat  was  only  20  per  cent 
ad  valorem,  while  the  duty  was  3  cents  a 
pound  on  the  dead  meat.  This  is  really  an 
admirable  illustration  of  the  theories  and 
doctrines  of  the  hon.  gentleman.  Thirty 
per  cent  is  not  enough  to  protect  the  people 
of  British  Columbia,  and  if  it  is  not  enough, 
I  should  be  glad,  as  a  high  protectionist,  to 
double  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES  (B.C.)— I  was  mere- 
ly correcting  the  statements  that  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  Lunenburg  was  making,  but 
since  the  hon.  gentleman  has  mentioned  it,  I 
will  inform  him  that  it  was  owing  solely  to 
the  scheduling  of  American  cattle  which 
came  in  there  that  the  importation  of  Am- 
erican cattle  into  the  Pacific  province  has 
dropped  off.  Before  that  they  were  allowed 
to  go  in  there  as  freely  as  from  one  province  to 
another,  but  some  years  ago,  I  believe,  at  the 
instigation  of  the  stock  raisers  in  British 
Columbia  and  the  North-west  Territories, 
they  were  placed  on  the  same  schedule  as 
here,  and  were  required  to  remain  three 
weeks  in  quarantine,  and  we  cannot  import 
any  live  stock. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
That  is  from  the  United  States  and  not 
from  the  North-west.  Cattle  have  not  been 
admitted  into  this  country  free  for  a  great 
many  years. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES  (B.C.)— I  do  not 
mean  free,  but  they  have  to  remain  in  quar- 
antine three  weeks. 

Hon.  Mr.  ANGERS— Ninety  days. 


Hon.  Mr.McINNES  (B.C.)— That  is  three 
months. 

Hon.  Mr.  ANGERS— And  that  regula- 
tion is  only  laid  aside  for  the  purpose  of  pro- 
viding beef  for  British  Columbia  merely  in 
case  of  an  emergency. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— I  do  not  think 
my  hon.  friend  has  found  after  all  that  any 
statement  of  mine  is  incorrect.  I  must  thank 
the  hon.  leader  of  the  House  for  so  clearly 
stating  facts  which  are  within  his  own 
knowledge,  but  which  at  the  moment  I  could 
not  be  expected  to  be  prepared  to  present  to 
this  House.  He  h&s  clearly  illustrated  the 
advantages  which  are  gained  by  this  trade 
being  diverted  from  Washington  and  Oregon 
to  Australia,  but  that  is  only  one  side  of  the 
question.  We  expect  to  enlarge  our  trade 
with  Australia  in  the  near  future.  Many  of 
our  manufacturingestablishments  have  taken 
hold  there  already  and  have  agents  there, 
and  the  reports  coming  from  those  colonies 
as  to  the  expansion  of  the  trade  are  of  the 
most  encouraging  character.  Many  of  our 
manufacturing  industries,  which  are  despised 
so  much  by  my  hon.  friend  and  which  the 
policy  of  his  party  is  so  inimical  to,  are  find- 
ing a  market  for  their  surplus  products  in 
the  Australian  colonies  and  that  market  is 
certain  to  be  largely  increased.  If  my  hon. 
friend  had  any  desire  to  promote  the  pro- 
gress of  this  country,  if  he  wished  to  see  it 
expanding  its  border  and  its  trade,  he  would 
not  have  made  the  objection  to  which  we 
have  listened  'in  regard  to  the  advantages  to 
be  derived  from  the  extension  of  our  trade 
with  Australia,  from  which  British  Colum- 
bia does  now  obtain  direct,  not  only  mut- 
ton, but  all  the  products  of  a  tropical 
climate.  Now,  as  regards  the  statements 
made  by  my  hon.  friend  on  the  subject 
of  the  election  in  Antigonish,  I  am  not 
going  into  that  matter.  It  is  enough  for  me 
to  know  that  one  of  my  hon.  friends  here 
was  present  in  the  constituency,  one 
of  the  Ministers  who  sits  opposite  to 
me,  and  he  knows  very  well  what  influ- 
ences were  brought  to  bear.  The  Senator 
from  Halifax,  (Hon.  Mr.  Power)  is  drawing 
largely  upon  his  imagination  with  regard  to 
the  influences  at  work  in  that  constituency. 
It  is  one  which  we  ourselves  scarcely  ex- 
pected to  gain,  for  it  has  always  been  a 
stronghold  of  the  Liberal  party.  It  was 
only  the  wonderful  magnetism,  the  wonder- 
ful power  and  personal  influence  that  Sir 
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John  Thompson  possessed,  which  ever 
enabled  us  to  win  an  election  there.  It  has 
simply  gone  back  again  to  its  normal  condi- 
tion and  I  do  not  therefore  consider  it  as  a 
loss  to  the  government.  Mj  hon.  friend 
however  claims  that  that  is  a  great  victory. 
The  amount  of  bombast  indulged  in  by  our 
Grit  friends  over  this  one  election  only 
serves  to  remind  the  public  how  rarely 
they  have  a  chance  for  such  rejoicing.  It 
is  only  one  case  out  of  many.  Since  this 
Parliament  came  into  existence  look  at  the 
number  of  constituencies  we  have  won.  I 
think  54  by-electiona  have  been  won  by  the 
government  as  compared  with  15  which 
have  been  gained  by  the  opposition,  and  the 
government  has  a  vote  of  28  more  than  it 
had  at  the  commencement  of  this  Parlia- 
ment. I  might  refer  to  the  state  of  affairs 
which  existed,  in  contradistinction  to  this, 
when  the  Liberal  party  was  in  power. 
During  the  little  time  that  they  lived,  death 
stared  them  in  the  face.  They  were  para- 
lysed from  the  beginning  of  their  term  of 
ofSce.  They  spring  into  power  upon  a 
policy  which  the  country  could  not  sustain, 
and  if  I  mistake  not  they  lost  24  seats 
during  the  four  or  five  years  that  they  were 
inpower,only  gaining  two  during  that  time. 
Their  influence  was  waning  from  the 
first,  and  no  one  seemed  to  have  sense 
enough  to  prescribe  the  proper  medicine 
which  the  country  required  to  invigorate  it 
and  bring  it  back  to  a  condition  of  prosper- 
ity. They  would  not  take  the  advice  of  the 
members  of  the  opposition  who  told  them 
plainly  enough  that  their  policy  was  working 
destruction  to  the  country,  that  they  must 
endeavour  by  some  means  to  protect  them- 
selves against  the  inroads  of  foreign 
countries,  but  they  were  so  stubborn  in 
their  policy  that  it  was  impossible  to  do 
anything  with  them.  They  talked  about 
being  "flies  on  the  wheel,"  and  claimed 
that  no  fiscal  policy  could  restore  us  to  a 
state  of  prosperity.  Year  after  year  went 
by,  leaving  them  in  a  worse  condition — they 
were  running  into  debt  and  finally  they 
were  forced  to  make  an  effort  to  remedy  the 
state  of  affairs  by  increasing  the  taxation. 
They  did  not  attempt  to  protect  any  parti- 
cular industry,  but  they  raised  the  duty  all 
around  ruthlessly,  recklessly  withoutregard  to 
any  particular  industry.  They  clapped  on  an 
additional  duty  of  2^  per  cent,  and  the  re- 
sult was  simply  to  give  them  a  larger  de- 
ficit, and  finally  they  went  out  of  power  in 


a  most  inglorious  manner  after  having  heap- 
ed up  an  additional  debt  of  $40,000,000. 
That  was  the  character  of  their  government, 
and  I  may  add  that  that  was  the  end  of 
them.  They  left  the  country  in  an  almost 
deplorable  condition.  The  only  institutions 
which  prospered  under  their  rule  were  the 
notable  soup-kitchens  for  the  relief  of 
the  poor.  It  was  at  that  time  that 
the  exodus  from  the  country  com- 
menced ;  it  was  then  that  the  flood 
gates  were  opened.  My  hon.  friend  says 
now  that  the  people  have  gone  from 
Antigonish  to  the  United  States  as  a  result 
of  the  National  Policy.  It  is  impossible 
that  the  population  could  have  been  decim- 
ated in  that  way,  but  the  fact  is  that  the 
people  commenced  going  to  the  United  States 
beforetheNational  Policy  waf  introduced,  and 
when  they  had  settled  there  they  drew  their 
friends  and  relatives  to  them,  and  it  has 
taken  and  will  take  a  long  time  to  counteract 
the  disastrous  effects  of  Liberal  rule.  The 
Mackenzie  government  said  it  could  do 
nothing  to  protect  Canadian  industries  or 
alleviate  the  existing  distress,  but  it  ruth- 
lessly, without  regard  to  consequences,  other 
than  to  raise  money  to  support  a  moribund 
semi-defunct  government,  added  to  the 
then  burden  and  distress  of  the  people  by 
an  additional  tax  of  2^  per  cent,  and  with 
all  that  additional  money  forced  from  the 
people,  deficits  continued  to  increase.  When 
they  were  hurled  from  power  they  left 
nothing  but  a  depressed  country  and  crippled 
industries,  with  a  legacy  of  $40,000,000  of 
debt,  for  which  their  successors,  our  Liberal- 
Conservative  Government,  had  to  provide 
and  Canada  was  to  pay.  But  what  do 
we  find  now  ?  Under  the  National  Policy 
the  people  are  leaving  the  United  States, 
are  flocking  back  into  Canada,  both  to 
the  province  of  Quebec  and  to  the  North- 
west, taking  up  our  land  and  seeking  a  live- 
lihood in  other  ways.  I  therefore  claim  that 
it  is  not  the  National  Policy  which  is  re- 
sponsible for  any  exodus.  I  thank  God  that 
we  have  the  National  Policy.  If  it  had  not 
been  for  that  where  would  we  have  been 
to-day  when  we  look  around  us  and  see  the 
world-wide  depression  which  exists  every- 
where? My  hon.  friend  from  Halifax 
quotes  a  remark  in  the  speech  from  the 
throneabout  the  depression  in  Canada,  but  he 
did  not  read  the  remainder  of  the  sentence 
which  says:  that  the  depression  hasmadeitself 
felt  in  Canada,  "  but  fortunately  to  a  less 
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degpree  than  in  most  other  countries."  If  it 
were  not  for  the  fiscal  policy  which  we  have 
adopted  in  this  country  we  might  expect  the 
same  results  which  exist  everywhere  else. 
Our  production  is  as  great  as  ever,  our  ac- 
cumulation of  wealth  is  as  great  as  ever. 
The  trouble  is  to  be  found  in  the  foreign 
markets  ;  they  cannot  buy  our  products,  and 
the  cause  of  the  failure  of  our  trade  is  to  be 
found  in  the  inability  of  our  foreign  custom- 
ers to  purchase  as  formerly.  We  cannot 
regulate  the  prices  which  prevail  in  outside 
markets.  They  are  resting  under  a  depres- 
sion, and  they  cannot  buy  as  much  of  our 
goods.  The  same  cause  operates  to  produce 
a  depreciation  in  the  value  of  the  goods.  It 
is,  therefore,  not  the  policy  of  the  govern- 
ment which  is  at  fault.  I  claim  that  our  in- 
dustries are  just  as  vigorous  and  as  strong  as 
ever  they  were.  We  produce  as  much  as  we 
ever  did,  but  it  is  simply  because  wo  could 
not  find  a  market  except  at  depreciated 
prices.  No  wonder  there  is  a  deficit.  We 
have  exchanged  our  specific  duties  for  ad 
valorem  duties,  and  in  this  way  we  have  re- 
duced the  volume  of  our  taxation  about 
$5,000,000  owing  to  the  falling  off  in  the 
values  of  the  commodities  coming  in.  Is  it 
a  wonderful  thing  that  we  should  find  a 
deficit  correspending  very  closely  to  the 
reduction  in  our  tariff? 

Then  my  hon.  friend  from  Halifax  spoke  of 
the  economy  practised  by  his  government 
when  it  was  in  power,  and  contrasted  it  with 
the  expenditure  of  thepresent  administration. 
He  claimed  that  the  Liberals  only  spent  $24,- 
000,000  a  year,  while  we  spent  $37,000,000. 
My  hon.  friend  is  not  here,  but  I  should 
like  to  ask  him  to  what  particular  expendi- 
ture he  objects.  Is  it  that  relating  to  the 
extension  of  railways,  to  the  extension  of 
the  postal  system,  or  to  the  internal  develop- 
ment of  the  country  that  we  find  going  on 
everywhere  t  Can  he  point  to  a  single  item 
of  our  expenditure  and  say  that  it  is  not  in 
the  interests  of  the  country  t  I  wish  to  note 
here  that  year  after  year,  with  a  few  excep- 
tions, we  have  had  a  large  surplus  out  of 
which  we  have  contributed  largely  to  the 
consolidated  revenue  fund — some  .?1 5,000,- 
000,  I  believe,  and  now  that  a  state  of 
things  has  come  about  for  which  we  are  not 
responsible,  we  should  not  feel  alarmed  be- 
cause there  is  going  to  be  a  small  deficit.  I 
believe  our  deficit  is  about  2  J  per  cent. 
England's,  T  believe,  is  about  10  per  cent, 
and  that  of  the  United  States  is  about  11 


per  cent— I  believe,  about  $50,000,000.  It 
is  all  owing,  in  their  case,  to  tinkering  with 
the  tariff,  and  the  uncertainty  which  sur- 
rounds commercial  legislationinthatcountry. 
I  hope  the  government,  under  present  cir- 
cumstances, will  not  undertake  any  revision 
of  the  tarif]^  for  I  believe  the  uncertainty 
which  arose  last  year  and  the  year  before 
did  mischief,  and  had  a  tendency  to  pre- 
vent the  revenue  reaching  as  large  an 
amount  as  it  otherwise  would  have  done. 
People  sometimes  magnify  the  dangers 
which  attend  a  change  in  the  rate  of  duty, 
and  imagine  that  the  effect  upon  their  par- 
ticular branch  of  industry  will  be  greater 
than  is  really  the  case,  and  they  delay  the 
making  of  contracts  until  such  time  as  the 
fiscal  policy  shall  have  been  determined  for 
the  year.  I  therefore  think  that  if  the  govern- 
ment would  announce  that  they  have  no  in- 
tention of  touching  the  tariff  this  session,  it 
would  have  a  beneficial  effect.  The  present- 
depression  I  believe  is  not  a  permanent  one, 
and  in  my  opinion  the  revenue  wiU  shortly 
be  as  large  as  heretofore.  'I  really  think  the 
government  would  be  justified  in  doing  at 
this  juncture  what  Sir  Richnrd  Cartwright 
did  when  he  was  Minister  of  Finance,  that- 
is  to  say,  take  a  little  off  the  surplus  which 
we  have  accumulated  in  past  years — borrow 
a  little  of  it,  so  to  speak,  to  tide  us  over 
present  conditions.  That,  at  all  events, 
would  be  very  much  better  than  interfering 
with  the  tariff.  It  is  a  matter  of  history 
that  Sir  Richard  Cartwright  took  the  money 
out  of  the  consolidated  fund — which,  by  the 
way,  he  did  not  increase — and  used  it  to- 
meet  the  public  debt  of  Canada. 

My  hon.  friend  spoke  of  the  admission  of 
Newfoundland  into  the  union.  I  am  in 
favour  of  Newfoundland  joining  the  confede- 
ration, because  I  belive  it  will  be  to  the 
mutual  advantage  of  the  island  and  of  the 
Dominion.  I  know  it  will  be  of  incalculable 
value  to  this  country,  apart  altogether  from 
the  terms  that  may  have  been  demanded 
and  conceded.  If  the  people  of  Newfound- 
land have  time  given  them  to  impartially 
consider  the  subject,  they  must  see  thit  their 
interests  are  bound  «p  with  ours  in  every 
way,  and  they  should  take  advantage  of  this 
favourable  occasion  to  come  into  the  union. 
We  should  not  take  advantage  of  their  em- 
barrassed position  to  impose  hard  terms  upon 
them,  but  should  be  ready  to  give  them  even 
more  than  we  might  consider  their  right. 
We  should  be  magnanimous  in  dealing  with 
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Newfoundland,  and  it  will  ho  to  our  advan- 
tage to  use  every  effort  to  bring  the  island 
into  the  union  now.  With  Newfoundland 
a  member  of  the  confederation,  we  should 
have  no  more  trouble  with  Bond-Blaine 
treaties.  If  we  do  not  treat  Newfoundland 
generously  now,  the  island  government  will 
be  quite  justified  in  saying  "  what  right  have 
you  to  interfere  with  the  treaties  that  we  are 
endeavouring  to  make  for  the  promotion  of 
our  own  prosperity  1 "  It  will  be  of  great 
advantage  to  our  fishermen,  and  the  farmers 
of  the  maritime  provinces  especially,  to  have 
Newfoundland  added  to  the  confederation. 
It  will  give  us  sea-coast  fisheries  of  enormous 
value,  and  many  other  advantages  to  which 
I  need  not  at  present  allude. 

I  agree   with    the  hon.  gentleman  from 
Halifax  in  what  he   says  in   regard  to  the 
Insolvency  Act.    I  was  not  very  favourable 
to  the  measure  last  year.  The  province  of  New 
Brunswick  has  provided  all  that  is  necessary 
with  the  winding  up  of  insolvent  estates,  and 
Nova  Scotia  will  probably  soon  do  the  same. 
Even  in  mercantile  communities  there  is  a  dif- 
ference of  opinion  as  to  whether  a  bankruptcy 
law  would   be  advantageous  to  Canada  or 
not,  and  if  the  measure  can  be  held   over 
until  after  the  next  election  it  can  then  be 
dealt  with  by  men  coming  fresh  from  the 
people.  At  the  present  time  when  depression 
exists  every  whereabout  us  and  in  Europe  and 
the  United  States,  it  would  be  unwise  to  place 
such  a  law  on  our  statute-books,  apart  alto- 
gether from  the  effect  of  bringing  up  such  an 
important  measure  at   a  late  season  of   the 
year,   when  it  would  inevitably  involve   a 
protracted  debate  and  a   long    session.     I 
know  how  diverse  were  the  views  of  the 
members  of  this  chamber  on  the  subject  of 
an  Insolvent  Act    last  session,   and   how 
close  the  votes  were  on  some  clauses  of  vital 
importance  to  the  principle  of  the  bill.     On 
the     whole,     it     is     better     to    let    the 
matter    stand  for    another    year.     I    list- 
ened   with    very    great     pleasure    to    the 
speeches  of  the  mover  and  the  seconder  of 
the  address.  The  speech  of  the  hon.  member 
from  Pictou  was  characterized  by  fine  diction 
and  lofty  sentiments,  expressed  in  language 
which  I,  at  least,  could  not  attempt,  and  we 
have  good  reason  to  congratulate  ourselves 
that  we  have  in  this  chamber  men  who  possess 
the  ability  and  the  grasp  of  the  subjects  of 
the  day  shown  by  these  hon.  gentlemen  in 
their  addresses.    My  hon.  friend  from  Ottawa 
complained  of  the  late  period  at  which  Par- 
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liament  was  summoned.     It  is  undoubtedly 
a  late  meeting,  but  we  know  something  of 
the  difficulties    which  the  premier  had  to 
encounter  when  he  took  office.     I  am  sure 
he  has  not  found  the  position  a  bed  of  roses. 
He  has  had  to  deal  with  questions  of  the 
greatest  importance.     He  was  called  upon 
suddenly  and  unexpectedly  to  form  a  govern- 
ment when  we  lost  our  great  leader,  whose 
memory   I   always   revere,   whom    I    have 
always  loved  and  known  since  he  was  a  boy. 
I  watched  the  career  of  the  late  Sir  John 
Thompson  from  the  time  he  entered  public 
life  up  to  the  day  of  his  death.     He  seemed 
to  rise  step  by  step,  less  by  his  own  volition 
than  by  the  force  of  public  opinion.     He 
wats  exceedingly  modest  and  entirely  free 
from  arrogance.     He  discharged  his  duties 
with  honesty  of  purpose  and  perfect  sincerity. 
Those  are  the  lessons  which  he  has  taught 
us.     With  all  his  ability  he  had  the  heart  of 
a  child.     While  he  served  hw  country  faith- 
fully  and   zealously,  he  did  not  forget  to 
serve  his  God.     His  convictions  were  strong, 
and  the  sincerity  of  his  character  was  shown 
in  every  act  of  his  life.      In  forming  his 
religious  convictions  he  must  have  made 
great  sacrifices,   not  only  of  his   personal 
ambition,  but  also  of  pecuniary  advantage. 
I  knew  him  as  a  young  man  when  he  studied 
law,  and  I  have   followed  his  career  in  all 
its  phases,   and  throughout  all  admired  him 
to  the  end.     When  we  met  I  am  sure  it  was 
a  pleasure  both  of  to  us  to  enjoy  each  other's 
conversation.     Considering  the  great  ability 
and  experience  of  Sir  John  Thompson,    his 
successor  must  have  felt  somewhat  difiSdent 
in  undertaking  to  form  a  government,  and 
he  could  only   have  acted  from  a  sense  of 
duty.     The  present  leader  of  the    govern- 
ment, like  his  predecessor,  has  risen  by  his 
own  ability,  integrity,  indomitable  persever- 
ance and  sense  of  right  and  duty,  and  I  felt 
satisfied  when  he  assumed  the  responsibility 
of  forming  a  cabinet  that  he  would  be  a  suc- 
cess, because  his  followers  know  him  to  be  a 
man  on  whom  they  can  rely,  a  man  of  irre- 
proachable character  who    would  never  do 
anything   for   which    they    would   have   to 
apologize.     When  my   hon.   friend  became 
the  leader  of  the  government,   he  had  great 
difficulties  to  face.     Necessarily  it  took  some 
time  to  form  the  government  and  to  realize 
the  position  in  which   they  were    placed. 
Then  came  the   Manitoba  school   question, 
in   dealing   with    which,    while  they   took 
prompt  and  vigorous  action,  a  good  deal  of 
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time  was  consumed.  Then  came  the  New- 
foundland delegates  to  discuss  terms  of 
union.  I  am  not  surprised  that  the  meeting  of 
Parliament  has  been  delayed  beyond  the 
usual  time  :  I  am  only  surprised  that  the  gov- 
ernnent  are  so  well  prepared  in  so  short  a  time 
to  meet  the  representatives  of  the  people. 
Now,  with  regard  to  the  Manitoba  school 
bill,  my  hon.  friend  from  Ottawa  said  that 
the  govermnent  should  have  taken  a  differ- 
ent step,  that  they  ought,  in  the  first  ins- 
tance, to  have  decided  and  done  what  thej 
considered  right  to  the  Roman  Catholic  mi- 
nority of  Manitoba.  I  do  not  know  that 
there  is  any  man  more  inclined  to  stand  up 
for  provincial  rights  than  the  leader  of  the 
opposition.  He  has  always  taken  that  po- 
sition and  had  the  government  taken  any 
other  position  than  they  did  under  Sir  John 
Thompson,  leaving  the  rights  of  the  Catholic 
minority  to  be  determined  by  the  courts  in 
accordance  with  the  resolution  pa.ssed  in  the 
Commons  when  this  question  first  appeared 
to  be  looming  in  the  horizon  in  1890, 
they  would  have  merited  censure.  Had  the 
government  attempted  to  interfere  in  the 
matter,  or  hud  they  even  given  advice,  they 
would  have  acted  unwisely  and  imprudently 
and  would  have  had  the  censure  of  the  coun- 
try upon  them ;  but  they  took  the  prof>er 
steps  and  took  them  in  time.  The  courts  of 
Manitoba  decided  that  the  local  govern- 
ment acted  within  their  rights,  and  we 
find  the  Supreme  Court  divided  on  the 
question.  The  majority  I  think  deter- 
mined that  the  legislation  was  ultra 
vires.  The  case  went  to  England,  and  was 
sent  back  again  for  the  purpose  of  being  ex- 
tended. It  was  rather  too  narrow  in  the 
first  instance,  and  it  was  then  determined 
that  the  right*  which  they  had  acquired 
since  confederation  had  been  taken  from 
them  and  that  the  government  here  should 
see  that  they  got  redress.  I  think  the  govern- 
ment had  no  right  to  deal  with  the  question 
until  such  time  as  the  courts  had  finally 
and  fully  determined  upon  the  matter.  Might 
not  the  Roman  Catholic  schools  have  suffered 
under  the  provincial  rights  cry,  had  the 
government  taken  action  before  the  legal  and 
constitutional  rights  of  the  Catholics  bad 
been  fully,  finally  and  completely  determined 
by  the  highest  court  of  the  Empire  1  The 
Premier  has  said,  that  if  Manitoba  fails 
to  do  her  duty  in  this  matter,  the 
Dominion  Government  will  not  shrink 
from  their  duties.     They  are  prepared  to  do 


what  is  right  under  the  constitution.  Now, 
my  hon.  friend  from  Marquette  seemed  to 
think  that  the  action  of  the  government 
should  be  confined,  if  anything  was  done,  to 
some  portion  of  the  territory  which  was 
called  the  Selkirk  settlement.  Well,  sup- 
posing a  township  or  town,  as  a  corporation, 
should  extend  its  boundaries,  do  you  think 
that  the  added  territory  would  not  come 
within  all  the  privileges  and  immunities 
which  the  others  had  before  them  1  By  the 
Act  of  1884,  they  were  guaranteed  all  the 
rights  that  belonged  to  them.  My  hon. 
friend  says  that  many  of  these  Mani- 
toba schools  have  come  in  under  the 
national  school  system  of  the  country.  Will 
my  hon.  friend  say  that  they  came  in  of 
their  own  choice?  Certainly  not.  He 
would  not  attempt  to  say  so,  because  we 
know  that  the  Roman  Catholic  Church  calls 
for  the  education  of  their  conscience.  Reli- 
gious training  is  an  element  in  their  .schools. 
They  consider  that  children  are  not  properly 
fitted  for  the  duties  of  this  world,  or  of  an- 
other, unless  religious  education  is  combined 
with  secular  instruction,  and  if.  any  part  of 
the  Roman  Catholic  population  of  Manitoba 
has  gone  in  under  the  national  school  system, 
it  must  be  because  they  had  no  alternative. 
It  was  Ijecause  they  had  to  do  it,  by  com- 
pulsion and,  having  done  so,  it  is  no  argu- 
ment for  my  hon.  friend  to  say  that  so  many 
have  gone  in  that  the  rest  are  a  small  min- 
ority. Why,  what  is  this  parliament  here 
for  but  to  give  protection  to  minorities? 
The  very  formation  of  the  Senate  is  to  pro- 
tect the  minorities  of  the  different  pro- 
vinces. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— To  protect  the 
minor  provinces. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— Yes,  and  every 
part  thereof,  and  the  minority  thereof,  in 
all  their  constitutional  rights  and  privileges. 
Even  before  we  confederated,  when  the 
question  firat  came  up  in  1863,  it  was  at  the 
instance  of  the  Protestant  minority  of  Que- 
bec that  this  legislation  was  first  adopted,  to 
protect  the  Protestant  minority  of  Quebec. 
Tho  minority,  I  believe,  in  Ontario  at  the 
time  had  their  rights  recognized  and  it  was 
for  the  pr.)tection  of  the  minority  chiefly  in 
Quebec  that  this  clause  in  the  Confederation 
Act  was  introduced,  because  if  you  refer  to 
Gait,  to  Letellier,  to  ^VfcGee,  and  other  men  in 
the  Parliament  of  old  Canada  in  1863 — Iread 
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the  report  last  session — I  cannot  remember  it 
exeictly,  but  these  men  all  spoke  upon  this 
question,  and  protection  for  the  minority 
was  incorporated  in  the-  constitution  of  the 
country.  Now,  as  regards  Manitoba,  the 
matter  was  dealt  with  in  a  similar  way,  and 
I  contend  that  the  minority  of  Manitoba 
have  their  rights  under  the  constitution  as 
safely  given  and  guaranteed  to  them  and  they 
cannot  be  deprived  of  them.  We  have  no 
right  to  take  their  rights  from  them  if  we 
would.  They  are  as  clearly  entitled  to  their 
rights  as  the  premier  or  the  Attorney  General 
is  to  represent  the  country.  Their  rights  are 
under  that  Confederation  Act,  and  I 
say  that  under  that  Confederation  Act 
the  Roman  Catholics  have  that  inalien- 
able right,  and  because  their  numbers  are 
diminished  they  should  not  and  cannot  be  de- 
prived of  their  rights.  If  the  numbers  had 
been  increased,  we  should  not  have  found 
Manitoba  acting  in  this  tyrannical  way.  It 
was  only  because  the  majority  and  the  gov- 
ernment deemed  the  Roman  Catholics  an 
insignificant  body  in  the  country  that  they 
took  upon  themselves  to  ignore  them.  I  say 
their  rights  cannot  be  ignored,  and  that 
they  will  not  be  ignored,  and  if  any  province 
of  the  Dominion  attempts  to  ignore  the 
ri^ts  of  the  minority  or  the  just  rights  of 
any  body,  the  tendency  is  to  make  the  de- 
mands of  that  body  more  vigorous,  and  in 
the  end  their  rights  must  be  acknowledged. 
But  we  know  well  how  the  Liberal  govern- 
ment of  that  time  obtained  office.  They 
rode  into  power  upon  false  pledges.  'When 
it  was  considered  that  the  rights  of  the 
Roman  Catholics  were  in  danger,  they 
declared  to  them  upon  the  hustings  that 
their  rights  were  inalienable ;  that  they 
had  them  under  the  constitution ;  that  they 
were  inalienable  rights  under  the  constitu- 
tion, and  could  not  be  taken  from  them.  By 
their  conduct  and  their  false  promises  they 
lured  the  people  from  taking  the  stand  that 
they  would  otherwise  have  taken.  Even 
the  Archbishop  was  approached  and  made  to 
believe  that  the  rights  of  his  body  would 
not  be  infringed  upon  and  that  he  should 
not  use  his  influence  in  the  election  to 
protect  their  schools,  which  were  not  in  dan- 
ger. By  means  of  these  false  promises  the 
Ministry  came  into  power,  and  you  see  how 
they  used  their  power.  They  used  it  in  a  way 
that  cannot  be  commended.  Because  of  their 
mismanagement  and  maladministration  they 
became  unpopular  and  then,  in  order  to  sus- 
5i 


tain  themselves  in  power,  they  took  advan- 
tage of  the  prejudices  of  the  majority  of  the 
people  and  by  such  means  they  were  enabled 
to  continue  in  power.  I  cannot  see  in  what 
way  my  hon.  friend  could  sustain  or  attempt 
to  sustain  the  position  he  took  with  regard 
to  the  insignificance  of  the  minority  in  that 
province,  or  say  that  the  Roman  Catholics 
would  ever  consent  to  a  diminution  of  their 
privileges  unljess  they  were  compelled  to  do 
so  by  some  stronger  influence  which  could 
be  brought  to  bear  upon  them.  It  is  con- 
trary to  their  conscientious  convictions  to 
adopt  the  general  schools  of  the  country  and 
contrary  to  the  dictates  of  their  church. 
Even  our  own  church  of  England  is  in 
iavour  of  church  schools.  We  believe  that 
to  train  a  man  and  bring  him  up  properly  he 
should  be  educated  in  religious  observances 
and  should  have  a  proper  religious  faith — 
that  he  cannot  well  fulfil  his  duties  and  pre- 
pare himself  for  his  end  unless  with  his 
secular  education  is  blended  a  religious 
training. 

My  hon.  friend  the  leader  of  the  op- 
position spoke  of  the  National  Policy  having 
been  a  failure  and  he  told  us  that  the  manu- 
factures of  Canada  were  a  fungous  growth  ; 
in  fact  he  would  have  us  go  back  to  a  half 
civilized  state.  In  his  opinion  manufactures 
are  not  indigenous  to  the  soil  or 
country  and  are  being  kept  up  artificially, 
and  he  thinks  that  we  ought  to  do  without 
them,  that  we  should  confine  ourselves  to 
the  farm,  the  fisheries,  the  forest,  and  the 
dairy.  I  do  not  believe  in  any  such  policy 
as  tliat.  I  do  not  know  that  my  hon.  friend 
would  make  a  success  of  milking  cows,  and 
I  would  not  be  of  much  account  on  a  raft, 
nor  would  he.  I  believe  our  industries 
should  be  developed,  because  the  manufactur- 
ing industries  are  a  great  benefit  to  the  home 
market.  The  best  market  for  our  Canadian 
farmers  is  the  manufacturing  and  labouring 
classesinthe  country.  Nine-tenths  of  thefarm 
products  of  the  country  are  consumed  by  the 
artisans  and  labourers  of  the  country,  and 
the  hon.  gentleman  would  deprive  them  of 
that,  and  do  as  they  did  under  the  Macken- 
zie government,  when  many  million  dollars 
worth  of  United  States  products  were  admit- 
ted free  of  duty  and  brought  into  direct 
competition  with  our  own  farm  products  in 
our  own  country,  while  our  exports  were  met 
at  the  boundary  of  the  United  States  by  a 
high  tariff.  That  was  the  position  of  affairs 
under  the  Mackenzie   administration.     All 
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United  States  surplus  products  were 
brought  into  the  country  comparatively 
free  of  duty.  Now,  I  find  that  the 
total  trade  of  Canada  in  1893  was  $247,638,- 
620,  which  was  about  $6,000,000  larger  than 
it  has  been  at  any  other  period.  As  I  said 
before,  that  surplus  over  and  above  last 
year  does  not  indicate  that  our  country  is 
retrograding  in  the  slightest.  On  the  con- 
trary, considering  the  reduction  is  only  in 
values,  notinvolume,  because  thequantity  was 
larger,  it  indicates  that  it  is  prospering,  and 
I  also  find  that  the  export  of  agricultural 
products  in  1893  was  over  $22,000,000, 
whilst  in  last  year  it  was  only  $17,677,000 
which  shrinkage  is  entirely  owing  to  the 
depression  in  foreign  countries  which  have 
not  th'e  means  of  purchasing  as  largely  as 
they  did,  and  pay  the  prices  which  prevailed 
in  1893.  The  decline  is  simply  in  value,  not 
in  quantity,  and  our  showing  is  comparatively 
greater  than  what  can  be  made  by  the  United 
States.  The  falling  off  in  this  instance  is  simply 
in  the  foreign  markets.  The  depression  in 
other  countries  prevents  them  from  buying. 
Take  the  fish  industry  for  example.  Our 
fishery  products  are  as  large  as  ever,  but 
what  about  the  prices  1  They  have  fallen 
off  one-half  and  in  consequence  of  the  market 
being  so  low  they  have  realized  nothing  and 
"bur  fishermen  are  practically  worth  less  than 
when  they  started  on  their  perilous  voyages 
in  the  spring.  It  is  simply  the  consequence 
of  the  people  not  being  able  to  purchase  our 
products.  Had  there  been  no  protection 
what  would  have  been  the  result?  We 
would  not  have  had  the  control  of  our  own 
markets  but  we  would  have  had  all  the  old 
productions  of  other  countries,  and  especially 
United  States  products  to  contend  with. 
Instead  of  that  we  control  our  own  market, 
which  is  the  best  market  for  the  farmers  of 
the  country.  It  is  a  protection  which  we 
give  them  and  the  more  we  extend  our 
manufacturing  industries  the  greater  will  be 
the  market  for  the  farmers.  My  hon.  friend 
the  leader  of  the  opposition  argues 
that  the  best  way  to  get  rid  of  deficits  was 
to  reduce  the  tariff  one-half.  I  thought  it 
was  rather  paradoxical  to  claim  that  by 
reducing  the  tariff  you  get  a  larger  revenue. 
With  all  the  economy  they  ceui  display, 
and  every  advantage  taken,  our  people  can 
just  simply  exist.  They  are  making  no 
money.  The  tariff  was  lowered  here  a  year 
ago  just  as  low  as  it  possibly  could  be  to 
keep  the  home  market  for  our  own  indus- 


tries, and  if  you  were  to  take  off  one  half, 
the  result  would  be  just  what  my  hon. 
friend  desires,  it  would  destroy  every  manu- 
facturer in  the  country,  and  we  would  have 
to  rely  upon  the  products  of  our  farmers  and 
lumbermen  to  sustain  the  country.  He  then 
spoke  about  the  fisherman  being  taxed.  I  do 
not  know  whether  fishermen  are  taxed  more 
than  others,  but  if  my  hon.  friend's  free  trade 
policy  came  in  they  would  have  no  protection. 
Certainly  the  bounty  system  is  the  highest 
protection.  If  you  come  underafreetradetariff, 
free  trade  as  in  England,  why  the  first  thing 
that  would  have  to  go  would  be  the  bounties 
to  the  fiushermen.  They  are  protected  and  in 
many  things  free  from  duty.  Then  with  regard 
to  the  woollen  industryit  has  been  considered 
for  the  benefitof  the  fishermen  whilst  my  hon. 
friend  knows  that  woollen  goods  are  cheaper 
here  to-day  than  in  the  United  States.  They 
can  undersell  us  in  cottons  but  not  in  wool- 
lens. In  the  United  States  they  get  from  us 
our  woollen  goods  because  we  can  make  the 
woollen  goods,  which  the  fishermen  use, 
much  cheaper  in  Canada  than  in  any  other 
country,  less  the  duty.  Now  what  about  this 
free  trade  matter  1  We  had  the  tariff  before 
us  last  year  for  revision.  The  Finance  Minis- 
ter well  knows  how  many  men  approached 
him  from  Grit  constituencies  asking  for  ^^ 
tection  in  their  particular  industries  ?  I 
know  that  in  Yarmouth,  there  is  an  industry 
employing  a  large  number  of  hands.  The  go- 
vernment was  importuned  to  increase  the  pro- 
tection to  that  industry.  Then  we  know  how 
anxious  many  were  to  have  the  tariff  en  petro- 
leum reduced,  and  that  could  not  be  done  be- 
cause of  the  petroleum  interest  in  western 
Ontario  in  a  grit  constituency.  If  you  go  all 
over  Canada  you  will  find  wherever  there  is  an 
industry  in  the  country  the  Grits  there  want 
it  protected.  A  few  months  ago  these  Grits 
feared  that  there  would  be  a  general  election, 
and  wherever  the  leader  of  the  opposition  and 
his  colleagues  went  they  suited  what  they  had 
to  say  to  the  wishes  of  the  people  of  that  pro- 
vince. Down  in  Nova  Scotia  they  said 
nothing  against  the  iron  or  the  coal  industry, 
but  when  in  the  west  all  those  industries 
had  to  be  destroyed.  Down  with  us  !  It 
was  the  milling  industry  which  was  to  come 
down,  and  we  were  to  have  cheap  flour. 
Along  the  international  line  they  should 
have  reciprocity  and  down  in  Montreal 
they  said  they  would  not  injure  the  manu- 
facturing industries  of  the  country  at  all. 
In  every  place  they  went  they  had  an   ar- 
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gument  and  policy  to  suit  the  locality.  I 
am  pointing  this  out  to  show  they  were 
not  honest ;  they  had  no  policy.  They 
advocated  reciprocity  in  one  place,  com- 
mercial union  with  the  United  States  in 
another,  and  now  they  demand  what  they 
call  free  trade  as  it  is  understood  in  Eng- 
land. The  position  resembles  that  of  two 
farmers,  owning  adjoining  farms.  We  are 
asked  to  take  down  our  fences  and  allow 
our  neighbour's  cattle  to  come  in  and  eat  up 
our  pasture  whUe  we  cannot  send  our  cattle 
into  their  pasture.  The  opposition  claim 
in  effect  that  our  industries  must  be  destroyed 
and  paralyzed  whilst  our  neighbours  keep  up 
their  high  protection. 

At  six  o'clock  the  debate  was  adjourned. 

The  Senate  adjourned  at  six  o'clock. 


THE  SENATE. 

Ottatoa,  Thursday,  April  2Sth,  1895. 

The  SPEAKER  took  the  Chair  at  Three 
o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 

THE  BRITISH  COLUMBIA  PENL 
TENTIARY. 

INQDIEY. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES  (B.C.)  rose  to  ask 
the  government : 

1st.  If  James  Fitzsimmons  was  dismissed  from 
the  Deputy  Wardenship  of  the  British  Columbia 
Penitentiary?  If  so,  what  was  the  date  of  his 
dismissal  ? 

2nd.  Has  James  Fitzsimmons  been  reappointed 
Deputy  Warden  of  the  liritish  Columbia  Peniten- 
tiary ?  If  so,  what  was  the  date  of  his  reafjpoint- 
uient? 

He  said  :  It  was  my  intention  to  follow  up 
this  by  asking  for  a  return  of  the  instruc- 
tions issued  to  the  Royal  Commission  that 
sat  last  year  to  investigate  the  charges  of 
irregularity  and  wrong  doing  on  the  part  of 
the  warden  and  deputy  warden  and  other 
officers  of  the  British  Columbia  Peniten- 
tiary, also  for  a  copy  of  the  evidence  that 
was  taken  before  that  commission  and  the 
report  to  the  government  of  the  Hon.  Judge 


Drake,  the  commissioner,  on  the  evidence 
taken,  but  since  placing  this  notice  on  the 
order  paper  I  see  that  the  hon.  gentleman 
who  represents  New  Westminster  District 
in  the  House  of  Commons,  Mr.  Corbould, 
has  called  for  the  very  documents  that  I 
want.  If  they  are  brought  down  in  the 
other  House  within  a  reasonable  time  I  shall 
of  course  be  saved  the  trouble  of  asking  for 
them  here,  but  I  hope  they  will  be  brought 
down  within  a  reasonable  time  and,  when 
submitted,  that  they  will  be  printed  and  not 
merely  a  type-written  copy  placed  on  the 
table.  I  want  a  copy  of  them  to  be  put  in 
the  hands  of  every  member  of  both  Houses 
for  the  very  good  reason  that  it  is  an  im- 
portant question  indeed,  not  only  to  the 
people  of  British  Columbia  but  a  question 
involving  a  principle  which  is  of  interest  to 
the  whole  Dominion.  It  has  given  rise  to  a 
great  deal  of  dissatisfaction  in  British 
Columbia,  and  if  there  is  justification  for 
that  dissatisfaction,  I  think  it  is  only  right 
and  proper  that  we  should  have  the  whole 
case  before  us,  so  that  hon.  gentlemen 
can  weigh  the  evidence  and  judge  for  them- 
selves. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
Before  answering  this  question,  I  desire  to 
point  out  the  very  great  inconvenience  that 
must  always  arise  from  asking  questions  of 
this  character  and  making  speeches  or  draw- 
ing deductions  from  the  answers  which  may 
be  given,  for  the  reason  that  the  House  is 
not  in  possession  of  the  facts  and  conse- 
quently is  not  in  a  position  to  judge  of  the 
merits  of  the  case  properly.  I  am  very  glad 
that  my  hon.  friend  did  not  pursue  the  course 
that  is  very  often  followed,  in  discussing  a 
subject  merely  upon  a  question  placed  on  the 
notice  paper.  I  do  not  criticise  the  correct- 
ness or  incorrectness  of  the  rule  which  pre- 
vails here.  I  know  that  it  does  exist  in  the 
House  of  Lords  in  England  to  some  extent, 
and  to  a  less  extent  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons. I  have  sat  in  the  gallery  of  that 
House  and  heard  these  questions  put  and 
discussed  for  hours.  The  Speaker,  however, 
always  keeps  the  discussion  within  the  limits 
of  the  question  asked,  and  does  not  allow  the 
debate  to  drift  into  other  questions.  I 
do  not  think,  however,  it  is  a  good  plan  ;  I 
like  the  course  pursued  in  our  own  country 
best — simple  questions  and  simple  answers 
without  any  affirmation  whatever  of  the 
correctness  or  incorrectness  of  the  question 
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asked.  However,  this  is  not  the  time  to 
discuss  that  point — I  merely  call  attention 
to  what  I  think  is  a  very  objectionable 
course  pursued  frequently  in  the  Senate.  In 
answer  to  my  hon.  friend  I  am  furnished 
with  the  following  reply  : — 1.  An  investi- 
gation into  the  administration  of  tififairs 
of  the  British  Columbia  Penitentiary 
was  authorized  by  a  Minute  of  His 
Excellency  in  Council  on  the  22nd  May, 
1894,  and  Mr.  Justice  Drake  was  thereupon 
authorized  by  commission  to  conduct  such 
investigation.  Mr.  Fitzsimmons  being  con- 
cerned in  some  of  the  charges  which  led  to 
the  investigation,  was,  by  direction  of  the 
late  Minister  of  Justice,  relieved  of  his  duties 
pending  the  investigation.  Afterwards, 
upon  consideration  of  the  evidence  and  the 
report  of  Mr.  Justice  Drake,  Mr.  Fitzsim- 
mons was,  by  a  Minute  of  His  Excellency  in 
Council  of  the  24th  October  last,  retired 
from  office  without  prejudice  to  consideration 
for  re-employment  in  the  penitentiary  service. 
2.  Upon  a  further  consideration  of  the 
evidence  and  report  nnd  the  supplementary 
statements  and  explanations  of  Mr.  Fitzsim- 
mons, he  was  reinstated  in  his  former  office 
by  Order  in  Council  of  the  25th  March,  1895. 
I  have  no  doubt  that  the  papers  to  which 
the  hon.  gentleman  has  referred  will  be 
brought  down  and  laid  on  the  table  of  the 
House  of  Commons  at  a  very  early  date. 
Whether  they  will  be  in  type  writing  or  in 
the  hand  writing  of  one  of  the  clerks  of  the 
department,  I  cannot  say.  As  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman knows,  those  papers  when  laid 
before  the  House  of  Commons  are  referred 
to  the  Printing  Committee  and  the  Printing 
Committee  will  decide  whether  they  shall  be 
printed  or  not. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

THE  ADDRESS. 

DEBATE   CONTINOED. 

The  Order  of  the  Day  having  been  called — 

Resuming  the  further  ajoumed  debate  on  the 
consideration  of  His  Exsellenuy  the  Governor  Ge- 
neral's .Speech,  on  the  opening  of  the  Fifth  Session 
of  the  Seventh  Parliameut. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH  said :  I  must 
thank  you  for  the  indulgence  you  afforded  me 
yesterday,  when  my  voice  and  my  health  did 
not  fairly  justify  me  in  addressing  the  House 
on  this  important  matter.     I  regret  also  that 


I  had  not  the  proper  papers  before  me  by 
some  mistake  and  was  not  able  to  follow  the 
line  of  argument  in  consecutive  order  which 
I  intended  doing,  and  that,  largely,  what  I 
did  say  came  simply  from  memory.  I  also 
regret  that  I  was  led  into  this  discussion  on 
the  National  Policy.  The  House  has  had 
so  much  discussion  on  the  National  Policy 
year  after  year  for  the  last  fifteen  or  eighteen 
years,  that  really  very  little  remains  to  be 
said  upon  the  subject,  and  I  regret  that  I 
did  not  confine  myself,  as  some  hon.  gentle- 
men do,  simply  to  a  short  commentary  upon 
the  various  clauses  of  the  address.  But  I 
was  forced  into  the  line  I  took  chiefly  by  the 
leader  of  the  opposition  in  this  House,  who 
started  with  the  assertion  that  the  National 
Policy  was  a  dead  failure,  and  based  that 
assertion  upon  the  lowering  of  the  exports, 
upon  the  deficits  and  debt  of  the  country. 
Now  I  consider  t  hat  was  rather  a  fallacious 
argument,  and,  therefore,  I  think  proper  to 
enter  upon  the  subject.  My  hon.  friend 
must  be  aware  that  that  National  Policy, 
adopted  some  fifteen  years  ago,  has  met  with 
the  approval  of  Canada  in  four  or  five 
general  elections ;  it  has  been  endorsed  at 
every  election,  and  the  government  of 
this  country  stands  by  that  policy. 
That  is  their  policy.  It  is  the  will 
of  the  people  expressed  through  their 
electorate  and  though  we  may  readjust  it 
to  meet  the  varying  conditions  of  trade  at 
home  and  abroad,  it  is  the  government's  duty 
not  to  change  it — the  policy  is  clear.  It  is  the 
raising  of  a  revenue  sufficient  only  to  meet  the 
exigencies  of  the  country,  to  place  it  so  that 
there  will  be  raised  no  more  than  necessary 
for  the  ordinary  needs  of  the  government, 
and  place  it  so  that  it  will  work  in  favour  of 
protection  to  the  industries  of  the  country. 
My  hon.  friend  talked  about  the  failure  of  the 
National  Policy,  but  I  am  at  a  loss  to  know 
how  he  can  justify  his  remarks.  When  we 
look  at  the  present  condition  of  things,  when 
wesee  now  thatour  labouring  classes  are  more 
largely  employed,  that  wages  are  higher, 
and  the  necessaries  of  life  but  one-half  of 
what  they  cost  under  the  Liberal  govern- 
ment from  1873  to  1878,  I  fail  to  see  how 
he  considers  that  policy  a  failure.  Their 
policy  was  simply  to  raise  revenue  regardless 
of  consequences,  regardless  of  how  it  might 
affect  the  industries  of  the  country.  My 
hon.  friend  must  remember  that  in  1876,  a 
committee  was  appointed  to  inquire  into 
the  depressed   and  paralyzed  condition  of 
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the  industries  of  the  country.  On  that 
committee  sat  as  chairman  the  Minister  of 
the  Interior.  Evidence  was  produced  which 
showed  clearly  and  unmistakably  that  the 
policy  of  the  government  was  unsound,  that 
the  policy  of  the  government  was  paralyzing 
the  industries  of  the  country.  That  even 
the  products  of  our  fanners  were  met  by  the 
products  of  the  United  States  coming  in 
and  competing  with  them  in  our  own  mar- 
ket. It  was  called  the  jug-handled  policy 
of  the  government.  What  did  tlie 
government  do  ?  Did  they  do  anything 
in  the  interests  of  the  country  ?  No, 
in  order  to  raise  the  revenue,  they  went 
over  the  whole  tariff  and  raised  it  indiscri- 
minately 2^  per  cent.  The  report  of  that 
committee  showed  a  sad  condition  of  things. 
The  majority  of  that  committee  were  sup- 
porters of  the  Liberal  government  and,  after 
having  carefully  collected  the  evidence,  they 
reported  that  in  the  year  1875  there  were 
1,391  failures.  Fancy  1,391  failures  in  Can- 
ada, with  losses  aggregating  826,933,000. 
That  was  the  condition  of  Canada  under  my 
hon.  friend  who  now  leads  the  opposition  in 
this  House,  and  my  hon.  friend  it  seems  to  me 
had  a  great  deal  of  assurance,  after  the  ver- 
dict of  the  country  in  condemning  the  policy 
of  his  party,  and  after  seventeen  years  of 
our  policy  has  proved,  as  I  believe  it  has 
proved,  that  every  branch  of  in<lustry  has 
been  strengthened  and  developed,  in  coming 
here  and  making  an  assertion  of  that  kind 
about  the  National  Policy  being  a  failure 
simply  because  last  year  there  was  a  deficit 
and  the  national  debt  was  the  same  and  not 
increased.  Now,  I  showed  yesterday,  alth- 
ough I  had  not  the  statistics  before  nie,  that 
our  trade  and  commerce  had  not  decreased ; 
that  the  chief  thing  to  depend  upon  was  the 
exports  of  the  country,  our  power  to 
produce  and  to  sell,  and  I  showed  them 
that  we  had  never  before  arrived  at  so  high  a 
degree  of  prosperity.  We  had  the  largest 
exportation  in  1893  that  Canada  ever  had  : 
such  a  large  amount  of  the  products  of  in- 
dustry to  export  was  marvellous,  and  it  was 
last  year  that  I  showed  that  the  pro- 
ducts of  the  country  equalled  if  they  did  not 
exceed  what  they  hod  been  in  previous  years. 
But  simply  in  consequence  of  the  paralyzed 
condition  of  trade  in  other  countries  our 
products  did  not  bring  the  value  they  should 
have  brought.  It  is  not  that  the  industries 
of  the  country  have  failed,  nor  that  the 
government  have  failed,  nor  that  their  policy 


was  wrong,  but  simply  because  the  depression 
in  trade  and  business  in  every  country  to 
which  we  exported  was  so  great  that 
the  values  fell,  and  consequently  the  value 
of  our  exports  fell.  I  have  here  a  statement 
covering  the  periods  from  18S8  to  1894,  in- 
clusive, which  shows,  year  by  year  the 
increa.se  in  the  productive  industry  of  the 
country  and  the  total  foreign  trade  of  the 
country  during  that  period.  It  is  as  fol- 
lows : — Value  of  the  total  foreign  trade  of 
Canada  for  the  years  1888  to  1894  : 

18«8 $  201,0!»7,<i30 

188!)  2(M,414,09« 

18'J0 218,fi07,3!K) 

tS'Jl 218..384,!W2 

18!I2 241,369,443 

18!>3 247,638,020 

18!»4 240,999,889 

The  decline  last  year  is  not  in  quantity 
but  in  prices.  No  such  satisfactory  showing 
can  be  made  by  Great  Britain  or  the  United 
States  :  in  those  countries  it  was  not  only  in 
values  but  in  volume. 

Now  let  us  take  the  exports  for  the  same 
years  : — 

1888 $  90,203,000 

1889 89,189,167 

1890  96,749,149 

1891 98,417,2Jt6 

1892 113,963,375 

1893 118,693,352 

1894 117.524,949 

This  also  shows  that  our  exports  are 
yearly  increasing  in  quantity  and  value. 
Reckoning  the  lowest  price  of  wheat  and 
other  products  last  year. 

1888  Imports  §102,847,100,  Duties  «a2,209,641 

1889  "  10i»,073,447  "  23,784,523 

1890  "  112,765,584  "  24,014,908 

1891  "  113,343,124  "  23,481,096 

1892  "  116,978,943  "  20,550,581 

1893  "  121,795,030  "  21,161,710 
mn  "  113,093,983  "  19,375,822 

The  following  table  also  shows  the  total 
value  of  exports  from  Nova  Scotia  in  the 
year  previous  to  Grit  government  rule,  dur- 
ing the  years  under  Grit  free  trade,  and  dur- 
ing the  past  five  years  : 

1874 S  7,656,547 

1873 1 6,679,130 

1876. 7,164,558 

1877 7,812,011 

1878. .?  7,500,783 

1879 ". 7,364,324 

1890. 9,468,409 

1891 9,!»25,('>46 

1892 10,982,509 

1893 10,634,863 

18iM 10,713,440 
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Which  is  conclusive  evidence  of  the  extra- 
ordinary productive  prosperity  of  Nova 
Scotia,  despite  depreciated  values  of  our  ex- 
ports in  foreign  markets,  the  West  Indian 
market  for  fish  having  dropped  far  below 
paying  prices.  If  the  tariff  had  not  been 
reduced  and  values  had  remained  as  in  1893, 
we  would  have  had  a  surplus  last  year  of 
over  $3,000,000,  instead  of  a  deficit  of  over 
$1,000,000,  and  it  could  be  also  clearly 
shown  that  customs  duties  per  capita  were 
no  greater  last  year  than  they  were  during 
the  time  the  Grit  government  was  in  power, 
in  1878. 

Talking  of  the  public  debt  of  Canada, 
which  is  not  materially  increasing,  four 
items  alone  of  government  expenditure 
amount  to  more  than  the  debt  by  about 
^$12,000,000— 

Provincial  debts  assumed.  .$110,000,000 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway..  63,000,000 
Intercolonial  and  branches..  46,000,000 
Canals 39,000,000 

8257,000,000 
Deduct  net  debt  about    245,000,000 


$12,000,000 


Besides  providing  annually  for  the  interest 
and  daily  expenditures  of  the  government 
service.  Then,  as  regards  the  public  debt,  it 
has  not  increased  to  any  appreciable  extent ; 
and  what  is  our  public  debt  composed  of? 
The  figures  I  have  given  show  it.  It 
is  composed  of  four  particular  items  and  the 
expenditures  on  three  services  were  really 
the  whole  amount  of  our  national  debt,  and 
I  will  again  read  them  to  you.  The  provincial 
debt  was  first  $110,000,000  as  near  as  I  can 
come  at  it.  The  government  is  not  respon- 
sible for  that  debt.  Then  we  have  the  Ca- 
nadian Pacific  Railway,  $63,000,000;  we 
have  the  Intercolonial  and  branches,  S45,- 
000,000  and  Canals,  $39,000,000,  making 
$287,000,000  expended  on  those  works. 
Were  they  not  for  the  benefit  of  Canada, 
and  is  not  Canada  deriving  the  benefit  of 
them  ?  Is  there  any  man  in  this  House  or  in 
the  country  who  would  say  that  any  one  of 
those  enterprises  is  not  in  the  public  interest 
and  that  we  do  not  receive  advantages  from 
them  more  than  their  cost  1  Then,  we 
deduct  the  public  debt.  The  debt  was 
about  $245,000,000  and  then  we  have  a 
sum  of  812,000,000  that  those  works 
cost  more  than  the  national  debt  of  the  coun- 
try to-day.  Therefore,  I  may  say  to  my 
hon.  friend,  when  he  based  that  assertion 


that    the  depression    and    the    failure    of 
the     National     Policy,      was     owing      to 
the  debt  of  the  country  and    the  deficit 
and  the  falling  off  of  exports,  that  he  was 
not  justified  in  making  such  a  statement.     I 
will  now  turn  to    my    hon.   friend    from 
Marquette,   and  I  regret  that  I  do  not   see 
him  in  his  place.     I  was  very  much  surpris- 
ed at    the    assertions   he  made,     and   the 
position  he  took  here  in  the  House.     To  me 
it  was  deplorable  to  find  the  hon.  gentleman 
labouring  under  the  delusion  that  we,  by  de- 
creasing the  tariff,  would  increase  the  revenue 
and  increase  the  manufacturing  industries 
of  the  country.     It  was  novel  to  me ;  it  was 
a  position   I   thought   that   no  person  had 
ever  taken  in  this  House  and  a   position 
which  I  could  not  see  how  he  could  attempt 
to  justify.     My  hon.  friend  seems  to   think 
that  we  can  do  without  any  revenue  at  all — 
at  least,  that  is  the  deduction   that  I  draw 
from  his  remarks — that  we  could  carry   on 
the  government  in  all  its  different  branches 
without  a  revenue.     The  hon.   gentleman 
must  know    that    we  have    to    make    up 
$35,000,000  a  year  in  order  to  carry  on  the 
ordinary  expenses  of  the  government.      If 
the  free  trade  principle  which  the  opposition 
profess   were   to  prevail,    how  could  that 
revenue  be  raised  !     The  opposition  went  to 
the  people  in  1891  on  a  policy  of  going  into 
a  commercial  partnership  with   the  United 
Statesand  weknow  the  result.   Thepeople  re- 
jected that  policy  and  the  hon.  gentlemen  are 
still  in  opposition.      No   wonder  they   are 
growing  desperate  and  are  taking  up  a  policy 
which  even  in  England  itself  is   condemned 
by  the  masses  of  the   people.      When    free 
trade  was   established,   Cobden  himself   de- 
clared that,  within  ten  years,  every  civilized 
country  in  the  world  would  adopt  free  trade. 
The   result    has   been     the   reverse — every 
country  excepting  England  has  a  protective 
tariff  and   is  competing  with  the   English 
manufacturers   in   their  own   market,    and 
competing  with  them  successfully  in  every 
market  throughout  the  world.     There  is  a 
feeling  in  England  that  things  cannot  re- 
main as  they  are — that  there  must  be  some 
change  in  the  interest  of  labour  and  the 
industries  of  the  country  which  will  prevent 
them  being  swamped  by  foreign  competition. 
When  a  change  comes  it  must  be  in  the 
direction  of  protecting  the  industries  of  their 
own  country.     My  hon.  friend  from  Shell 
River  claimed  that  the  manufacturers  of  this 
country   were   making  enormous  fortunes. 
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He  took  the  census  of  1891,  and  said  that 
capital  invested  in  manufacturing  interests 
in  Canada  amounted  to  $354,000,0u0,  that 
the  wages  paid  out  amounted  to  $100, 000, 000, 
and  that  the  productions  of  that  labour  were 
$476,000,000,  and  he  allowed  as  a  fair  re- 
turn on  the  investments,  10  per  cent.  His 
contention  is  that  the  manufacturers  are 
making  $85,000,000  profit  every  year.  I 
do  not  see  how  that  can  be.  I  should  be 
glad  to  know  that  they  are  successful,  but 
I  do  not  think  that  in  1891  or  at  any  time 
prior  to  that  year,  or  subsequent  to  it,  the 
manufacturers  have  been  making  any  such 
profits.  The  hon.  gentleman  forgot,  in 
making  up  his  calculations,  to  include  other 
expenditures  which  are  incidental  to  every 
industry.  He  forgot  to  mention  interest, 
insurance,  agencies,  deterioration  of  plant 
and,  most  important  of  all,  the  profit  and 
loss  account. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— The  gross  fire 
insurance  paid  in  the  year  was  $5,000,000, 
while-  the  taxes  to  which  I  have  referred 
amount  to  $90,000,000.  Even  charging  all 
the  insurance  to  the  manufacturing  indus- 
tries, it  would  leave  an  enormous  margin 
still. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— The  hon.  gen- 
tleman has  made  up  his  figures  as  I  have 
described,  and  he  allowed  10  per  cent  as 
sufficient  remuneration  to  those  employed  in 
those  industries.  I  repeat  I  do  not  see  where 
the  profit  is  ;  X  do  not  believe  that  the  manu- 
facturers in  Canada  have  been  so  successful, 
and,  as  I  stated,  he  must  have  left  something 
out  of  the  calculation.  Everybody  knows 
that  the  profit  and  loss  account  is  large, 
that  not  all  of  the  products  of  the  factory 
are  convertible  into  cash,  and  that  there  are 
many  bad  debts  to  be  taken  into  account. 
Any  one  who  has  a  technical  knowledge  of 
the  subject  can  take  up  these  figures  and 
show  that  there  is  nothing  in  my  hon. 
friend's  contention,  and  if  there  has  been  a 
profit,  it  has  not  been  large.  The  hon. 
gentleman  made  a  special  reference  to  the 
Massey  Manufacturing  Company.  Now,  I 
do  not  pretend  to  know  much  about  agricul- 
tural implements,  but  I  do  know  that  we 
can  get  them  as  good  and  as  cheap  in  Canada 
as  in  any  other  country  in  the  world.  There 
is  a  member  of  this  House  from  the  North- 
west Territories  who  can  speak  from  per- 
sonal knowledge  of  the  subject,  and  he  can 


tell  the  House  that  instead  of  the  country 
being  injured  by  the  protection  of  the  agri- 
cultural implement  manufacturers,  the 
country  is  generally  benefited  in  having 
such  an  industry,  and  that  no  part  of  the 
Dominion  benefits  more  by  it  than  the 
North-west  Territories.  In  Nova  Scotia,  I 
know  we  can  get  agricultural  implements, 
made  in  this  country,  which  are  as  cheap  as 
any  that  are  sold  in  the  United  States.  After 
hearing  the  calculations  of  the  hon.  gentle- 
man from  Shell  River,  I  would  not  consider 
him  a  safe  man  for  the  position  of  Finance 
Minister  of  Canada.  His  statements  are 
not  logical,  nor  do  they  show  a  practical 
knowledge  of  the  subject  which  he  has  been 
discussing  before  the  House.  He  thinks 
that  the  public  service  can  be  carried  on 
without  a  revenue  tarifiT. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— The  ground  I 
took  is  that  if  the  country  can  bear  a  pro- 
tective taxation  of  $90,000,000,  in  addition 
to  the  $20,000,000  of  taxation  for  revenue 
purpose-s,  if  you  remove  the  $90,000,000 
taxation  from  the  shoulders  of  the  people 
they  will  be  in  a  better  position  to  contri- 
bute whatever  revenue  is  necessary. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— Then  my  deduc- 
tion from  what  the  hon.  gentleman  says  is 
correct — that  ho  considers  a  revenue  tariff 
unnecessary. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— You  may  put  the 
tax  on  incomes. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— That  is  what  I 
hoped  to  draw  from  my  hon.  friend.  My  hon. 
friend's  free  trade  policy  would  put  the 
burden  on  the  labouring  mass  and  on  the 
farmers,  would  tax  everything  tangible, 
houses,  lands  and  property,  and  would 
allow  foreign  manufactures  and  farm 
products  to  come  in  and  make  Canada 
a  slaughter  market  without  contributing 
anything  to  our  revenue.  The  hon. 
gentleman  would  tax  the  land  owner 
dead  and  alive — tax  him  eternally.  That  is 
his  policy,  and  I  am  very  glad  to  have  drawn 
him  out  to  make  the  admission.  Free  trade 
in  Canada  would  mean  throwing  down  our 
wall  of  protection  and  allowing  everybody 
to  come  in  and  make  this  a  slaughter  market 
without  paying  anything  whatever  in  the 
way  of  taxes,  while  our  people  would  have 
to  bear  all  the  burden,  and  yet  we  have  our 
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exports  taxed  in  all  foreign  countries.  I  tell 
the  hon.  gentleman  that  that  policy  will  not 
go  down  in  Canada.  I  have  heard  the  subject 
discussed  many  a  time,  and  the  general  impres- 
sion is  that  the  opposition  are  not  in  earnest 
in  advocating  free  trade.  Where  would  our 
industries  be  if  we  adopted  free  trade — 
where  would  our  fisheries  be  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— They  require  no 
protection. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAXJLBACH— Our  fishermen 
will  know  that  such  is  the  policy  of  the  Grit 
party,  that  the  bounties  would  be  taken 
away  from  them,  that  their  salt,  lines,  twines, 
would  have  no  protection  from  taxes.  The 
fishing  industry  has  been  worked  up  by  the 
National  Policy — by  the  bounties  paid  to  the 
fishermen,  and  the  only  trouble  with  our  fish- 
ermen to-day  is  that  they  cannot  find  foreign 
markets  for  their  fish — they  catch  more 
fish  than  they  can  sell.  My  hon.  friend 
would  have  this  country  inundated  with  the 
productions  of  the  United  States.  Such  a 
policy  is  not  in  the  interests  of  Canada  and 
whatever  the  Opposition  may  say  or 
do,  their  free  trade  policy  will  be  condemned 
in  the  next  election.  I  am  satisfied  that 
the  consensus  of  public  opinion  will  be 
strongly  in  favour  of  the  National   Policy. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— What  about  your 
shipping  industry? 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— Our  shipping 
industry  is  prosperous.  The  tonnage  is  in- 
creasing everywhere.  In  1876  the  tonnage 
of  sea-going  vessels  entering  and  clearing  in 
Canadian  ports  was  less  than  10,000,000 
tons.  Last  year  it  had  increased  to  20,000,- 
000  tons. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— The  hon.  gentleman 
referred  to  the  tonnage  owned  in  Canada. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— The  coasting 
tonnage  increased  from  10,000,000  tons  in 
1877  to  26,000,000  tons  last  year.  I  have 
not  the  facts  before  me  showing  the  tonnage 
of  vessels  owned  in  Canada,  but  I  believe 
there  is  an  increase.  So  far  as  the  county 
of  Lunenburg  is  concerned,  our  tonnage  is 
increasing,  but  even  if  the  figures  show  a 
decrease,  it  could  easily  be  accounted  for  by 
the  change  in  the  carrying  trade. 
Wooden     ships    are    going     out    of    use, 


and  are  being  replaced  by  steamships,  and 
one  steamship  can  do  five  times  as  much  as 
a  sailing  vessel  of  equal  tonnage.  At  one 
time  the  harbour  of  Halifax  was  a  forest  of 
masts,  but  now  the  business  is  largely 
done   by  steamers. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— If  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman will  examine  the  government  re- 
turns he  will  find  that  the  average  tonnage 
of  vessels  is  just  exactly  one-half  of  what 
he  says — that  is  new  vessels  built. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— It  is  because 
we  are  going  out  of  wooden  ships. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— I  am  including 
steam  vessels. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— We  are  keeping 
up  with  the  progress  of  the  country,  and  of 
the  age  in  which  we  live.  When  the  Opposi- 
tion were  in  power,  they  were  satisfied  with 
sailing  vessels,  but  we  are  a  progressive 
people  and  have  a  progressive  government, 
and  we  have  adopted  steamships  chiefly  for 
our  foreign  trade.  If  my  hon.  friend  and  his 
party  were  in  power  our  trade  would  be 
done  without  steamers,  as  it  used  to  be  when 
they  held  oflice  before.  We  used  to  ship 
our  products  to  the  West  Indies  entirely  in 
schooners ;  that  business  since  then  has 
changed.  I  believe  we  will  soon  be  building 
iron  and  steel  vessels  in  Canada  instead  of 
having  to  get  them  from  other  countries. 
As  we  develop  the  iron  industry,  the  facilities 
for  manufacturing  such  vessels  will  increase. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— Protect  them  by 
free  trade. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— I  do  not  know 
how  we  could  protect  them  by  free  trade. 
It  would  give  other  countries  the  benefit  of 
our  markets  and  would  not  help  our  shipping 
industry.  The  result  of  a  free  trade  policy 
would  be  that  the  vessels  would  be  built  and 
owned  abroad,  and  would  do  our  carrying 
trade,  whatever  little  we  would  have 
to  export.  There  has  been  an  entire 
change  in  the  business  of  the  country,  and 
we  do  not  care  whether  wooden  ships  are 
employed  or  not :  that  is  solely  the  business 
of  shippers.  The  hon.  gentleman  makes  a 
comparison  between  the  period  of  wooden  ves- 
sels and  the  present  time  as  if  we  were  still  in 
the  sailing  period.  The  march  of  progress  is  so 
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great,  the  enterprise  of  the  people  is  so  active, 
and  the  competition  so  keen,  that  we  cannot 
any  longer  ship  our  products  and  trade  to 
the  market  by  sailing  vessels.  I 
think  I  have  said  enough  on  the 
trade  policy.  I  believe  the  present  policy 
is  the  true  one  for  the  development  of  the 
country.  It  has  stood  the  test  of  seventeen 
years'  experience,  and  will  be  sustained  by 
the  people  at  the  next  election.  If  the  gov- 
ernment in  every  way  do  their  duty  there 
will  not  bo  a  change  of  administration  on 
the  ground  of  their  national  policy.  To  free 
trade  as  in  England  our  people  are  opposed. 
There  is  one  part  of  my  hon.  friend's 
speech  to  which  I  must  refer,  but  I  did  not 
wish  to  go  back  to  the  school  question  of 
Manitoba.  It  is  generally  admitted  that 
every  citizen  should  feel  safe  in  all  his 
rights  and  religious  liberties  as  guaranteed 
him  under  the  constitution  of  his 
country.  He  admitted  that  the  school 
system  of  1870  should  in  some  way  be  re- 
stored. The  Roman  Catholics  should  not 
be  obliged  to  contribute  to  the  public 
schools.  My  hon.  friend  stated  that  here, 
and  I  am  very  glad  that  he  made  that  ad- 
mission. He  in  effect  admits  the  in- 
justice, but  what  would  he  do?  He  would 
make  compensation.  He  would  ask  the 
Dominion  Government  to  make  compensa- 
tion and,  it  seems  to  me,  it  is  want  of  fore- 
sight and  want  of  acumen  to  say  that  the 
Dominion  Government  should  support  the 
Roman  Catholic  schools  of  Manitoba  by 
means  of  the  Dominion  lands  of  this  country. 
How  are  you  goina  to  convert  the  Dominion 
lands  into  money  ?  I  do  not  believe  that  the 
Dominion  lands,  valuable  as  they  are  for 
settlement,  should  be  converted  into  a 
school  fund,  and  to  ask  this  government  to 
surrender  that  estate  which  we  have  in  lands 
for  certain  denominational  schools  in  Mani- 
toba, is  to  me  a  suggestion  which  cannot  be 
justified.  I  see  no  reason  or  justification 
for  saying  that  the  Protestants  should  have 
to  bear  all  the  taxation  of  that  country  and 
that  the  Roman  Catholic  should  be  granted 
this  land.  I  do  not  see  how  you  are  going 
to  convert  the  land  into  cash. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— Because  you  do 
not  live  there. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— But  my  hon. 
friend  lives  there,  and  yet  be  failed  to  show 
us    the    way   to  do  so.     They   would  not 


probably  be  of  any  value  to  them  and 
it  would' be  bad  policy  for  a  government, 
when  a  province  has  acted  in  the  way  Mani- 
toba has  done  towards  a  large  element  of 
the  community,  to  say  that  we  should  re- 
lieve them  of  the  duties  that  devolve  upon 
them  under  the  constitution,  and  that  we 
should  compensate  and  make  up  for  the 
wrongs  the  local  authorities  have  done. 
That  would  be  most  unreasonable  and  im- 
proper, and  I  do  not  think  the  government 
should  undertake  anything  of  the  kind.  I 
perfectly  agree  with  all  the  statements  in 
the  address.  I  only  hope  that  our  present 
premier  may  adopt  the  same  policy  as  his 
predecessor,  and  will  follow  in  his  footsteps 
and  be  guided  by  his  principle.s,  that  he  may 
in  the  same  way  rise,  step  by  step,  until  he  be- 
comes the  equal  of  his  predecessor.  Our  late 
premier  ascended,  step  by  step,  until  he 
reached  the  highest  pinnacle  to  which  a 
statesman  of  Canada  can  advance.  I  very 
much  regret  the  loss  of  our  great  leader  here 
and  I  cannot  help  sighing  for  the  "  touch  of 
a  vanished  hand  and  the  sound  of  a  voice 
that  is  still."  I  feel  sadly  the  loss  of  our 
late  and  lamented  premier  and  I  hope  that 
his  successor  will  have  in  the  same  degree 
the  confidence  of  the  people  which  he 
possessed. 

Hon.  Mr.  BERNIER— Four  days  have 
been  devoted  already  to  the  discussion  of 
the  address  in  answer  to  the  speech  from 
the  Throne,  and  perhaps  it  should  not  be 
protracted  longer.  But  I  ask  the  permission 
of  the  House  to  add  a  few  remarks  to  what 
has  already  been  said.  Some  of  the  previous 
speeches  made  by  hon.  gentlemen  did  not 
allow  me  to  remain  sUent.  I  refer  to  some 
remarks  of  my  hon.  friend  in  connection  with 
the  school  question.  But,  before  taking  up 
that  subject,  I  desire  to  refer  briefly  to  the 
lamented  death  of  our  late  premier.  The 
sad  occurrence  has  elicited  from  all  the  pre- 
vious speakers  forcible  expressions  of  the 
deepest  sorrow  for  his  tragic  and  premature 
departure  and  eloquent  eulogies  of  the  states- 
man now  at  rest.  I  most  sincerely  join  in 
these  expressions  of  sorrow  and  eulogies.  I 
desire  also  to  put  on  record  my  regret  at  the 
death  of  the  late  Hon.  Mr.  Tass^,  who  was 
an  ornament  to  this  House,  to  politics  and 
to  literature.  In  mentioning  the  death  of 
our  late  premier,  I  should  not  forget  to  con- 
gratulate our  new  premier  on  his  accession 
to  power,  and  on  the  well  earned  honours 
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which  Her  Majes<y  has  been  pleased  to  con- 
fer upon  him.  I  also  congratulate  the  hon. 
member  from  Prince  Edward  Island  on  his 
preferment  to  the  position  of  cabinet  min- 
ister. 

I  now  come  to  the  question  which  is  the 
principal  object  of  these  remarks.  It  has 
been  my  intention  from  the  first  to  give  it 
some  consideration,  but  contrary  to  what 
might  have  been  your  expectation,  my 
reference  to  that  subject  was  to  have  been 
very  brief.  On  the  reception  of  the  Order 
in  Council,  the  Manitoba  Legislature  ad- 
journed till  May  9th,  with  a  declaration  on 
the  part  of  the  government  that  the  delay 
was  for  the  purpose  of  taking  into  considera- 
tion the  warning  they  had  received.  It 
seemed  to  me  that,  under  the  circumstances, 
the  best  thing  to  do  was  to  leave  that 
matter  at  rest  for  the  moment,  so  as  to  give 
the  provincial  authorities  full  and  undistur- 
bed opportunity  to  make  up  their  mind. 
That  was  a  kind  of  truce  which  I  was  quite 
dispose  j  to  observe  and  maintain.  I  quite 
realize  the  gravity  of  the  situation ;  the  ques- 
tion requires  grave  and  calm  consideration. 
No  one  is  more  impressed  than  I  am  with 
the  responsibility  that  may  fall  upon  us  with- 
in a  short  period  ;  no  one  is  more  desirous 
than  I  am  to  see  this  vexed  question  taken 
away  from  the  political  arena.  My  intention 
was  simply  to  do  what  I  feel  to  be  a  duty  on 
my  part,  that  is,  to  declare  and  express  the 
complete  satisfaction  which  the  Order  in 
Council  has  given  to  the  minority,  and  to 
join  in  the  hope  so  earnestly  expressed  by 
the  mover  and  the  seconder  of  the  address, 
as  well  as  by  the  hon.  leader  of  the  govern- 
ment, that  the  provincial  authorities  will 
at  last  come  to  their  senses  and  will  loyally 
and  patriotically  retrace  their  steps  and  do 
what  is  right.  To  that  only  were  my  re- 
marks to  be  confined  had  not  my  hon.  friend 
from  Marquette  entirely  changed  my  mind 
by  his  own  remarks  on  the  same  subject.  I 
must  confess  that  these  remarks  took  me 
completely  by  surprise.  I  have  always 
been  one  of  the  most  attentive  and  patient 
listeners  to  the  hon.  gentleman  and,  though 
having  serious  doubts  as  to  the  advisability 
of  realizing  his  commercial  conceptions,  still 
I  could  not  help  a  Imiring  his  faith  and  his 
industrious  and  elaborate  eloquence.  Al- 
though he  did  not  depart,  I  must  admit, 
from  his  customary  gentlemanly  way  of  pro- 
pounding his  doctrines  (I  heard  some  one 
say  his  fads)  he  has  gone  so  far  astray  in 


this  instance,  and  has  forgotten  his  usual 
fairness  to  such  an  extent,  that  I  am  afraid 
he  will  have  to  make  very  great  eflForts  to 
convince  me  on  any  other  matters  in  future. 
It  may  be  advisable  to  state,  at  the  outset, 
that  the  minority  in  Manitoba  never  had, 
nor  has  it  at  present,  any  desire  to  interfere 
with  the  school  legislation  of  the  province 
in  so  far  as  non-Catholics  are  concerned.  We 
never  asked  for  any  such  interference.  Let 
them  have  if  they  like  what  they  call,  very 
improperly,  national  schools.  Different 
interpretations  have  been  placed  upon  the 
Order  in  Council — some  have  said  that  it 
was  mandatory,  others  that  it  was  the  very 
opposite.  I  confess  I  have  not  much  con- 
cern as  to  these  different  interpretations. 
The  Order  in  Council,  to  my  mind,  speaks 
for  itself.  I  am  sure  there  is  no  one  in  this 
Dominion  having  any  doubt  as  to  its  effect. 
It  is  the  fair  warning  required  by  the  con- 
stitution to  the  provincial  authorities  of  Ma- 
nitoba that  if  they  refuse  or  simply  neglect 
to  remove  by  proper  legislation  the  griev- 
ances of  the  minority,  this  Parliament  will 
be  empowered  to  do  what  Manitoba  should 
have  done.  Their  inaction  will  have  given 
Jurisdiction  to  this  Parliament  according  to 
the  provisions  of  the  constitution.  The 
whole  case  is  now  in  the  hands  of  Manitoba 
and  if  at  any  future  time  this  Parliament  is 
called  upon  to  legislate  for  that  province  in 
the  matter  of  education  the  fault  will  lie 
with  the  province  and  not  with  the  federal 
government  or  with  this  Parliament.  Such 
legislation  by  Parliament  will  not  be  an 
encroachment  upon  the  rights  of  the  pro- 
vince. From  the  beginning  of  confederation 
it  was  contemplated  that  the  minority  should 
be  protected.  Sir  Etienne  Tach^,  who  was 
pre.sident  of  the  conference  in  Quebec  in 
1864,  and  who  was  afterwards  premier  of 
Canada  spoke  in  this  way — being  premier 
of  Canada  he  had  authority  to  speak  for  the 
government  and  to  declare  the  policy  of 
that  government  and  the  meaning  of  its 
legislation.     He  said  : 

If  the  lower  branch,  of  the  legislature  were  in- 
sensate enough  and  wicked  enough  to  commit  some 
flagrant  act  of  injustice  (I  desire  to  remark  here 
that  Sir  E.  Tiichi'  docs  not  limit  his  declaration  to 
acts  within  the  constitution,  he  speaks  of  any  act  of 
injustice).  If  thelower  branchof  the  legislature  were 
insensate  enough  and  wicked  enough  to  commit 
some  flagrant  act  of  injustice  against  the  English 
Protestant  portion  of  the  community,  they  would 
be  checked  by  the  general  government.  But  the 
hon .  gentleman  argues  th;it  that  would  raise  an  is- 
sue between  the  local  and  the  general  governments. 
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We  must  not,  however,  forget  that  the  general 
government  U  composed  of  representatives  m>m  all 
portions  of  the  country — that  they  would  not  be 
likely  to  commit  an  unjust  act — and  that  if  they 
did  so,  they  would  be  met  by  such  a  storm  of 
opposition  as  would  sweep  them  out  of  their  places 
in  a  very  short  time.     (Conf.  Deb.,  pp.  236-7.) 

Of  course  these  remarks  applied  to  the 
Protestant  schools  then,  but  it  is  obvious 
that  they  must  apply  also  to  a  Catholic  mi- 
nority, when  in  any  province  it  happens  that 
the  Catholics  are  in  the  minority. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— Will  the  hon. 
gentleman  allow  me  to  say  that  the  judg- 
ment of  the  Privy  Council  said  that  the 
British  North  America  Act,  section  93,  sub- 
section 3,  relating  to  education,  did  not 
apply  to  this  case. 

Hon.  Mr.  BERNIER — I  am  sorry  to  say 
that  I  do  not  think  that  the  interruption  of 
the  hon.  gentleman  applies  in  this  cose 
either,  because  I  am  speaking  of  the  general 
principle  which  lies  at  the  root  of  the  Con- 
federation Acfr — its  fundamental  principle 
in  fact. 

Hon.  Mr.  ANGERS— Does  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  Shell  River  refer  to  the  last 
judgment  f 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON  —  The  British 
North  America  Act,  which  created  the  con- 
federation you  speak  of,  does  not  apply  to 
the  Manitoba  case. 

Hon.  Mr.  BERNIER— It  does  apply  by 
induction,  because  by  an  Imperial  statute 
all  the  clauses  of  the  Confederation  Act 
which  were  not  inconsistent  with  the  Mani- 
toba Act,  were  made  to  apply  to  Manitoba. 
I  desire  to  call  attention  to  one  of  the  re- 
marks made  by  Sir  Etienne  Toch^.  You 
will  observe  that  he  says  : — 

If  the  lower  branch  of  the  legislature  were  insen- 
sate enough  and  wicked  enough  to  do  some  flagrant 
act  of  injustice. 

He  does  not  speak  of  any  constitutional 
or  unconstitutional  act.  The  ground  for  ap- 
peal in  all  these  matters  is  not  really  the 
fact  of  the  Act  being  constitutional  or  un- 
constitutional. It  is  injustice  that  opens 
the  door  to  appeal.  We  are  continually 
being  told,  and  it  is  being  represented  to 
the  people  of  the  Dominion  at  large  that 
we  are  always  asking  for  something  new 
and  for  additional  privileges.  Now  I  wish 
to  demonstrate  that  the  first  to  require  that 


protection  for  the  minority  should  be  pro- 
vided for  in  the  constitution  were  the  Pro- 
testant people.  By  the  exertions  of  English 
Protestants  the  protection  of  the  minority 
by  the  Federal  Parliament  has  become  a 
fundamental  principle  of  the  constitution. 
Without  it  confederation  would  never  have 
existed.  Sir  John  Rose  and  Sir  A.  T.  Gait 
were  in  the  front  rank  of  those  who  exacted 
that  principle  and  who  declared  that 
without  it  the  Protestant  people  would  not 
accede  to  the  proposed  new  regime.  I  quote 
from  the  speech  of  Sir  John  Itose : 

Looking  at  the  scheme  from  the  standpoint  of  an 
English  Protestant  in  Lower  Canada,  let  me  see 
whether  the  interests  of  those  of  my  own  race  and 
religion  in  that  section  are  safely  and  properly 
guarded.  There  are  certain  points  upon  which 
the^  feel  the  greatest  interest,  and  with  regard  to 
which  it  is  but  proper  that  they  should  be  assured 
that  there  are  sufficient  safe-guards  provided  for 
their  preservation.  Upon  these  points  I  desire  to 
put  some  questions  to  the  government. 

He  states  his  questions  on  the  first  point 
and  then  he  goes  on : 

The  second  is,  whether  such  safe-guards  will 
be  provided  for  the  educational  system  of  the  min- 
ority in  Lower  Canada  as  will  be  satisfactory  to 
them.  Upon  these  points  some  apprehensions 
seem  to  exist  in  the  minds  of  the  Ecgfish  minority 
in  Lower  Cantula. 


I  also  quote  an  utterance  made  by  Sir  A. 
T.  Gait : 

It  must  be  clear  that  a  measure  would  not  be 
favourably  entertained  by  the  minority  in  Lower 
Canada  which  would  place  the  education  of  the 
children  and  the  provision  for  their  schools  wholly 
in  the  hands  of  a  majority  of  a  different  faith.  It 
was  clear  that  in  confiding  the  general  subject  of 
education  to  the  local  legislature  it  was  absolutely 
necessary  that  it  should  be  accompanied  by  such 
restrictions  as  would  prevent  injustice  in  any 
respect  from  being  done.  Now,  this  applied  to 
Lower  Canada  but  it  also  applied  and  with  equal 
force  to  Upper  Canada  and  the  other  provinces, 
for  in  Lower  Canada  there  was  h  Protestant  min- 
ority, and  in  the  other  provinces  a  Roman  Catholic 
minority.  The  same  privileges  belong  to  the  one 
of  right  here  as  belonged  to  the  other  of  right 
elsewhere.  There  could  be  no  greater  injustice  to 
a  population,  than  to  compel  them  to  have  their 
children  educated  in  a  manner  contrary  to  their 
own  religious  belief. 

It  is  well  known  that  the  requirements  as 
to  legislation  which  were  sought  for  by  the 
English  Protestants  for  their  protection 
were  acceded  to.  Now  the  province  of 
Quebec  is  in  one  respect  in  the  same  position 
as  Manitoba.  Indeed  all  the  provinces  are 
on  the  same  footing,  and  it  is  an  erroneous 
statement  to  say  that  Manitoba  is  receiving 
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exceptional  treatment.  If  any  other  pro- 
vince were  to  try  to  do  as  Manitoba  has 
done  it  would  receive  the  sanje  treatment. 
Take  Nova  Scotia  for  instance.  At  the 
time  that  confederation  came  into  existence 
there  was  no  law  providing  for  a  separate 
school  system  in  that  provnice.  Conse- 
quently the  minority  could  not  under  the 
constitution  come  here  and  appeal  against 
the  existing  law.  Suppose,  however,  that 
Nova  Scotia  were  to  establish  by  law  such  a 
system  of  schools.  The  minority  would 
thereby  acquire  rights  and  privileges  which 
could  not  afterwards  be  injuriously  aflfected 
by  .subsequent  legislation.  If  their  rights 
were  so  aflfected  the  minority  would  have 
a  right  to  appeal,  and  the  province  of  Nova 
Scotia  would  have  to  abide  by  the  results. 
On  this  point  I  will  quote  subsection  3  of 
section  93  of  the  British  North  America 
Act,  which  is  my  authority  : 

Where  in  any  province  a  system  of  separate  or 
dissentient  schools  exists  by  law  at  the  union,  or  is 
thereafter  established  by  the  legislature  of  the  pro- 
vince, an  appeal  shall  lie  to  the  Governor  General 
in  Council,  from  any  Act  or  decision.of  any  provin- 
cial authority,  affecting  any  right  or  privilege  of 
the  Protestant  or  Roman  Catholic  minority  of  the 
Queen's  subjects  in  relation  to  education . 

I  claim  that  if  at  the  present  day  Nova 
Scotia  were  to  pass  an  act  establi.«hing 
separate  schools,  the  rights  acquired  by  the 
minority  under  that  law  could  not  be  taken 
away  from  them  without  giving  them  a  right 
of  appeal  to  this  government  and  afterwards 
to  this  Parliament.  The  position  of  the 
province  of  Manitoba  to-day  is  just  the  same 
as  the  position  of  Nova  Scotia  would  be  Ln 
that  case,  because  the  judgment  under  which 
they  are  seeking  redress  is  based  upon  legis- 
lation by  the  province  since  confederation. 
The  same  principles  pervade  the  federal  and 
local  chart«rs,  and  I  hold  that  Manitoba  ought 
not  to  be  relieved  from  the  application  of 
these  general  principles.  Why  should  not 
the  Catholics  of  Manitoba  be  accorded  the 
protection  that  the  English  Frotestatits  in 
other  portions  of  the  Dominion  demanded 
to  be  made  a  clause  of  the  compact  under 
which  they  entered  confederation  ?  It  may 
be  very  well  to  say  in  a  superficial  way,  that 
the  majority  does  not  want  to  be  fettered 
by  any  restriction  nor  to  see  its  rights 
encroached  upon.  Any  one  who  makes 
himself  familiar  with  the  circumstances  of 
the  ca.se  and  gives  to  the  subject  his  honest 
and  earnest  consideration,  will  admit  that 
nothing  of  the  kind  is  intended.     There  is 


no  wish  to  place  restrictions  or  fetters  upon 
the  majority,  there  is  no  proposition  to 
preclude  that  majority  from  continuing  to 
have  their  own  schools  conducted  in  such 
manner  and  under  such  laws  and  regulations 
as  they  desire. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— Will  the  hon. 
gentleman  permit  me  to  interrupt  him  once 
more.  The  objection  we  have  out  west, 
where  I  reside,  to  the  separate  school  sys- 
tem is,  that  we  have  in  the  one  district  a 
separate  school  containing  say,  20  Roman 
Catholic  children,  and  another  district  con- 
taining 20  Protestant  children.  Thus  we 
have  two  poor  schools  instead  of  one  good 
one.  We  want  to  have  a  good  school  and 
we  can  only  have  that  by  having  a  united 
school. 

Hon.  Mr.  BERNIER— That  is  a  very 
small  matter — a  matter  of  detail  which  cer- 
tainly cannot  be  taken  in  opposition  to  the 
general  principles  that  we  are  seeking  to 
have  applied  to  the  province.  The  majority 
in  Manitoba  have  had  their  own  schools  in 
the  past  without  interference  on  the  part  of 
the  minority  or  anybody  else.  They  have 
them  at  present,  and  there  is  no  intention 
to  interfere  with  them  in  the  future.  The 
only  thing  that  is  desired  by  the  minority  is 
to  be  treated  in  the  same  way,  and  have 
their  .schools  conducted  according  to  the  dic- 
tates of  their  own  consciences,  just  as  the 
majority  have.  That  right  the  minority  had 
before  1890,  and  the  recent  judgment  of  the 
Privy  Council  declares  that  it  was  wrong  to 
dispossess  them  of  that  right,  that  this 
grievance  should  be  remedied,  and  Her  Ma- 
jesty acting  on  the  advice  of  the  Judicial 
Committee  of  the  Privy  Council  has  ordered 
that  "  the  recommendations  and  directions 
therein  contained  be  punctually  obeyed  and 
carried  into  effect  in  each  and  every  parti- 
cular, whereof  the  Governor  General  of  Can- 
ada, for  the  time  being,  and  any  other  per- 
son who  may  be  concerned,  have  to  take 
notice  and  govern  themselves  accordingly." 
On  that  judgment  the  government  of  Can- 
ada has  notified  the  provincial  authorities  in 
Manitoba  to  govern  themselves  according  to 
the  command  of  Her  Majesty,  and  that  in 
default  they  would  have  to  conform  them- 
selves to  the  constitution  and  propose  such 
remedial  legislation  as  the  circumstances 
may  require.  It  might  not  be  useless  to  re- 
mark that  the  government  has  been  acting 
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and  that  Parliament  will  be  called  to  act, 
not  under  any  power  thit  may  be  conferred 
on  them  by  the  general  Confederation  Act 
but  by  the  Manitoba  Act,  by  the  char- 
ter of  the  province  itself.     Surely  it  cannot 


our  intellectual  and  physical  forces  and  let 
us  work  up  our  national  resources  in  a  spirit 
of  generosity  and  citizenship,  in  a  spirit  of 
charity,  and  like  good  Christians  and  true 
Canadians.  I  must  also  give  some  considera- 


be  said  that  the  federal  government  or  the  i  tion  to  another  part  of  the  subject.     I  refer 


Parliament  of  Canada  are  invading  any  pro- 
vincial rights  when  they  are  acting  by  virtue 
of  the  powers  contained  in  the  local  charter 
and  on  a  specific  subject,  and  in  default  of 
the  provincial  authorities  acting  as  provided 
by  such  local  charter.  That  theory  of  pro- 
vincial rights  which  is  so  largely  propoumled 
in  this  case,  is  not  tenable  and  would  drive 
UB  to  the  worst  results  if  it  were  carried  to 
its  logical  consequences.  Let  us  consider 
the  m-itter  for  a  moment.     A  verdict  has 


to  the  standard  of  our  schools,  although 
the  hon.  gentleman  did  not  refer  to  the  sub- 
ject. I  must  enter  here  my  strong  protest 
against  the  allegation  that  our  schools 
are  inferior  to  the  other  schools.  It  is  a 
very  delicate  subject  to  deal  Ayith.  Com- 
parisons are  very  often  offensive.  As  a  rule 
we  abstain  from  any  research  into  the  schools 
of  non-Catholics,  because  we  consider  it  is 
not  our  province  to  criticise  those  schools 
and  we  are  not  concerned  about  them. 


been   rendered   in  this  case   by   the  Privy 

Council.  That  verdict  is  that  the  minority  i  Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON — I  would  like  to 
have  rights,  that  the  legislation  of  1890  I  ask  the  hon.  gentleman,  if  he  will  allow  me, 
has  caused  them  a  serious  grievance,  that  I  if  any  school  that  complies  with  the  con- 
we  have  a  right  to  complain,  that  we  have  !  ditions  of  the  law  fails  to  get  the  grant  both 
done  it  in  proper  form,  and  that  the  grie- 
vance should  be  remedied.  If  we  are 
right,  then,  hon.  gentlemen,  the  others  are 
wrong.  There  cannot  be  an  escape  from 
that  proposition,  and  if  they  are  wrong  their 
rights  are  not  invaded  by  the  redre-=s  of  their 
wrong.  It  should  not  be  sought  to  take 
advantage  of  the  theory  of  provincial  rights 
to  cover  and  maintain  provincial  wrongs. 
Everybody  should  feel  that  th-?  only  duty 
we  have  to  perform  is  to  loyally  submit  to 


from  the  municipality  and  the  government. 

Hon.  Mr.  BERNIER— You   mean    the 
present  law? 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— Yes. 

Hon.  Mr.  BERNIER~lf  my  hon.  friend 
will  wait  for  a  moment,  I  will  come  to  that 
subject  and  I  will  explain  all  that.  I  was 
saying  that  at  times,  if  we  indulge  in  com- 
the  findings  of  the  Privy  Council  and  to  the  |  parisons  l)etween  the  non-Catholic  schools 
commands  of  Her  Majesty,  thereby  restoring  I  and  ours,  it  is  not  with  a  view  of  finding 
peace  and  harmony  where  they  prevailed  |  fault,  but  to  find  whether  ours  could  not  be 
before,  restoring  a  condition  which  shpuld  improved,  because,  whatever  may  be  said  to 
never  have  been  altered.  I  say  more,  not  only  !  the  contrary,  it  is  our  aim  to  have  as  good 


restoring  peace  but  taking  away  one  of  the 
drawbacks  from  which  our  province,  has 
suffered  even  materially.  A  good  deal  of 
discussion  is  sjoing  on  at  present  about  the 
depression  of  affairs,  and  the  tariff  is  said  by 
some  to  be  one  of  the  causes  of  that  depres- 
sion. I  have  nothing  to  say  at  present  on 
that  subject,  but  I  will  say  this,  that  in 
Manitoba  one  of  the  principal  causes  of  the 
slow  progress  that  has  been  made  is  the 
agitation  to  which  we  have  been  subjected 
almost  permanently  for  one  cause  or  another. 


teachers  and  as  gsod  schools  as  possible.  In 
any  community  there  are  drawbacks,  and  we 
have  our  share  of  them,  we  humbly  admit ; 
but  that  is  no  good  reason  for  passing  a 
general  condemnation  on  everything  that 
belongs  to  us.  Whilst  we  are  doing  our  best  to 
advance  in  every  situation  of  life,  it  appears 
that  our  opponents  are  doing  all  they 
can  to  discountenance  our  efforts.  They  have 
been  making  some  inquiries  as  to  the  working 
of  our  schools,  but  they  have  been  precluded 
by  their  prejudices  from  making  those  inqui- 


At  a  distance  it  seems  as  if  we  ever  were  i  ries  perfect,  or  to  see  things  as  they  are.  By 
almost  on  the  eve  of  a  civil  war,  and  |  force  of  circumstances,  the  majority  of  our 
the    consequence    is    that     emigrants    are  ,  schools  are  generally  conducted  in  the  French 


deterred  from  coming  into  the  province. 
For  the  sake  of  our  welfare,  for  the  sake  of 
the  rapid  development  of  our  immense  terri- 
tories, let  us  cool  down,  let  us  put  together 


language,  although  the  English  language  is 
also  generally  taught,  which  teaching,  by  the 
way,  gives  to  our  school  a  superiority  o^'er 
the  others  in  that  branch,  and  increases  the 
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number  of  subjects  taught,  leaving  conse- 
quently less  time  for  some  other  subjects. 
Now,  how  can  a  man  who  does  not  visit  a 
school  and  who  does  not  know  the  language 
of  the  children,  be  a  good  judge  of 
that  school  ?  Most  certainly,  he  cannot 
be,  and  I  dare  say  that  almost  all  those 
who  take  upon  themselves  to  criticise  the 
Manitoba  Catholic  schools,  are  in  that 
position  ;  consequently  their  testimony  is 
not  worth  consideration.  But  I  will  go 
further  and  put  before  you  as  good  evidence 
as  can  be  had  that  our  schools  were  as  eflS.- 
cient  as  the  circumstances  of  the  province 
could  allow.  First  take  our  programme; 
that  programme  contains  15  clauses  and  the 
subjects  to  be  taught  according  to  that  pro- 
gramme are  these : — Religious  instruction  in 
the  child's  language  ;  reading,  spelling,  gram- 
mar, analysis  and  composition,  these  four 
subjects  in  French  and  English  ;  penman- 
ship, drawing,  arithmetic,  mensuration,  and 
algebra  ;  book-keeping,  single  and  double  en- 
try ;  geography,  all  parts  of  the  world  ;  sacred 
history,  history  of  Canada,  England  and 
France  ;  good  behaviour,  etc.,  useful  know- 
ledge, chemistry,  agriculture  and  astronomy. 
For  the  girls,  domestic  economy,  sewing  em- 
broidery, etc.  Now,  I  contend  that  this 
programme  is  as  comprehensive  as  it  should 
be  for  a  primary  school.  It  must  not  be  for- 
gotten that  the  aim  of  an  ordinary  primary 
school  is  not  to  make  scientists.  It  is  to  give  a 
good  start  for  the  higher  studies  for  those 
whosecircumstances  will  permit  them  to  make 
such  a  study,  and  for  others  a  sufficient 
knowledge  to  hold  their  own  in  the  humble 
condition  in  which  God  has  placed 
them.  The  programme  which  I  have 
just  read  to  you  fulfils  the  condition.  To 
increase  in  that  programme  would  be  cram- 
ming, and  would  tend  more  to  injure  the 
health  and  intelligence  of  the  child  than  to  do 
him  good.  At  times  some  chances  are  given 
when  a  kind  of  test  may  be  made  aa  between 
the  various  schools :  exhibitions,  for  instance, 
and  opinions  from  people  who,  hj  their  posi- 
tion and  previous  relations,  may  be  said  to  be 
good  judges.  It  has  been  the  privilege  of  our 
schools  to  be  submitted  to  such  tests,  and 
here  are  the  result=>.  At  the  first  school 
exhibition  at  Portage  la  Prairie,  in  our  own 
province,  we  had  an  exhibition  where  the 
Protestants  and  the  Catholics  exhibited  side 
by  side  the  work  of  their  pupils,  and  general 
school  work.  Our  schools  were  then  awarded 
a  diploma  for  general  excellence.    Some  years  | 


afterwards  we  were  invited  to  take  part  in 
the  London  Colonial  Exhibition ;  and  we 
sent  there,  though  very  reluctantly,  as  the 
notice  appeared  too  short,  exhibits  from  eleven 
schools.  Nine  were  awarded  the  diploma, 
and  the  Catholic  superintendent  was  also 
in  receipt  of  one  of  those  diplomas. 
The  Protestant  schools  may  also  have  re- 
ceived some,  but  I  must  say  that  I  have 
never  heard  that  they  did.  And  now,  if 
we  go  to  the  grand  Chicago  Fair,  there 
also  the  Catholic  schools,  their  methods, 
their  teachers  and  their  exhibits  were  decla^ 
red  to  be  of  a  superior  order  by  friends  and 
foes,  by  experts  and  visitors  of  distinction, 
and  finally  by  the  judges.  However,  it  may 
be  said  that  it  was  not  the  Catholic  schools 
of  Manitoba  but  the  Catholic  schools  of  Que- 
bec which  exhibited,  but  as  the  accusation 
of  inferiority  bears  not  only  on  the  Manitoba 
schools  but  generally  on  the  Catholi .-  schools, 
it  is  quite  proper  to  refer  to  the  result  of  the 
Chicago  exhibition  as  oiFering  a  sure  evidence 
of  the  adequacy  of  our  system,  and  of  the  Ca- 
tholic schools  everywhere,  and  unless  these 
exhibition  tests  are  ignored — and  if  they  be 
ignored  what  is  the  use  of  having  them — 
unless  these  exhibition  tests  are  set  aside  it 
must  be  considered  that  they  entirely  des- 
troy that  accusation  of  inferiority.  So  much 
for  the  exhibition.  Let  us  take  some  of  the 
testimonials  that  were  sent  to  us  by  persons 
in  a  position  to  know.  On  the  occasion  of 
the  Colonial  exhibition  at  London,  we  had 
correspondence  from  which  I  quote.  I  will 
first  read  a  letter  from  Captain  William 
Clarke  who  took  part  in  the  repression  of 
the  rebellion  in  the  North-west  in  1885  : — 

London,  27th  July,  1886. 
Dear  Sir, — I  can  speak  with  experience  with 
reference  to  the  excellence  of  your  section,  two  of 
my  daughters  having  been  for  a  long  time  with  the 
good  sisters  of  St.  Boniface,  where  their  progress 
was  as  satisfactory  to  me  as  it  was  pleasant  to 
them. 

I  am,  sir,  your  obedient  servant, 

WILUAM  CLARKE. 

That  letter  was  addressed  to  me  as  super- 
intendent of  education.  Mr.  Clarke  was 
not  a  Roman  Catholic,  but  was  a  very  decid- 
ed Protestant.  Sir  Charles  Tupper  was  not 
a  Catholic  either,  yet  he  wrote  this  letter : 

Colonial  and  Indian  Exhibition,  1886, 
Canadian  Section, 

London,  29th  July,  1886. 
To  T.  A.  Beknier,  Esq. 

My  Dear  Sir, — I  duly  received  your  letter  of 
the  3rd  inst.,  and  thank  you  for  the  memorandum 
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which  you  have  prepared  on  behalf  of  your  section 
of  the  Manitoba  educational  exhibit.  I  shall  be 
pleased  to  receive  a  thousand  copies  of  the  uietno- 
rauduni  and  to  see  that  they  are  carefully  distribut- 
ed. The  exhibit  which  you  have  taken  such  pains 
to  collect  has  already  attracted  consideiable  atten- 
tion, and  I  do  not  doubt  it  will  add  to  the  success 
of  the  Dominion  at  the  exhiVution. 

I  remain  yours  faithfully, 

CHARLKS  TUPPER. 

T  take  the  following  extract  from  the  Caiui- 
dian  Gazette  of  London,  published  on  the  4th 
November,  1886  : 

It  is  generally  believed  that  of  all  the  sister  pro- 
vinces, ttiat  of  Manitoba  is  the  least  advanced 
towards  civilization.  \Ve  already  know  that  in 
many  respects  such  is  not  the  case,  but  if  we  con- 
8i<ler  the  excellent  scholastic  exhibition  of  that 
province,  we  see  in  what  degree  that  impression  is 
erroneous,  especially  in  the  matter  of  education. 

The  collection  contains  samples  of  books,  exer- 
cises, scholastic  material,  &c.,  coming  from  the 
Catholic  schools  as  well  as  from  the  Protestiuit 
schools  of  the  province. 

The  excellence  of  the  work,  an<l  especially  of 
the  geographical  charts,  is  incontestible.  This  is 
the  more  pleasing,  if  we  consider  the  fact  that 
many  exhibits  are  dated  from  the  jrear  1884,  and 
the  beginning  of  the  year  1885.  It  is  evident  the 
exhibit  is  c(>mpose<l  of  the  ordinary  duties  of  the 
schools  in  all  parts  of  the  province,  and  not  of 
work  specially  iirepared  for  the  occasion. 

No  pretension  lias  been  made  to  eclipse  the 
school  exhibits  of  the  otlier  provinces,  but  the  col- 
lection that  is  under  our  eyes  denotes  that  in  one 
of  the  most  recently  organized  provinces  of  the 
confederation,  there  exists  a  school  system  which, 
although  respecting  the  faith  and  religious  convic- 
tions of  the  population,  offers  to  every  one  an  edu- 
cation capable  of  fitting  for  the  highest  rank  in 
society,  the  child  who  is  placed  under  its  care. 

This  refers  more  especially  to  the  Roman 
Catholic  schools.  That  is  evident  from  the  fact 
that  some  of  the  sentences  in  that 
passage  are  almost  word  for  word  taken 
from  the  memoran  lum  which  I  had  prepared 
to  accuuipany  the  exhibits  of  the  Roman 
Catholic  schools  to  London.  Now  let  us 
see  whether  we  could  not  arrive  at  the  same 
conclusion  by  the  results  of  common  examina- 
tion. There  was  no  such  common  examination 
in  the  primary  schools,  but  there  were  and 
there  are  still  common  examinations  in  higher 
branches  at  the  University  of  Manitoba.  I 
may  say  that  we  have  a  university  the  institu- 
tion of  which  is  unique  in  the  Dominion,  I 
believe.  It  is  a  federation  of  colleges, 
including  institutions  of  all  denominations. 
We  have  four  examinations,  the  preliminary, 
the  previous,  the  Junior  B.  A.  and-  the 
Senior.  In  the  Junior  B.  A.  and  the  Senior 
B.  A.  the  students  generally  branch  off, 
some  graduating  in  mathematics,  some  ia 
6 


natural  science,  some  in  classics,  some  in 
mental  and  in  moral  philosophy,  but  at  the 
preliminary  and  previous  examinations  tlie 
students  of  all  the  colleges  come  into  contact 
and  pass  a  common  examination.  The 
papers  are  corrected  by  professors  of  the 
various  colleges.  At  those  examinations 
the  students  of  the  Catholic  college  of  St. 
Boniface  have  always  had  their  full  share  of 
honours,  prizes  and  scholarships,  and  some- 
times more  than  their  proportionate  share. 
The  argument  that  I  draw  from  this  is  that 
in  education  every  thing  is  connected 
and  the  last  result  is  generally  an  indication 
of  what  the  beginnings  were.  The  students 
of  the  St.  Boniface  college  begin  their  studies 
and  make  their  preparations  in  our 
primary  schools,  and,  if  these  schools  did  not 
do  proper  work,  those  students  would  not  be 
able  in  after  years  to  post  themselves  suffi- 
ciently in  the  higher  subjects  to  compete 
with  the  students  of  the  other  colleges. 
The  fact  that  they  do  compete  and  take  their 
full  share  of  awards  is  a  test  of  our  primary 
schools,  and  one  that  is  in  our  favour.  Of 
course,  the  remarks  are  not  in  answer  to  the 
hon.  gentleman,  because  he  did  not  touch 
that  subject.  Now  as  to  the  other  conten- 
tion of  the  hon.  gentleman — that  the  agree- 
ment of  1870  could  not  be  binding  on 
the  present  population,  I  wish  to  say  a  few 
words.  To  begin  with,  is  there  not  some 
inconsistency  in  the  contention  of  the  hon. 
gentleman  1  He  says  first  that  there  is  a 
part  of  the  province  which  is  entitled  to  a 
remedy ;  he  admits  thereby  that  the  agree- 
ment holds  good  for  a  part  of  the  province, 
but  in  the  next  breath  he  argues  that  the 
agreement  could  not  have  the  effect  of  bind- 
ing the  population  for  all  time  to  come.  Sure- 
ly there  is  a  contradiction  in  these  two 
propositions.  Let  me  take  first  his  conten- 
tion that  the  agreement  entered  into  by 
the  province  of  Manitoba  must  apply  only 
within  the  limits  of  the  original  pro- 
vince. That  is  a  proposition  which  bears 
its  own  refutation.  By  legislation 
on  the  part  of  both  of  the  federal  parliament 
and  of  the  provincial  legislature,  the 
same  rights  and  privileges  which  the 
population  of  Manitoba,  irrespective  of  creed 
or  origin,  had  then  have  been  extended  to 
the  added  territory.  That  legislation  could 
not  in  fact  impose  on  that  new  portion  any 
other  rights  or  privileges.  Those  rights 
were  extended  in  the  same  proportion,  to 
the  same  extent,   in  the   same   shape   and 
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form,  and  with  the  same  meaning  which 
they  had  in  the  original  province.  All  the 
legislative  authorities  possessing  jurisdiction 
over  that  territory  have  declared  that  the 
added  territory  should  enjoy  the  same  rights 
and  privileges  as  the  original  province. 
How  then  can  it  be  contended  that  they 
come  under  a  different  rulel  It  would  be 
as  reasonable  to  contend  that  the  territory 
itself  was  not  added.  The  provincial  legis- 
lature extended  the  educational  acts  then  in 
force  in  the  original  province,  to  the  added 
territory  and  having  been  once  applied  to 
the  added  territory  I  do  not  see  how  those 
rights  can  now  be  declared  not  to  apply  to 
it.  The  hon.  gentleman  .says  that  the  agree- 
ment is  not  binding  for  all  time  to  come 
because  when  the  original  right  was  granted 
there  were  only  12,000  people  in  the  Selkirk 
settlement,  whilst  that  population  has  since 
increased  to  about  200,000  people.  If  that 
increase  of  population  is  a  reason  to  set 
aside  the  original  agreement,  it  is  also  a 
reason  to  set  aside  that  agreement  for  the 
older  part  of  the  province  where  the  popu- 
lation has  also  increased. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— What  I  said  was 
that  the  right-s  of  the  minority  were  confined 
to  the  Selkirk  settlement,  but  the  right  is 
only  a  right  to  appeal — that  when  that  ap- 
peal comes  before  Parliament  there  is  a  con- 
stitutional right  on  the  part  of  Parliament 
to  change  their  policy  in  any  direction  that 
they  see  fit. 

Hon.  Mr.  BERNIER— This  Parliament 
has  no  right  to  change  the  constitution  of 
Manitoba  ;  only  the  Imperial  Parliament 
can  do  that.  The  hon.  gentleman  said  sub- 
stantially that  an  agreement  made  by  some 
1 2,000  people  could  not  be  binding  for  all  time 
to  come  on  a  population  largely  increased 
coming  into  the  province  afterwards.  The 
answer  to  that  is  that  it  is  binding  until  it 
is  cancelled  in  a  regular  and  constitutional 
way.  It  is  like  a  man  who  has  given  his 
note  and  is  bound  by  his  signature.  After- 
wards his  heirs  are  bound  by  the  note  until 
they  are  legally  released.  There  is,  in  legal 
parlance,  an  expression  which  is  used  to  de- 
scribe an  unpaid  note  ;  we  say  that  the  note 
has  been  dishonoured.  In  this  case  until 
the  constitution  is  changed  the  agreement 
stands,  and  what  Manitoba  has  been  doing 
for  the  past  five  years,  is  to  put  herself  in 
the  position  of  a  man  who  allows  his  note  to 


be  dishonoured.  It  was  with  sentiments  of 
national  pride  that  I  heard  the  other  day 
tihe  hon.  leader  of  the  government  declare 
that  the  signature  of  our  sovereign  should 
not  be  dishonoured.  As  a  matter  of  fact 
that  agreement  was  made  with  the  whole 
population  of  Canada.  It  was  made  by  the 
12,000  people  that  were  there  on  the  one 
part,  and  the  Dominion  at  large  on  the  other 
part,  and  the  witness  to  that  agreement  was 
Her  Majesty  herself,  for  it  was  sealed  with 
the  great  seal  of  the  empire. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— And  what  was 
that  agreement? 

Hon.  Mr.  BERNIER— The  agreement 
was  that  the  rights  and  privileges  of  the 
minority  should  always  be  respected,  which 
has  not  been  done  during  the  past  five  years. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— In  what  district? 
Hon.  Mr.  BERNIER— In  all  the  province. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— What  was  the  size 
of  the  province  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  BERNIER— I  cannot  give  the 
number  of  square  miles,  but  it  does  not  appear 
to  me  that  the  size  of  the  province  has  much 
to  do  with  the  rights  of  the  people. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— There  is  an  Act 
of  1884  extending  the  limits  of  Manitoba. 

Hon.  Mr.  BERNIER — I  presume  the  hon. 
gentlemen  from  Shell  River  refers  to  that 
extension  of  the  boundaries  of  the  province. 
By  an  Act  of  Parliament  the  institutions  of 
the  province  of  Manitoba  have  been  extended 
to  the  whole  of  that  province  including  the 
added  territory  and  afterward  the  provincial 
legislature  itself  extended  all  its  legislation 
in  all  its  various  purpoi-ts,  including  the  edu- 
cational acts  then  in  force,  to  the  added  terri- 
tory. The  inhabitants  of  the  added  territory 
thus  were  endowed  with  all  the  privileges 
and  rights  in  every  shape  and  form  and  in 
all  their  bearings  which  were  enjoyed  by  the 
remainder  of  the  province.  That  is  declared 
by  the  Parliament  of  Canada  and  by  the 
province  itself,  yet,  some  20  years  afterwards 
there  are  some  who  say  that  the  minority  in 
the  newer  portion  of  the  province  do  not 
enjoy  the  privileges  that  were  conferred 
upon  the  original  province.  We  have  legisla- 
tion which  expressly  extends  to  the  added 
territoi-y  the  constitution  and  the  laws  of 
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the  original  province  and  jet  afterwards  the 
hon.  gentlemen  comes  and  says  that  they  do 
not  apply. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— Would  the  hon. 
gentleman  take  the  ground  that  the  Par- 
liament that  extended  the  boundaries  of  the 
province  of  Manitoba  and  included  the 
added  territory  within  its  limits  has  no 
power  to  repeal  its  legislation  if  it  sees  fiti 

Hon.  Mr.  BERNIER— As  to  that  I  do 
not  think  it  has,  seeing  that  all  this  legisla- 
tion has  been  ratified  by  the  Imperial 
Parliament. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— Not  as  to  the 
extension.  The  Imperial  Parliament  has 
nothing  to  do  with  the  extension. 

Hon.  Mr.  BERNIER— If  the  Imperial 
Parliament  has  nothing  to  do  with  the 
extension,  it  may  be  right  to  say  that  this 
Parliament  would  have  the  right  to  repeal 
what  it  has  done.  That  is  a  general  prin- 
ciple. There  may  be  some  clause  in  the 
constitution  which  would  have  the  eflFect  of 
preventing  that;  at  present  I  amnotprepared 
to  answer  the  question  fully.  The  general 
principle,  however,  is  that  the  power  which 
makes  a  law  has  also  the  power  to  repeal  it 
unless  some  restriction  is  expressly  placed 
upon  that  law  which  is  the  case  with 
regard  to  educational  matters  in  the  province 
of  Manitoba.  Now,  let  us  for  a  moment 
take  the  ground  of  the  hon.  gentleman 
that  the  Manitoba  Act  or  the  agreement 
of  which  the  Manitoba  Act  was  the  result, 
does  not  apply  to  the  added  territory.  Then 
surely  there  must  be  some  law  which  does 
apply  to  that  territory.  What  is  that  law  1 
It  is  the  Confederation  Act,  that  and  no 
other  act  can  apply.  In  what  position  are  we 
then  1  We  certainly  are  in  a  better  posi- 
tion :  that  is  to  say,  the  Catholics  of  the  added 
territory  are  in  a  better  position  if  we  adopt 
the  ground  of  the  hon.  gentleman  than  those 
of  the  old  Selkirk  settlement.  The  pro- 
vince of  Manitoba  has,  by  its  own  legisla- 
tion extended  to  that  new  territory  the  ap- 
plication of  the  statutes  in  respect  of  mat- 
ters of  education.  That  means  that  they 
had  given  them  the  same  rights  and  privi- 
leges that  the  older  portion  of  the  province 
enjoys.  In  either  case  there  is  undoubted 
right  of  appeal  from  any  injustice  subse- 
quently done  by  the  local  government  to 
this  Parliament.  It  is  only  because  rights 
6i 


and  privileges  have  been  affected  that  the 
way  is  open  for  an  appeal.  That  is  decided 
by  the  judgment  of  the  Imperial  Privy  Coun- 
cil from  which  I  quote  as  follows  : 

So  the  question  to  be  determined  is  whether  a 
right  or  privilege  which  the  Roman  Catholic  mino- 
rity previously  enjoyed  has  been  affected  by  the 
legislation  of  1890.  Their  lordships  are  unable  to 
see  how  this  question  can  receive  any  but  an  affir- 
mative answer. 

For  that  added  territory  we  have  the  post- 
union  legislation  of  the  province,  which  le- 
gislation gives  rights  and  privileges  to  the 
minority  ;  and  you  also  have  here  a  judg- 
ment of  the  Privy  Council  which  declares 
that  these  rights  and  privileges  have  been 
affected  by  the  Act  of  1890,  thus  giving  a 
clear  right  of  appeal  to  the  Governor  in 
Council  and  to  this  Parliament,  under  the 
third  subsection  of  the  93rti  section  of  the 
British  North  America  Act,  which  reads  as 
follows : 

Where  in  any  province  a  system  of  separate  or 
dissentient  schools  exists  by  law  at  the  union,  or  is 
thereafttr  eitabliahed  by  the  legislature  of  the  prov- 
ince, an  appeal  shall  lie  to  the  Governor  General 
in  Council  from  any  act  or  decision  of  any  proWn- 
cial  authority  affecting  any  right  or  privilege  of  the 
Protestant  or  Roman  Catholic  minority  of  the 
Queen's  subjects  in  relation  to  education. 

The  Manitoba  legislature  having  estab- 
lished in  the  added  territory,  after  its  union 
with  confederation  and  with  the  province 
of  Manitoba,  a  system  of  separate  schools, 
it  follows  that  this  section,  should  the  con- 
tention of  my  honourable  friend  be  right, 
would  be  applicable  to  that  added  territory, 
and  would  give  a  right  of  appeal  to  the 
Catholics  living  there,  in  view  of  the  recent 
judgment  of  the  Privy  Council.  Therefore 
I  hold  that  the  contention  of  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman as  to  that  portion  of  territory  is  not 
tenable  at  all.  If  it  were,  it  would  go 
against  him.  I  now  return  to  the  hon. 
gentleman's  statements  with  regard  to  the 
agreement  which  was  made  by  the  then  popu- 
lation of  the  province,  as  not  being  binding 
upon  the  present  population.  As  a  matter 
of  fact  that  agreement  was  made  not  only 
with  the  12,000  people  who  were  there  at 
the  time  but  with  them,  their  heirs  and 
successors,  as  all  agreements  are  made.  I 
would  just  like  to  put  a  practical  question 
which,  it  seems  to  me,  is  a  very  pertinent  one 
in  this  connection.  How  could  the  agreement 
have  been  made  with  the  12,000  people  only 
and  for  their  sole  benefit  and  not  for  the 
benefit  of  those  who  were    to  come     after 
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them  ?  The  Roman  Catholic  population  of 
the  province  at  that  time  had  no  need  of 
the  protection  which  was  provided,  for  they 
were  not  in  the  minority.  They  were  actu- 
ally in  a  small  majority.  It  was  the  Protes- 
tants who  were  in  the  minority — not  so 
small  a  minority  that  any  other  section  of  the 
population  could  encroach  upon  their  rights 
however.  I  say,  then,  that  the  population  of 
the  country  as  it  existed  at  that  time  had  no 
need  on  either  side  of  any  such  protection 
and  it  is  therefore  evident  that  the  agree- 
ment was  made  for  a  future  time  and  for 
those  who  should  go  to  settle  in  the  province 
thereafter.  It  was  made  with  the  view  of 
getting  rid  for  all  time  to  come  of  this  vexed 
question.  There  is  another  side  to  this 
agreement  also.  Those  who  do  not  share 
our  views  in  the  matter  of  education  knew 
before  settling  in  the  province  what  the  law 
was  and  that  this  agreement  was  in  exist- 
ence, and  they  must  have  made  up  their 
minds  to  accept  that  condition  of  things. 
As  for  those  who  like  myself  believe  in  the 
system  of  schools  in  existence  for  twenty 
years  in  the  province  of  Manitoba  without 
friction,  and  which  leaves  to  the  parents 
the  legitimate  control  of  the  education  of 
their  children,  we  went  up  there  believing 
that  such  a  system  was  to  remain  in  force. 
Both  the  federal  and  the  local  governments 
have  repeatedly  invited  the  inhabitants  of 
the  eastern  provinces  of  Canada  to  go  and 
settle  there  and  help  in  the  building  up  of 
the  province  and  in  the  development  of  the 
resources  of  that  part  of  the  Dominion  ;  and 
under  the  promises  made  to  us  in  that  respect, 
under  the  faith  of  the  constitution  as  it 
stood  we  went  and  settled  around  Fort 
Garry  ;  we  induced  others  to  go  and  one  of 
the  inducements  was  just  that  feature  of  the 
constitution.  That  agreement  stands  for  all 
time,  that  Catholic  schools  shall  be  protected, 
and  the  largest  part  of  the  Catholics  who  are 
now  settled  in  the  province  have  gone  there 
relying  upon  the  assurance  that  that  protec- 
tion would  always  be  extended  to  them.  I 
might  declare  here  that  I,  myself,  would  not 
have  gone  there  if  I  had  been  informed  that 
sooner  or  later  that  feature  of  the  constitu- 
tion would  be  altered.  Had  I  been  informed, 
that  after  10,  or  15,  or  20  years,  the  rights 
which  were  understood  then  by  everybody 
to  be  of  a  permanent  character  would  be 
disregarded,  had  I  been  informed  that  in- 
stead of  the  protection  to  which  the  minority 
is  entitled,  the  majority  would   take    upon 


themselves  to  change  at  their  will,  and  at 
any  time,  the  condition  of  things,  even  if  it 
were  manifestly  unjust,  and  throw  upon  me 
the  extra  charges  of  maintaining  schools 
which  are  of  no  avail  to  me — had  I  been  in- 
formed of  all  that,  I  would  never  have 
dreamed  of  leaving  my  native  province  to  go 
and  settle  in  that  western  territory.  I 
would  never  have  induced  anybody  to  follow 
my  example,  and  to-day  it  is  a  startling  dis- 
covery to  be  told  that  one  of  the  principal 
features  of  the  constitution  was  merely  a 
trap  which  the  majority  could  make  use  of 
one  day  or  other  to  crush  down  a  minority 
who  had  loyally  trusted  themselves  to 
the  generosity  of  their  fellow  citizens 
for  the  enjoyment  of  what  they 
considered  the  most  sacred  right,  that  of 
educating  their  beloved  children  according 
to  their  own  views.  True,  the  circumstances 
are  altered.  At  the  time  of  the  union  we 
were  in  a  majoritj',  and  we  had  at  the  time 
no  idea  of  preventing  our  fellow  citizens 
from  having  the  kind  of  schools  they  liked, 
and  now  we  are  the  minority.  Instead  of 
12,000  people  we  have  to-day  about  200,000, 
but  if  circumstances  are  changed  there  is 
something  that  has  not  changed,  it  is  the 
duty  and  the  natural  right  of  the  parents 
to  give  an  education  of  their  choice  to 
their  children  and  to  control  that  educa- 
tion. Whether  a  minority  or  a  majority, 
the  child  is  always  the  child,  the  parents  are 
always  the  parents  and  their  rights  with 
reference  to  their  children  are  always  the 
same.  Those  rights  are  recognized  by  the 
constitution,  and  that  constitutional  agree- 
ment is  binding  upon  the  province  and  the 
Dominion  to-day  as  it  was  in  1870.  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  the  agreement  has  been  en- 
tered into  not  only  with  those  who  made  the 
original  bargain  but  with  all  those,  who,  re- 
lying on  the  recognized  permanent  charac- 
ter of  the  same,  went  up  there  since  and  have 
made  Manitoba  or  the  North-west  their 
adopted  home.  Further,  that  agreement  has 
been  ratified  and  entered  into  again  and 
again  by  the  province  itself.  The  province 
has  ratified  that  agreement  each  time  that 
it  has  legislated  in  the  matter  of  education 
without  changing  the  principles  upon  which 
it  was  based,  and  such  legislation  the  legisla- 
ture of  the  province  has  passed  almost  every 
year  for  20  years.  In  consequence  of  that 
yearly  ratification  for  so  long  a  period,  it  Cim 
be  said  that  the  agreement  is  not  alone  the 
act  of  that  12,000  people  referred  to,  but 
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also  the  act  of  the  increased  population. 
The  hon.  gentleman  from  Marquette  has 
laid  a  good  deal  of  stress  upon  the  fact  that 
■we  are  in  a  small  minority,  and  he  has  taken 
a,  good  deal  of  trouble  in  quoting  figures  to 
prove  the  fact. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— In  the  west. 

Hon.  Mr.  BERNIER— Well,  we  admit 
we  are  in  a  minority  in  the  whole  pi-ovince. 
The  hon.  gentleman  having  so  established 
that  we  are  in  the  minority  he  has  argued 
from  that  fact  that  such  minority  should  not 
l^e  allowed  to  have  anything  to  say  in  the 
matter. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— You  havegotyour 
constitutional  privilege  the  same  as  I  have. 

Hon.  Mr.  BERNIER— But  the  Privy 
Council  has  declared  that  we  are  the 
parties  having  rights  and  privileges  in  this 
matter.  The  others  having  done  wrong, 
you  cannot  speak  of  their  rights  ;  they  have 
no  rights  but  they  have  wi-ongs  to  talk  about. 
I  ask  [  ardon  for  the  expression  I  am  about 
to  use,  but  there  is  about  this  contention  a 
breeze  of  impertinence  that  I  did  not  expect 
on  the  part  of  the  hon.  gentleman,  on  the  fair- 
ness of  whom  I  had  always  relied.  We  sure- 
ly do  not  deny  that  we  are  in  a  small  minor- 
ity, but  we  resent  the  idea  that  because  we 
are  in  a  smaU  minority,  because  we  are  weak, 
no  attention  is  to  be  paid  to  our  interests  or 
our  feelings.  The  law  was  passed  in  antici- 
pation that  there  would  be  a  minority.  It 
was  passed  for  the  protection  of  that  mino- 
rity. The  majority  does  not  need  such  con- 
stitutional protection.  It  can  take  care  of 
itself.  Here  is  a  law  made,  here  is  an  agree- 
ment entered  into,  just  in  anticipation  that 
in  after  years  there  might  be  a  discrepancy 
in  the  numerical  strength  of  the  various 
elements  that  were  to  compose  the  popula- 
tion of  the  province.  That  law  was  made  so 
as  to  give  comfort  and  protection  to  the 
minority  against  the  possible  encroachments 
•of  the  majority.  That  is  the  object  of  the 
law,  but  now  the  majority  come  and  say, 
"  Oh,  you  are  a  minority  of  no  importance, 
we  will  do  just  as  it  pleases  us,  and  you 
will  have  nothing  to  say.  The  majority 
rules.  True,  there  is  an  agreement.  True, 
tl^re  is  a  constitution  construed  in  favour 
of  the  minority  by  the  decision  of  the  Privy 
'Council,  but  all  that  does  not    amount    to 


anything,  you  are  the  minority,  and  we  are 
the  majority,  and  we  need  not  trouble  our- 
selves for  all  that."  Does  it  not  seem, 
rather,  that  the  smaller  the  minority  the 
more  appropriate  is  the  law,  the  smaller 
the  minority  the  more  cogent  is  the  law,  the 
more  necessity  of  it  must  appear,  the  greater 
h  the  obligation  of  adhering  strictly  to  the 
constitution?  The  smaller  the  minority, 
the  more  should  the  majority  show  their 
generosity  in  allowing  their  fellow-citizens 
to  enjoy  the  rights  which  they  had  l)een 
told  by  that  very  majority  they  would 
have  for  all  time  to  come.  I  am  sure  that 
the  doctrine  would  not  be  applied  to  the 
minority  of  the  province  of  Quebec.  I  am 
at  present  referring  to  something  existing  in 
the  province  of  Quebec,  which  I  think  is  an 
instance  that  presents  about  the  same 
feature  as  our  privileges  in  the  west.  Apart 
from  the  protection  that  every  Protestant  in 
Quebec  demanded  at  the  time  of  confedera- 
tion, they  required  some  further  protection. 
They  asked  that  a  certain  number  of  coun- 
ties he  re-erved  for  them,  and  that  those 
counties  should  not  be  changed  only  under 
certain  circumstances.  The  majority  in 
those  counties  were  English  Protestants. 
There  are  thirteen  counties  in  that  position. 
Since  that,  however,  the  complexion  of  the 
majority  has  changed,  and  the  population 
has  also  increased.  Should  now  that  in- 
crease in  population  be  a  good  reason  to  do 
away  with  the  protection  that  was  then  pro- 
mised— to  do  away  with  the  agreement  that 
was  entered  into  by  the  province  of  Quebec, 
that  was  entered  into  in  connection  with  all 
these  thirteen  counties  1  I  do  not  think  that 
such  a  contention  could  be  sustained. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— Could  the  Do- 
minion government  interfere  in  that  1 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— No. 

Hon.  Mr.  ANGERS.— It  could  only  be 
done  by  Imperial  Act. 

Hon.  Mr.  BERNIER— There  is  some- 
thing astounding  alx)ut  the  doctrine  of  the 
hon.  gentleman.  True,  he  says,  there  was  an 
agreement  and  that  agreement  has  been 
embodied  in  the  constitution.  That  agree- 
ment has  been  relied  upon  by  a  large  section 
of  the  people,  that  agreement  has  been 
ratified  by  the  province  itself  at  various 
times,  that  agreement  bears  the  seal  of  Her 
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Majesty,  but  nevertheless  he  proclaims  that 
because  the  majority  is  no  more  pleased  with 
it,  its  binding  feature  is  gone.  Where  should 
we  go  with  such  a  doctrine  as  that  t  If  the 
majority  have  a  right  to  get  ri  1  of  any 
institution  that  displease  them  without  any 
regard  to  the  existing  agreement  and  the 
existing  laws,  then  there  is  no  more  law, 
and  no  security  in  the  land.  Why  should 
not  the  province  of  Manitoba  declare  to- 
morrow that  the  public  lands,  for  instance, 
which  were  vested  in  the  Dominion  govern- 
ment by  the  same  agreement,  should  be  no 
more  Dominion  lands  but  provincial  lands  1 
If  they  have  a  right  to  ignore  the  agreement 
made  with  respect  to  education,  they  have 
the  same  right  to  ignore  any  other  part  of 
the  agreement  because  it  was  entered  into 
upon  the  same  occasion,  upon  the  same  date, 
between  the  same  parties,  between  the  same 
12,000  people  and  the  Dominion.  Where, 
in  that  doctrine,  is  the  guarantee  for 
all  the  provinces,  for  the  Dominion,  for 
future  generations,  in  British  North 
America  ?  We  are  about  to  take  -into 
consideration  the  advisability  of  admit- 
ting another  province  into  the  union. 
Negotiations  to  that  effect  are  pending 
between  the  Dominion  and  Newfoundland. 
What  guarantee  can  we  offer  to  Newfound- 
land that  the  terms  on  which  it  will  be  ad- 
mitted will  be  in  the  future  respected,  if  we 
proclaim  that  all  agreements  can  be  violated 
without  any  regard  to  the  form  of  law,  with- 
out regard  to  the  constitutional  way  of 
realizing  any  reform  that  i'*  deemed  proper, 
but  on  the  sole  whim  of  a  majority  and  only 
because  it  is  the  will  of  a  majority  that  it 
should  be  so  1  What  guarantee  have  we  for 
the  existence  of  confederation  itself  ?  When 
confederation  was  inaugurated  there  were 
only  four  provinces  forming  the  union  Very 
soon  the  number  of  the  added  provinces  will 
exceed  the  number  of  the  original  provinces. 
Shall  these  new  provinces  be  entitled  to  say 
to  the  original  provinces  that  because  they 
were  not  parties  to  the  original  constitu- 
tional agreement  entered  into  by  the  former 
four  provinces,  because  they  are  now  a  ma- 
jority, they  are  at  liberty  to  disregard  all 
previous  arrangements  ?  Are  they  at  liberty 
to  smash  the  whole  confederation  scheme, 
simply  because  it  is  their  will  and  without 
even  seeking  their  way  out  to  the  changes 
they  would  like  to  have  brought  througli 
the  proper  and  constitutional  channel? 
That  doctrine  leads  to  such   consequences 


that  it  must  be  said  it  is  unsound,  absurd  and 
immoral.  There  is  only  one  way  for  Manitoba 
to  be  relieved  of  what  some  are  pleased  to  call 
a  disability  :  it  is  by  an  amendment  to  the 
consitution  by  the  Imperial  Parliament.  It 
would  be  an  unwise  course  for  the  province 
to  seek  for  such  an  amendment,  but  yet  I 
could  not  question  the  right  of  the  majority 
to  ask  for  it.  Until  that  is  done,  the  old 
population  of  Manitoba  and  the  province 
itself  is  bound  by  the  constitution,  whether 
it  rests  on  un  agreement  or  a  pure  legislative 
enactment.  I  have  gone  over  that  part  of  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  gentleman  rather  extensi- 
vely, but  I  desire  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
hon.  gentlemen  of  this  House  to  the  fact 
that  our  caae  does  not  rest  exclusively  on  the 
agreement  referred  to  by  the  hon.  gentleman. 
It  rests  mainly  on  the  legislation  of  the  pro- 
vince after  the  union.  Our  first  contention 
was  that  by  practice  we  had  rights  at  the 
time  of  the  union.  The  lirst  iudgment  of 
the  Privy  Council  disposed  of  that,  so  far  as 
the  legal  con>*truclion  of  the  constitution  is 
I  concerned  I  luereiy  state  the  fact  without 
.iriiicisin'^  tbi.  judgment  which  was  rendered 
nn  an  imperfeot  understanding  of  tho  case. 
After  the  point  had  been  decided  we  raised 
the  second  point;. this  time  restii'g  our  case 
mainly  on  the  rights  acquired  after  the 
union.  The  recent  judgment  of  the  Privy 
Council  hao  decided  that  we  were  right  iu 
that  conten'ion.  I  h-ive  a'reicly  quoted  the 
judgment  of  the  Privy  Council,  so  v  hen  the 
hon.  gentleman  speaks  of  the  original  agree- 
ment hetween  the  12,000  people  of  former 
days  find  the  Dominion,  he  does  not  speak  ex- 
actly to  the  point.  It  is  not  by  virtue  of  this 
foriLer  agreenient,  that  the  case  comes  before 
Parliament.  It  is  by  "irtue  of  the  legislation 
of  the  province  itself,  that  legislation  which 
I  was  repeatedly  enacted  by  the  province,  which 
I  is  the  act  of  the  increased  population  of  the 
I  province  and  which  hasgiven us  certain  rights 
I  which  we  are  bv  the  constitution  entitled  to 
I  keep.  These  rights  have  been  acquired  by  law, 
I  and  they  stand  at  present  on  the  same  footing 
as  do  the  rights  of  the  minorities  in  Quebec 
and  in  Ontario.  In  Quebec  especially,  the 
rights  enjoyed  by  the  minority  to-day  have 
been  acquired  by  legislation  since  confed- 
eration, and  they  are  binding  now  on  the 
majority,  which  could  not  alter  them  to  the 
prejudice  of  the  minority,  unless  the  doc- 
trine pi'opounded  by  the  hon.  gentlemap 
from  Marquette  as  to  the  sweeping  power  of 
the  majority  to  do  what  they  please,  even 
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in  violation  of  justice,  could  get  some  hold 
in  that  province.  I  yronder  whether  that  doc- 
trine is  taught  in  what  are  called  the  national 
schools.  The  opponents  of  our  schools  are 
trying  to  make  a  good  deal  of  the  fact  that 
some  of  our  schools  seem  to  have  accepted 
the  new  law.  I  am  in  a  position  to  say  that 
not  a  single  one  of  those  school  districts  is 
in  favour  of  the  new  system.  If  left  free 
they  will  all  favour  the  Catholic  school  sys- 
tem. Notwithstanding  all  that  has  been 
said  about  us,  so  eager  are  we  to  give  our 
children  the  best  instruction  available  that 
some  of  our  school  districts,  deprived,  as 
they  were,  of  their  legitimate  share  of  the 
government  grant,  deprived  of  the  right  to 
levy  taxes  on  their  own  property  for  the 
support  of  their  schools,  obliged  to  pay  be- 
sides for  the  maintenance  of  the  so-called 
national  schools,  were  unable  to  keep  up 
their  own  schools.  Still  they  were  desirous 
of  not  leaving  their  children  without  edu- 
cation. Inducements  were  offered  to  them 
by  the  local  government  through  their 
officers  to  attend  the  schools  without  entirely 
sacrificing  their  views,  and  they  thought 
they  might  try  the  new  system.  It  is  not 
on  account  of  any  preference  for  the  public 
schools  but  because  of  their  poverty  and  of 
the  peculiar  inducements  offered  to  them. 
The  local  government  were  anxious  to  have 
some  of  our  schools  brought  under  the  law 
in  order  to  be  able  to  base  an  argument  upon 
the  change.  An  inspector  was  sent  to  them 
who  told  them  that  if  they  wanted  to  keep 
up  their  schools  the  government  would  not 
be  too  exacting  about  compliance  with  the 
regulations.  He  told  them  that  they  might 
quietly  give  any  religious  instruction  in  the 
school  after  school  hours.  He  told  them 
that  they  could  begin  and  close  school  work 
by  saying  the  ordinary  Catholic  prayers  and 
even  suggested  how  it  should  be  done.  In- 
stead of  opening  the  school  at  a  certain  hour, 
they  might  open  some  few  minutes  before, 
and  at  the  closing  they  might  close  a  few 
minutes  after  the  regular  hour,  so  that 
they  might  be  able  to  say  that  there  had 
been  no  prayer  during  the  school  hours. 
There  are  forms  of  report  provided  by 
the  government.  I  have  been  informed 
by  certain  parties  that  the  teachers 
of  those  schools  were  advised  that  if  the ' 
clause  as  to  religious  instruction  was  em- 1 
barrassing  to  their  conscience,  as  this  report ', 
has  to  be  under  oath,  they  might  strike  out  | 
that  clause.      It  was  by  such  inducements,  I 


contrary  to  the  spirit  of  the  law,  that  those 
schools,  in  their  poverty,  thought  they  might 
avail  themselves  of  the  opportunity  present- 
ed to  them  to  get  their  share  of  the  taxes 
and  of  the  government  grant,  and  thereby 
keep  up  their  schools.  The  changes  having 
been  brought  about  under  those  circum- 
stances, the  opponents  of  our  schools  cannot 
base  any  solid  argument  against  our  conten- 
tion. It  might  be  said  that  the  local 
government,  being  disposed  to  shut  their 
eyes  to  the  management  of  these  schools, 
we  might  be  satisfied  and  let  the  matter 
drop.  My  reply  ij  that  there  are  principles 
involved  which  we  cannot  overlook.  Be- 
sides, the  result  would  be  that  it  would 
work  well  enough  for  some  years  and  then, 
after  abandoning  all  our  rights,  we  might 
wake  up  some  fine  morning  to  find  the  law 
applied  to  us  in  all  its  severity  and  we  would 
be  without  recourse.  We  are  justified  in 
apprehending  this  when  we  bear  in  mutd 
the  doctrine  lately  advanced  in  Manitoba 
and  expressed  yesterday  in  this  House,  that 
the  majority  cannot  be  bound  by  any  previous 
agreement.  Let  us  look  at  this  assertion 
about  the  rallying  of  certain  schools  to  the 
new  system,  in  some  other  way.  If  we  look 
at  the  report  of  the  government,  we  see  that 
some  of  these  schools  never  received  any 
grant  from  the  government.  How  can  they 
be  said  to  have  been  under  the  law  1  Is  it 
by  the  election  of  trustees  ?  There  being  no 
law  in  force  at  present  in  Manitoba  except 
the  school  act  of  1890,  if  we  want  to  keep 
up  our  school  organization  we  must  elect 
trustees  as  required  by  law,  but  this  alone 
cannot  be  said  to  be  a  test.  I  repeat  that  all 
these  schools  without  an  exception  would 
gladly  return  to  the  Catholic  school  system 
if  an  opportunity  were  given  them  to  do  so, 
and  therefore  the  argument  based  upon  that 
falls  to  the  ground.  I  know  personally  that 
some  of  the  schools  in  Manitoba  have  never 
had  anything  to  do  with  the  new  law  except 
perhaps  to  receive  taxes  from  the  munici- 
pality. They  could  not  receive  the  taxes 
unless  they,  to  a  certain  extent,  recognized 
that  they  were  public  schools,  but  really  it  is 
more  a  matter  between  the  municipalities 
and  the  school  districts  than  between 
the  government  and  the  schools  them- 
selves. I  may  add  that  if  to-morrow 
our  rights  were  restored  all  those  schools 
would  return  to  the  Catholic  system.  The 
hon.  gentlemaa  has  also  propounded 
another  strange  doctrine,   which  is   but    a 
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repetition  of  what  was  urged  before  the 
Privy  Council  when  the  appeal  was  argued. 
It  is  this  :  there  is  a  wrong,  there  is  a  griev- 
ance, there  is  a  right  of  appeal  against  that 
wrong,  there  is  a  power  to  remedy  the  wrong, 
but  the  wrong  should  continue,  no  remedy 
should  be  applied.  I  never  heard  such  re- 
pudiation of  all  the  principles  which  underlie 
the  British  constitution.  It  is  so  glaringly 
unjust  that  it  seems  useless  to  enter  upon  an 
argument  to  contradict  such  a  theory.  One 
naturally  asks  what  is  the  use  of  giving  any 
section  of  the  population  a  right  which  can- 
not have  any  sanction  t  What  is  the  use  of 
giving  a  right  of  appeal  against  any  injustice 
if  the  tribunal  to  which  that  appeal  is  taken 
has  no  obligation  to  adjudicate  upon  it  ?  It 
may  be  a  matter  of  policy  says  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  Marquette.  There  are  two 
axioms  which  struck  my  mind  when,  as  a 
young  man,  I  began  to  study  British  institu- 
tions. The  first  is  "  where  there  is  a  wrong 
there  is  a  remedy  ; "  the  second  is  '•  honesty 
is  the  best  policy."  That  there  has  been 
a  wrong  done  us  has  been  decided  by  the 
judicial  committee  of  the  Privy  Council. 
The  judgment  goes  further  and  describes 
t)ie  wrong,  and,  while  leaving  the  applica- 
tion of  a  remedy  to  the  proper  authorities, 
it  suggests  that  it  should  be  applied,  and  to 
what  extent.  The  best  policy  is  for  all  to 
accept  the  judgment  and  to  act  accordingly. 
Any  other  kind  of  policy  would  bea  dishonest 
one  and  would  shatter  confidence  in  our  pub- 
lic men  and  in  our  institutions.  We  have  the 
assurance  of  the  government  that  the  agree- 
ments entered  into  by  the  Dominion  will  not 
be  violated  so  long  as  they  remain  in  power. 
Let  us  hope  that  a  majority  of  the  people  will 
support  that  policy,  and  that  peace  and  har- 
mony shall  be  restored.  LetalltrueCanadians 
unite  in  doing  justice  and  be  instrumental 
in  promoting  the  welfare  of  the  people  and 
the  development  of  the  resources  of  the 
country,  and  in  building  up  a  grand, 
prosperous  and  intelligent  nation  and  in 
securing  the  triumph  of  justice  and  genuine 
liberty. 

Hon.  M.  ARMAND— Honorables  mes- 
sieur, — En  debutant  dans  I'adresse  en 
reponse  au  di.scours  du  trdne,  je  dois  une 
mention  honorable  a  la  m^moire  de  notre 
illustre  leader  qui  vient  de  de.scendre  dans 
la  tombe  au  regret  de  son  pays.  Oui,  hono- 
rables messieurs,  s'il  est  dans  la  vie  des 
circonstances  agreables  dont  les  souvenirs 


durent  longtemps  il  en  est  aussi  dont  les 
souvenirs  semblent  etre  bien  plus  profonde- 
ment  gravfe  dans  la  memoii'«.  Oui,  hono- 
rables messieurs,  la  disparition  subite, 
impre vue,  occasionn^e  par  la  mort  pr^maturee 
de  Sir  John  Thompson,  arriv^e  au  foyer  de 
I'empire,  en  est  une  qui  bien  certainement 
vivra  longtemps  dans  notre  souvenir.  Sir 
John  Thompson  fut  un  de  ces  homnies 
humbles,  pratiques,  laborieux,  qui  apparais- 
sent  de  temps  en  temps,  mais  rarement,  et  a 
de  longs  intervalles.  Quand  Sir  John 
Thompson  quitta  le  toit  paternel,  il  emporta 
avec  lui  pour  tout  patrimoine  que  .sa  plume 
derriere  I'oreille  ;  depuis  il  a  demontre  a 
I'evidence,  k  la  jeunesse  intelligente  et  labo- 
rieuse  de  son  pays  toute  la  veracite  de  cette 
parole  qui  dit  qu'il  faut  vouloir  pour  pouvoir. 
Oui,  Sir  John  Thompson  a  demontre  a  ses 
compatriotes  que  Ton  pent  toujours  acquerir 
I'honneur,  la  gloire  et  la  fortune,  que  Ton 
pent  toujours  graviter  I'echelle  sociale,  quant 
a  la  fortune  il  n'a  pas  pu  I'accumuler,  mais  des 
personnessympathiques,philanthropiquesont 
fait  pour  sa  veuve  et  ses  enfants  ce  que  le 
t«nip^  ne  lui  a  pas  permis  de  faire,  mais  il  a 
laisse  ce  que  les  anciens  desiraient  laisser 
bona  fide.  Je  n'en  dirai  pas  davantage,  ses 
actions  sont  la.  L'histoire  de  sa  vie  sera 
un  miroir  dans  lequel  la  jeunesse  laborieuse 
viendra  dtudier,  mediter  pour  faire  ce  qu'il 
a  fait. 

Honorables  messieurs,  relativement  aux 
ecoles  separ^es  du  Nord-Ouest  nous  devous 
feliciter,  remercier  les  presents  ministres  du 
gouvernement  pour  la  determination  ferme 
et  sincere  de  faire  ex^cuter  le  jugement  du 
Conseil  prive  de  notre  auguste  et  gracieuse, 
de  notre  bien  aim^e  souveraine  I'lmp^ra- 
trice  des  Indes,  celle  qui  preside  si  digne- 
ment  aux  destinies  d'Albion. 

Moi,  pour  un,  parmi  mes  coreligionnaires 
je  suis  heureux  de  voir  que  les  nobles  An- 
glais, les  braves  Ecossais,  les  enfants  de  la 
belle  et  verte  Erin  comprennent  que  le 
Dieu  qu'ils  adorent  est  le  m^me  que  celui 
que  nous  adorons,  avec  cette  difference  que 
leur  maniere  de  I'adorer  n'est  pas  la  n6t.-e. 
Je  suis  aussi  heureux  de  voir  qu'ils  com- 
prennent que  nos  interets  sont  les  m#mes. 
Oui,  les  interets  sont  les  ui<lmes  puisque  nous 
sommes  tons  appeles  a  i-espirer  le  mSme  air, 
a  nous  abreuver  de  la  m^me  eau,  a  nous 
nourrir  des  aliments  du  mime  sol. 

Je  sais  que  dans  certaines  questions  de 
details  il  peut  et  il  doit  y  avoir  divers 
genres  d'opinion,  mais  jamais  divers  genres 
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d'opinion  tels  que  nous  ne  puissions  pas  aous 
«ntredonner  la  maia,  aller  bras  dessus  bras 
dessouR,  ea  mettant  ce  qu'on  appelle,  un 
peu  d'eau  dans  son  vin.  S'il  en  ^tait  pas 
ainsi  c'est  qu'il  n'j  aurait  pas  dans  un  des 
partis  une  ^tincelle  de  ce  patriotisme  ^pur^ 
qui  brilla  dans  ces  ancies  citoyens  d'A^enes, 
de  Konae  et  de  Carthage. 

Honorables  messieurs,  quand  le  gouver- 
nement  sera  appel^  a  renouer  des  trait^s  de 
■commerce,  soit  avec  nos  intelligents  et  in- 
■dustrieux  voisins,  ou  chez  les  nations  eloi- 
gn^s,  connaissant  que  le  gouvernement 
comprend  que  les  jeunes  pays  ont  besoin 
d'une  l^gere  protection  s'il  ne  veulent  pas 
voir  encombrer  leurs  marches,  paralyser,  si 
je  puis  m'exprimer  ainsi  leur  agriculture, 
leurs  industries  nouvelles  par  le  surplus  des 
produits  Strangers. 

Si  les  gouvernements  sont  fidfeles  a  main- 
tenir  cette  l^gere  protection,  les  populations 
de  nos  diflfi^rentes  provinces  de  notre  beau 
pays  qui  vient  en  ^tendue  immediatement 
apr^s  celui  de  la  Russie  pourront  crottre  et 
grandir  en  traversant  les  &ges  et  en  s'avan- 
9ant  dans  la  post^rite. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON  moved  the  ad- 
journment of  the  debate. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  Senate  adjourned  at  6  o'clock. 


THE  SENATE. 


Ottawa,  Friday,  26th  April,  1895. 

The  SPEAKER  took  the  Chair  at  three 
o'clock. 

Prayer  and  routine  proceedings. 
THE  ADDRESS. 

DEBATE  CONCLUDED. 

The  Order  of  the  Day  having  been  called — 

Resuming  the  further  adjourned  Delmte  on  the 
consideration  of  His  Excellency  the  Governor  (ie- 
neral's  Speech,  on  the  opening  of  the  Fifth  Session 
of  the  Seventh  Parliament. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON  said:  An  hon. 
gentleman  in  the  Opposition,  at  an  early 
stage  of  this  debate,  complained  that  the 
speech  from  the  Throne  was  a  very  meagre 
bill  of  fare.  The  experience  of  the  last  few 
days  must  have  convinced  this  hon.  House, 


that  if  the  speech  itself  was  meagre  it  has 
nevertheless  given  rise  to  a  very  interesting 
discussion.  My  hon.  friend  the  leader  of 
the  opposition  made  a  long  and  interesting 
speech  upon  the  subjects  referred  to  in  the 
speech  from  the  Throne,  and  I  am  a  little 
surprised  to  find  him  evincing  what  I 
might  call  very  destructive  tendencies. 
We  usually  look  upon  him  as  a  very 
mild  and  courteous  gentleman,  and  it  is 
rather  surprising  to  hear  him  condemn- 
ing, not  the  government  or  its  policy,  but 
the  party  with  which  he  is  himself  associat- 
ed and  the  polic}'  of  that  party.  He  ex- 
pressed himself  as  being  strongly  opposed  to 
what  has  been  regarded  in  the  past  as  the 
leading  plank  in  the  platform  of  the  Liberal 
party — that  is  provincial  rights.  Notwith- 
standing the  fact  of  that  policy  being  put  .so 
prominently  before  the  Parliament  and  the 
people  of  Canada  for  a  great  many  years  by 
the  Liberal  party,  we  find  the  leader  of  the 
opposition  in  this  House  setting  himself  up 
against  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT- 1  did  not. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON  -The  hon.  gentle- 
man will  hardly  contradict  me  when  I  pro- 
ceed to  show  that  he  argued  that  it  was  the 
duty  of  the  federal  government  to  disallow 
the  Manitoba  School  Act. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Hear,  hear.  That  was 
not  a  question  of  provincial  rights  at  all. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— The  hon.  gentle- 
man's colleagues  in  the  other  House  in  other 
days  thought  that  it  did  involve  a  very  im- 
portant principle  of  provincial  rights.  The 
disallowance  of  provincial  legislation  has  been 
the  ground  on  which  the  battle  of  provincial 
rights  has  always  been  fought,  and  yet  we  have 
the  leaderof  the  opposition  in  this  House  find- 
ing fault  with  the  government  because  they 
did  not  disallow  the  Manitoba  School  Act  in 
place  of  sending  it  to  the  courts  to  be  settled 
in  a  judicial  way. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— It  is  not  settled  yet. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— It  is  settled  as 
far  as  the  courts  are  concerned — at  all 
events  it  has  received  a  judicial  solution, 
and  the  hon.  gentleman  has  set  himself  up  as 
against  any  such  course  as  that. 


Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT- 
nothing  really. 


-The  courts  have  done 
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Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— As  against  that 
opinion  of  the  hon.  gentleman,  I  will  get  up 
a  number  of  facts  showing  that  the  courts 
have  done  something.  There  have  been  re- 
ferences to  the  courts — there  have  been  two 
decisions  of  the  courts,  and  a  final  decision 
o/i  which  the  remedial  order  was  issued  the 
other  day.  Then  the  hon.  member  set  him- 
self up  again  in  a  destructive  mood  against 
the  Liberal  party  of  Manitoba,  which  pasi-ed 
the  Manitoba  School  Act  of  1890.  He 
agreed  with  everything  that  had  been  said 
by  the  hon.  leader  of  this  House  in  condem- 
nation of  the  pissing  that  act  by  the  Mani- 
toba Legislature. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— That  is  correct. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— And  I  am  glad 
to  see  he  does  not  go  back  on  that  state- 
ment in  the  slii^htest  respect. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  ne«er  did. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— And  he  says, 
further  that  he  never  did  and  that  he  is 
quite  opposed  to  the  action  of  the  Liberal 
party  in  Manitoba. 

Hon.  Mr.  ARMAND--Hear,  hear. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— My  hon.  friend 
the  senior  member  from  Halifax  took  oc- 
casion to  remark  in  the  course  of  his  speech 
that  the  Conservative  party  in  Manitoba 
were  also  identified  with  the  Liberal  party  in 
the  passage  of  the  Manitoba  School  Act. 
As  against  that  I  will  read  an  extract  from 
an  address  of  Archbishop  Tache  upon  the 
question.  He  says  on  page  36  of  the  pam- 
phlet : 

Mr.  Prendergast  placed  himself  in  the  foremost 
position,  being  endowed  with  a  superior  order 
of  literary,  historical,  political  and  social  know- 
ledge. Nothing  was  neglected  to  defend  the 
Catnolics.  The  five  Protestant  members  of  the 
Opposition  joined  them  in  the  very  heart  of  the 
battle,  but  numbers,  that  ultimate  resource  of 
constitutional  regime,   crushed  every  effort. 

The  same  statement  regarding  the  attitude 
of  the  Conservatives  in  Manitoba  was  re- 
peatedly made  in  the  late  contest  in  Anti- 
gonish.  It  was  stated  there  by  the  Liberal 
speakers  that  the  Conservative  party  had  as- 
sisted in  passing  the  Manitoba  School  Act  of 
1890.  It  was  a  misrepresentation  but,  never- 
theless, it  was  made  and  repeated  many  times 
in  that  contest.  It  was  made  in  my  own 
presence  on  more  than  one  occasion.  Now, 
my  hon.  friend  the  leader  of  the  opposition 


in  this  House  has  also  attacked  the  Toronto 
Globe,  or  agreed  with  my  hon.  friend  the 
leader  of  the  House  in  condemning  the  action 
of  the  Toronto  Globe,  which  is  the  leading 
organ  of  the  Reform  party  in  Canada. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  Globe  ib  an  inde- 
pendent paper. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— My  hon.  friend 
disowns  the  Globe.  Next  I  will  have  my 
hon.  friend  disowning  everything  connected 
with  the  Liberal  party  in  the  country.  He 
disowns  the  Toronto  Globe  and  condemns 
its  attitude,  and  now  he  asks  that  the  Tor- 
onto Globe  shall  not  be  considered  the  organ 
of  the  Lilieral  party  at  all. 


Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— It  is 
am  concerned. 


not  so  far  as  I 


Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— Then,  my  hon. 
friend  was  still  in  a  destructive  mood  when 
he  found  fault  with  the  policy  of  Sir  Oliver 
Mowat's  administration  in  Ontario  in  giving 
iron  bounties. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Oh,  no. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— I  have  not  the 
Debates  here,  but  he  disclaimed  that  action 
altogether — found  serious  fault  with  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Yes. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— "  A  piece  of 
folly"  I  think  the  words  were,  as  to  Sir 
Oliver  Mowat's  granting  iron  bounties  in 
Ontario.  But  he  has  not  done  yet.  He  con- 
demns the  Hon.  Edward  Blake  for  having 
moved  a  resolution  in  Parliament  providing 
for  the  submission  of  educational  difficulties- 
to  the  courts. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— No,  I  did  not  con- 
demn. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— It  sounded  very 
much  like  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  hon.  gentleman 
is  usually  fair.  I  do  not  think  he  should 
put  in  my  mouth  words  that  I  did  not  utter. 
I  said,  that  in  the  light  of  past  events  for 
the  last  five  years,  there  might  be  a  doubt 
whether  Mr.  Blake  had  not  made  a  mistake. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— I  am  very  much 
obliged  to  my  hon.  friend  for  having  made 
the  matter  so  clear  to  the  House,  that  he  is 
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not  altogether  prepared  to  go  back  on  the 
action,  but  he  thinks  a  mistake  was  made, 
and  I  do  not  know  that  that  makes  it  any 
better. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— In  the  light  of  five 
years'  experience. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— I  have  pointed 
out  that  the  hon.  gentleman,  in  the  course 
of  an  hour's  speech,  expressed  himself  on  a 
great  many  questions,  at  variance  with  the 
policy  of  the  Liberal  party,  of  which  he  is 
the  leader  in  this  House.  For  a  speech 
of  an  hour,  that  appears  to  me  to  be  a 
pretty  good  record.  My  hon.  friend  the 
senior  member  for  Halifax,  referring  to  the 
French  treaty,  expressed  himself  of  the  opiu- 
ion  that  that  treaty  was  a  free  trade  mea- 
sure and  be  asked  why  the  government  did 
not  go  further  and  adopt  free  trade  all 
round.  I  am  sure  that  my  hon.  friend  is 
clear-headed  enough  to  know  that  if  the  gov- 
ernment adopted  free  trade  all  round,  they 
would  not  be  able  to  make  very  many 
reciprocity  treaties  with  other  countries. 
The  hon.  gentleman  must  know  very  well 
that  free  trade  and  reciprocity  are  per- 
fectly incompatible.  A  country  that  adopts 
a  free  trade  policy  can  make  no  recipro- 
city treaty ;  it  has  no  basis  to  go  on, 
and  it  is  only  a  country  that  has  a  policy 
such  as  we  have,  which  can  make  a  recipro- 
city treaty  with  any  country.  I  have  here 
a  pamplet  issued  by  the  Cobden  Club  of 
England,  which  is  headed  "  The  Reciprocity 
craze."  It  denounces  the  idea  of  Great 
Britain  negotiating  reciprocity  treaties  as 
a  craze,  regarding  it  as  perfectly  incompa- 
tible with  free  trade  doctrines. 

With  regard  to  the  Manitoba  school  ques- 
tion which  is  alluded  to  in  the  address, 
and  very  much  discussed  by  gentlemen  who 
have  preceded  me,  I  wish  to  say  a  few 
words  before  I  pass  on  to  a  discussion  of 
some  other  matters.  In  the  first  place  I 
wish  to  point  out  that  it  is  not  a  question 
between  Catholics  and  Protestants  at  all 
and  should  not  be  so  regarded.  When  the 
Manitolm  Constitutional  Act  was  passed 
the  Protestants  were  a  minority  in  Manitoba 
and  the  Catholics  had  a  small  majority. 
The  provision  in  the  British  North  America 
Act,  IIS  found  in  subsection  3  of  sec- 
tion .93  was  not  placed  there  in  the  in- 
terest of  the  Catholics  at  all,  but,  as  I  un- 
derstand from    my  reading  of  political  his- 


tory, in  the  interest  of  the  Protestant  mi- 
nority in  the  province  of  Quebec.  Now, 
having  these  facts  in  mind,  we  should  ap- 
proach the  question  without  any  regard  what- 
ever to  its  creed  aspect,  because  Protestants 
are  a  minority  in  the  province  of  Quebec, 
and  if  the  rights  of  the  Catholic  minority  in 
Mauitdba  are  encroached  upon  or  invaded 
by  the  majority,  the  same  or  similar  rights 
enjoyed  by  the  Protestant  minority  in  Que- 
bec might  be  encroached  upon  some  day. 
Therefore,  it  is  in  the  interest  of  all  creeds 
and  all  classes  to  approach  this  question 
with  a  sense  of  what  is  right,  altogether 
irrespective  of  whether  Catholics  or  Protec- 
tants are  afiected  in  the  case  which  is 
now  engaging  the  public  attention.  Neither 
is  this  a  question  aa  to  whether  tecular  or 
denominational  schools  are  the  best  for 
Canadi  or  any  part  of  Canada.  That 
question  very  properly  came  up  and,  no 
doubt,  to  some  extent  was  considered  when 
the  Manitoba  Constitutional  Act  was  con- 
sidered. That  was  the  time  for  the  framers 
of  that  act  to  have  considered  the  question 
as  t'^  whether  denominational  or  secular 
schools  were  best  or  those  that  should  be 
provided  for  the  province  of  Manitoba. 
Buf,  at  the  present  time  and  in  the  present 
state  of  the  question,  that  aspect  of  it  does 
not  come  up  for  discussion.  And  it  is  not 
a  question  now  as  to  whether  the  schools 
established  under  the  Manitoba  School  Act 
of  1890  are  Protestant  schools  or  secular 
schools.  The  leader  of  the  LiV«;  al  party  in 
the  other  House,  in  many  speeches  which  h© 
has  delivered  throughout  the  country  during 
the  lost  three  or  four  years,  see.ns  to  think 
it  a  very  important  question  as  to  whether 
the  schools  that  have  been  brought  into 
existence  under  the  Act  of  1890  in  the  pro- 
vince of  Manitoba,  are  Protestant  schools  or 
secular  schools,  and  the  hon.  gentleman 
appeared  to  think  (if  I  could  draw  any  in- 
ference from  his  references  to  that  subject), 
that  if  they  were  secular  schools,  the;;  there 
remained  nothing  upon  which  the  public 
mind  should  be  disturbed  at  alL  Now,  I  do  not 
think  that  that  reaches  the  question.  It  is 
not  important  or  material  to  the  controversy 
whether  they  are  secular  or  Protestant 
schools.  The  hon.  gentleman  knows  that 
they  are  not  the  schools  that  were  guaran- 
teed to  the  minority  under  the  Manitoba  Act 
of  1870.  Nor  do  I  think  that  it  is  a  question 
of  very  great  importance  to  this  discussion, 
whether  the  separate  schools  which  existed 
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in  Manitoba  befoi-e  1 890  were  efficient  or 
otlierwise.  A  great  deal  of  stress  has  been 
laid  by  a  member  of  the  Manitoba  govern- 
ment— who  has  been  addressing  meetings  in 
this  part  of  the  Dominion  recently,  and  by 
a  leading  exponent  of  the  opposition  to  the 
minority  in  Manitol)a  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons—on  what  they  claim  to  be  the  fact 
that  the  separate  schools  existing  under 
the  laws  of  Manitoba  before  1890  were 
very  inefficient,  I  do  not  think  that  comes 
in  appropriately,  because  if  these  schools 
were  inefficient,  the  fault  lay  with  the  legis- 
lature of  Manitolja.  On  them  devolved  the 
duty  of  making  the  Roman  Catholic  schools 
as  efficient  as  the  public  schools  of  the  pro- 
vince. If  there  was  anything  wrong  with 
the  management  of  these  schools,  the  pro- 
vincial authoriiies  had  the  power  to  improve 
the  management  and  make  the  school  effi- 
cient. I  would  say  further  that  there 
is  not  now  a  question  before  the  country 
as  to  whether  the  minority  has  a  griev- 
ance or  not.  That  has  been  settled  by 
the  Judicial  Committee  of  the  Privy 
Council  They  have  decided  that  the  minor- 
ity has  a  grievance,  and  that  point  need 
not  be  discussed  at  any  great  length.  The 
hon.  gentleman  fi-om  Marquette  seems 
to  be  of  the  opinion  that  that  grievance  only 
exists  to  a  modified  extent — that  there  is  a 
portion  of  the  territory  now  embraced  in  the 
province  of  Manitoba  in  which  there  exists 
no  grievance.  The  hon.  gentleman's  conten- 
tion in  this  respect  was  very  well  met  by  the 
argument  of  the  hon.  gentleman  from  St. 
Boniface,  and  when  my  hon.  friend  from 
Marquette  looks  into  it  closely,  as  no  doubt 
he  will,  he  must  see  that  there  is  very 
little  in  that  point.  The  province  of  Man- 
itoba, having  certain  limits,  became  a  prov- 
ince with  a  constitution.  It  enlarged  its 
boundaries  with  the  consent  of  this  Parlia- 
ment and  of  the  portions  of  territory 
that  were  brought  in,  and  as  soon  as  the 
boundaries  were  enlarged,  the  added  terri- 
tory came  under  the  laws  of  the  old  province 
of  Manitoba  in  every  respect,  and  the 
Separate  School  Act  applied  there  as  well  as 
it  did  in  the  old  province.  Therefore,  under 
the  93rd  pection  of  the  British  North 
America  Act,  that  part  is  in  precisely  the 
same  position,  with  respect  to  education, 
as  the  older  part  of  Manitoba.  Without 
wishing  to  indulge  in  any  levity,  I  might  be 
allowed  to  illustrate  it  in  this  way.  The 
hon.  gentleman  from  Marquette,  like  most 


other  men,  came  into  this  world  without  a 
beard.  Since  then,  he  has  grown  a  beard, 
and  although  his,  like  my  own,  is  becoming 
a  little  gray,  it  is  part  of  himself,  and  he 
cannot  disown  it. 

Hon.   Mr.  BOULTON— Unless  you  cut 
it  off. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— Then  it  would 
grow  again  as  long  as  the  hon.  gentleman 
continued  to  possess  vitality.  I  may  say 
further  that  there  is  not  now,  as  far  as  I 
can  see,  any  ([uestion  before  the  Senate  or 
before  the  country  as  to  whether  this  Par- 
liament has  power  to  apply  a  remedy  if  the 
legislature  of  Manitoba  does  not.  The  deci- 
sion of  the  Judicial  Committee  of  the  Privy 
Council  settles  that ;  it  declares  that  this 
Parliament  has  power  to  apply  a  remedy  and 
the  question,  therefore,  is  narrowed  down, 
and  there  is  not  that  field  for  discussion  that 
there  has  been  in  former  sessions  in  this 
j  House.  The  question  now  is  shall  the  remedy 
come  from  Manitoba  or  from  the  Parliament 
at  Ottawa — that  is  the  real  question.  It 
I  rests  in  the  first  place  with  Manitoba  itself. 
1  If  the  legislature  of  that  province  fails  to 
I  find  a  remedy  for  the  grievance  which  has 
i  been  decided  to  be  in  existence,  it  will  be  equi- 
I  valent  to  an  abnegation  of  its  functions,  and 
I  on  the  Manitoba  legislature  will  devolve  the 
responsibility  of  any  action  that  the  Parlia- 
ment of  Canada  may  find  it  necessary  to 
take  to  remedy  the  grievance  admitted  to 
I  be  in  existence.  An  hon.  gentleman  who  has 
!  taken  a  very  great  deal  of  interest  in 
"I  think  from  a 
addressing  the 
House  of  Commons  the  other  day,  took 
the  ground  that  the  legislature  of  Manitoba 
had  to  obey  the  remedial  order  to  its 
fullest  extent  or  had  to  refuse  to  do 
anything — that  there  was  no  alternative. 
I  think  there  is  no  necessity  to  discuss  that 
question  now ;  it  is  for  the  legislature  of 
Manitoba  to  declare  what  they  will  do,  and 
if  they  make  an  eflTort  to  provide  what  they 
conceive  to  be  a  remedy,  it  will  be  for  this 
Parliament  to  consider  whether  that  remedy 
is  sufficient  or  otherwise.  I  do  not  think 
that  the  remedial  order  has  any  such  effect 
as  that  the  legislature  of  Manitoba  must 
accept  it  in  its  entirety  or  do  nothing.  The 
political  aspect  of  the  question  comes  in  at 
this  stage.  My  hon.  friend  from  Halifax, 
in  discussing  it  the  other  day,   seemed  to 


this   question,    although 
wrong  point   of   view,    in 
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minimize  the  action  of  the  Government  in 
regard  to  passing  that  remedial  order.  He 
thought  that  there  was  no  other  course  open 
to  them,  but  simply  to  act  as  a  bailiff  would 
do  in  carrying  out  the  instructions  of  the 
court.  Another  gentleman,  Mr.  Dalton 
McCarthy,  speaking  elsewhere  takes  a  very 
different  ground  from  that.  He  says  that 
the  government  of  the  Dominion  was  perfect- 
ly free  to  have  refused  to  do  anything,  and 
should  have  done  nothing  notwithstanding 
the  decision  of  the  Privy  CJouncil  in  the 
matter — but  of  course  they  would  have  to 
assume  the  responsibility  of  their  inaction. 
These  are  very  conflicting  views  coming 
from  two  gentlemen  who  agree  so  well  that 
the  government  should  be  condemned. 
I  think  I  can  notice  the  political  aspect  of 
the  question  coming  out  on  both  sides. 
The  hon.  gentleman  who  leads  the  oppo- 
sition to  the  remedial  order  wishes  to 
make  it  appear  in  some  parts  of  this  country 
that  the  order  is  something  that  the  govern- 
ment went  rather  out  of  their  way  to  make, 
while  my  hon.  friend  the  senior  member  from 
Halifax,  speaking  for  another  part  of  the 
population  and  for  another  class  of  consti- 
tuencies, says  that  the  government  were 
only  carrying  out  the  mandate  of  the  court, 
just  as  a  bailiff  who  serves  a  writ  in  accord- 
ance with  the  decision  of  a  judge.  The 
question  may  be  asked,  how  does  the  govern- 
ment stand  ?  I  think  it  is  scarcely  necessary 
to  answer  that  question.  We  have  had  the 
statement  of  the  premier  of  Canada,  in  this 
House  who  has  explicitly  declared  the  position 
of  the  government  in  regard  to  this  matter  at 
its  present  stage.  The  action  of  the  govern- 
ment from  first  to  last  is  now  a  matter  of 
history — the  reference  to  the  courts,  the  de- 
cision of  the  Judicial  Committee  of  the  Privy 
Council,  the  hearing  of  the  appeal  by  the 
Privy  Council  of  Canada  the  decision 
upon  it,  and  the  passage  of  the  remedial 
order  followed  by  declarations  by  members 
of  the  government  including  the  premier 
himself  in  this  House  and  before  the  country. 
There  is  no  mistake  as  to  the  attitude  of  the 
government,  but  let  me  ask  where  do  the 
opposition  stand  ?  It  is  true  the  leader  of  the 
opposition  in  this  House,  if  I  have  understood 
his  speech  correctly,  believes  that  the 
government  has  done  right  in  passing  the 
remedial  order.  I  have  not  understood  the 
hon.  gentleman  as  criticising  or  finding  fault 
with  the  government  for  doing  that,  but  we 
must  look  to  the  leader  of  the  party  in  the 


House  of  Commons,  who  is  the  recognized 
leader  of  the  Liberal  party  all  over  Canada, 
for  some  expression  of  opinion  that  will  be 
lield  in  some  way  to  bind  his  followers. 
I  ask  what  is  the  attitude  and  position  of 
that  hon.  gentleman  in  regard  to  this  ques- 
tion. We  have  recently  had  four  by-elec- 
tions in  three  different  provinces  of  this 
Dominion — one  in  Antigonish,  N.S.,  two  in 
the  province  of  Quebec  and  one  in  Ontario. 
In  two  constituencies  there  were  no  recog- 
nized Liberal  candidates,  although  in  Hal- 
dimand  the  opponent  of  the  government 
candidate  was  actively  supported  by  Liberals. 
But  there  were  Liberal  candidates  in  Anti- 
gonish and  Vercheres,  and  I  have  yet  to 
hear  that  the  leader  of  the  party  or  any  lead- 
ing Liberal  made  a  declaration  on  this  ques- 
tion in  any  way  whatever  in  connection 
with  either  of  those  elections.  When  the 
Judicial  Committee  of  the  Privy  Council  gave 
its  decision  and  the  government  of  Canada 
acted  on  that  decision,  it  was  due  to  the 
Liberal  party  and  to  the  people  of  Canada 
of  all  parties  and  classes  that  the  Liberal 
leaders,  especially  Mr.  Laurier,  should  have 
been  heani  from.  I  would  have  excused 
Mr.  Laurier  had  he  delegated  to  some  of  his 
lieutenants  the  duty  of  speaking  on  the  trade 
question,  because  he  and  his  party  are  on 
record  upon  that  subject.  They  have  indeed 
put  themselves  perhaps  a  little  too  much  on 
record  on  the  trade  question,  but  with  regard 
to  the  Manitoba  school  question  it  was  an 
extraordinary  thing  that  the  leader  of  the 
party,  Mr.  Laurier,  and  the  leader  in  the 
maritime  provinces,  Mr.  Davies — because 
they  have  a  divided  leadership — should  have 
avoided  these  contests  and  failed  to  explain 
their  attitude.  I  do  not  know  why  these 
hon.  gentlemen  have  avoided  the  question, 
but  their  failure  to  declare  their  views  has 
enabled  their  friends  in  these  different  con- 
stituencies to  assume  a  great  variety  of 
attitudes  in  dealing  with  the  subject,  and  to 
make  very  conflicting  statements  at  different 
meetings  suitable  to  the  complexion  of  the 
several  localities.  I  should  be  sorry  to  say 
that  the  leader  of  the  opposition  kept  out  of 
the  contest  to  enable  his  followers  to  take 
conflicting  courses,  but  I  do  say,  and  I  think 
I  will  be  sustained  by  the  hon.  gentlemen  on 
both  sides  of  this  House,  that  it  was  the  duty 
of  the  leader  of  the  opposition  to  have  taken 
a  part  in  these  contests,  at  all  events  to 
have  placed  himself  on  record  on  this  ques- 
tion. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


94 


[SENATE] 


Hon.  Mr.  POWER— It  is  only  since  the 
elections  have  been  held  and  since  Farliar 
ment  has  met  that  the  government  have  in 
any  way  put  themselves  on  record  as  to  what 
they  would  do  if  Manitoba  refused  to  obey 
the  remedial  order. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— Does  the  hon. 
gentleman  say  that  the  government  has  not 
placed  itself  on  record  1 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Until  the  leader  of 
the, House  spoke  in  this  House  the  other 
day. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— I  read  a  speech 
delivered  in  the  county  of  Haldimand  by 
Mr.  Montague  him&elf,  which  put  the 
government  on  record  in  almost  the  same 
language  a,s  the  premier  used  in  this  House 
the  other  day. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— By  no  means. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— The  govern- 
ment put  itself  on  record  by  its  action  and 
again  by  passing  the  remedial  oi-der,  and 
there  were  explicit  declarations  made  by 
Mr.  Montague  in  Haldimand,  by  Mr.  Ouimet 
in  Verchferes,  and  by  Sir  Hibbert  Tupper 
and  myself  in  Antigonish,  as  to  the  stand 
of  the  government  on  this  Manitoba  school 
question.  Explicit  statements  were  made 
in  all  of  those  constituencies. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Perhaps  the  hon. 
gentleman  would  be  good  enough  to  quote 
the  explicit  statements  made  by  Mr.  Mon- 
tague in  Haldimand. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— I  have  not  got 
it  at  my  hand,  but  I  remember  reading  it  in 
a  report  of  Mr.  Montague's  speech  which  I 
think  was  published  in  the  Mail  aiid  Empire. 
In  that  speech  he  expresses  himself  almost 
to  the  same  effect  as  the  leader  of  this  House 
did  the  other  day — to  the  eflfect  that  the 
government  had  passed  this  remedial  order 
and  would  do  its  duty  when  the  time  came. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— What  its  duty  was 
is  the  question. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— The  remedial 
order,  however,  was  a  sufficient  declaration. 
The  hon.  member  from  North  Simcoe,  in  the 
House  of  Commons,  does  not  fail  to  find,  nor 
do  his  friends  and  supporters  fail  to  find  in 
that  remedial  order  something  which  they 


say  has  put  the  government  on  record  very 
decidedly.  The  attitude  of  the  Liberal 
leaders  on  this  question  reminds  me  very 
much  of  boys  going  to  rob  a  hen  roost.  The 
leader  secretes  himself  in  the  bush  and  sends 
his  companions  to  steal  the  chickens,  because 
it  would  never  do  for  him  to  appear  in  the 
matter,  but  as  soon  as  his  friends  come  out 
with  the  plunder  the  boy  in  the  bush  has  a 
share  of  it.  That  is  the  way  the  Liberals 
have  acted  in  these  elections.  Mr.  Laurier 
and  his  associates  have  remained  under 
cover  until  the  contests  were  over  and  they 
will  have  no  hesitation  in  reaping  any  poli- 
tical capital  they  can  from  the  result  of  the 
action  of  Mr.  McCarthy  and  their  other 
friends.  Now  J  have  looked  carefully  over 
all  the  speeches  that  I  could  lay  my  hands  on 
delivered  by  the  hon.  Mr.  Laurier  on  this 
Manitoba  schools  question,  and  there  are 
two  or  three  statements,  at  different  times 
since  this  question  has  come  up  which,  serve 
to  show  how  his  opinions  have  run,  since 
1893.     In  1893  he  said  in  Parliament  :— 

If  the  statement  is  founded  on  fact  which  is 
made  by  His  Grace  Archbishop  Tache,  and  which 
is  repeated  in  all  the  petitions  coming  from  the 
Roman  Catholics  of  Manitoba,  tliat  under  the 
euise  of  public  schools,  Protestant  schools  are 
being  continued,  and  that  Roman  Catholic  chil- 
dren are  forced  under  that  law  to  attend  what  are 
in  reality  Protestant  schools  ;  I  say  this — and  let 
my  words  be  heard  by  friend  and  foe,  let  them  be 
published  in  the  press,  throughout  the  length  and 
breath  of  the  land — that  the  strongest  case  has 
been  made  for  interference  by  this  government.  If 
that  statement  be  true,  though  my  political  life  be 
ended  for  ever,  what  I  said  now  I  shall  be  prepared 
to  repeat,  and  would  repeat  on  every  platform  in 
Ontario,  every  platform  in  Manitolm,  nay  every 
Orange  lod^e  throughout  the  land,  that theRoman 
Catholic  mmority  has  been  subjected  to  a  most  in- 
famous tyranny. 

I  am  not  aware  that  the  hon.  gentleman  is 
entitled  to  admission  to  the  Orange  lodges 
throughout  the  land  to  give  his  views  there, 
but  he  says  he  is  bold  and  brave  and  prepared 
to  repeat  the  opinion  in  every  Orange  lodge 
throughout  the  land  that  the  Catholics  have 
been  subject  to  tyranny.  There  is,  however, 
an  "  if  "  in  every  part  of  this.  If  Archbishop 
Tach^  and  the  others  who  have  signed  the 
petition  are  telling  the  truth,  and  if  the 
schools  which  have  been  established  are 
really  Protestant  schools,  he  is  prepared 
to  take  this  bold  action;  but  he  says  fur- 
ther : 

I  would  not  hesitate,  if  the  statement  is  true, 
to  go  ahead  and   plead  the  case  of  the  Catholics  in 
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Winnipee  with  the  goremment  of  Mr.   Greenway 

himself,  because,  if  there  is  such  an  outrageous 
state  of  things  existing  in  the  province  of  Mani- 
toba, not  a  moment  should  be  lost  in  coming  to  the 
TOscue  of  the  oppressed  minority. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Hear,  hear. 

Hon.Mr.  FERGUSON— That  was  three 
years  after  the  Manitoba  School  Act  was 
passed,  and  perhaps  it  might  be  excusable 
for  the  hon.  gentleman  not  having  in  those 
three  years  been  able  to  discover  this  fact — • 
which  I  do  not  think  is  an  important  fact  at 
all — 818  to  whether  these  were  Protestant 
or  Catholic  schools.  Notwithstanding  he 
thought  a  moment's  time  should  not  be  lost 
in  getting  a  remedy.  Now,  we  find  the  hon. 
gentleman  putting  himself  again  on  record 
in  1893,  at  a  Liberal  convention  held  in 
Ottawa,  and  I  shall  read  everything  he  said 
about  the  Manitoba  school  question  in  that 
convention  : 

Now  it  is  my  duty  to  refer  to  another  question 
which  is  an  irritating  subject,  liecause  it  touches 
questions  of  creed  and  race,  I  refer  to  the  Manitoba 
school  question.  I  have  received  several  communi- 
cations urging  me  to  take  a  course  upon  that  ques- 
tion. Different  persons  in  the  difierent  provinces 
have  asked  me  to  take  opposite  courses.  To  them, 
I  have  given  no  answer. 

I  hope  I  will  be  excused  when  I  say  that 
this  explanation  of  his  having  been  asked  by 
friends  in  one  part  of  the  country  to  take 
one  kind  of  action,  and  by  friends  in 
another  part  of  the  country  to  take 
anotiier  action,  and  that  he  has  given  no 
answer,  reminds  me  of  the  story  of  Buridan's 
ass  who  was  placed  midway  between  two 
bundles  of  hay  and  before  he  could  make  up 
his  mind  which  bundle  to  feed  from  he  died 
of  starvation.  So  the  leader  of  the  Liberal 
party  finds  himself  in  this  position ;  he  is 
implored  by  people  from  one  province  to 
take  one  side,  and  implored  by  another 
class  of  people  to  tak»  another  side,  and  to 
each  of  them  he  gives  no  answer. 

I  give  it  now,  he  says.  I  wish  the  question  were 
in  any  another  condition. 

The  complaint  the  hon.  gentleman  was 
making  was  that  the  government  had  tied 
the  matter  up  by  sending  it  to  the  courts, 
but  he  wished  it  was  relieved  from  this 
conditi  n,  so  that  it  could  be  fully  and  freely 
discussed. 

Those  of  you  who  follow  political  events  know 
that  Mr.  Tarte  on  the  one  hand  and  Mr.  Dalton 
McCarthy  on  the  other,  agre«<l  that  the   govern- 


ment were  a  pack  of  cowards — that  they  did  not 
deal  with  that  subject  in  a  manly  way. '  For  my 
part,  I  speak  in  the  same  sense. 

They  were  all  happily  agreed  on  that 
point. 

And  I  now  say  that  the  government  acted  in 
a  cowardly  way  and  did  not  dare  to  speak  either 
one  way  or  the  other.  It  was  there  bounden  duty 
to  say  one  thing  or  the  otlier.  But  instead  of 
acting  like  men  of  courage  they  allowed  passion  to 
be  inflamed  in  Manitoba  anil  Quebec,  and  never 
dared  to  stand  up  like  men  and  put  an  issue  of  the 
question.  They  are  to  be  blamed  for  this.  They 
shunted  the  question  to  the  courts  where  it  is  now. 
The  opposition  are  not  in  a  position  to  take  any 
action  until  such  time  as  a  report  has  been  given 
by  the  courts. 

Here  the  government  were  a  pack  of 
cowards  because  they  did  not  discuss  it 
when  it  was  before  the  courts,  and  he  turns 
round  and  says  the  opposition  were  not  in  a 
position  to  say  anything  upon  it  until  such 
time  as  a  decision  was  given  by  the  courts. 
He  adds : — 

And  until  the  courts  have  decided  whether  or  not 
the  government  have  no  right  to  interfere.  Then 
it  w  ill  be  time  for  us  to  say  we  will  act  or  not. 

At  all  events,  we  learn  from  this  that  the 
hon.  gentleman  was  not  then  prepared  to 
speak.  He  had  been  pressed  by  his  friends 
from  difierent  parts  of  the  country,  holding 
conflicting  views,  to  take  one  side  or  the 
other  and  he  gave  no  answer,  and  he  con- 
demned the  government  because  they  did  not 
do  anything,  and  then  says  the  opposition 
could  not  do  anything  until  the  question 
came  out  of  the  courts.  Now,  the  hon.  mem- 
ber has  spoken  again  on  this  question.  I 
might  quote  from  a  speech  which  he  made  in 
Winnipeg,  in  which  he  substantially  repeats 
what  he  said  in  April,  1893.  In  Winnipeg, 
on  the  3rd  September,  1894,  he  declared  that 
he  is  a  firm  believer  in  provincial  rights.  I 
must  quote  his  exact  words  in  orcier  that 
there  may  be  no  misapprehension  about  it. 
It  was  on  thi"?  very  question  that  he  was 
speaking  when  he  declared  in  this  way  that 
he  was  a  firm  l)eliever  in  provincial  rights, 
although  my  hon.  friend  does  not  seem  to 
think  that  provincial  rights  are  at  all  in- 
volved in  this  question.     He  says. 

I  am  a  firm  believer  in  provincial  rights.  In  the 
Dominion  House  of  Commons  I  have  stood  up  for 
the  authority  of  the  provinces.  When  I  took  up 
the  petition  of  my  fellow-religionists  of  Manitoba, 
complaining  of  the  legislation  of  the  government 
of  Manitolui,  I  asked  myself,  what  is  the  com- 
plaint ?  *  *  *  I  took  up  the  petition 
of  the  Archbishop  and  of  those  who  signed  it  with 
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him,  and  the  oomplainl  which  was  made  was  that 
the  goveninicnt  of  Manitoba — I  speak  here  in  the 
presence  of  the  members  of  the  government — ha<l 
a<lopted  legislation  which,  instead  of  improving 
public  schools  in  the  conntry,  imposed  upon  them 
Protestant  schools,  and  that  they  were  bound  to 
send  their  children  to  Protestant  schools.  In  the 
other,  the  government  of  Manitolm  denied  the 
statements  in  loto. 

Here  was  the  contradiction  again,  the  same 
as  in  the  House  of  Commons,  and  the  ques- 
tion seemed  to  turn  in  his  mind  on  whether 
the  schools  established  under  the  Act  of 
1890  were  Protestant  schools  or  secular 
schools. 

Hon.  Mr.  O'DONOHOE- -Is  the  right  in 
question  here  not  a  Canadian  right  rather 
than  a  provincial  right  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  ANGERS— A  Dominion  right. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— I  understand 
my  hon.  friend  to  say  it  is  not  a  provincial 
right  but  a  Canadian  right. 

Hon.  Mr.  O'DONOHOE— Yes. 


Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— Mr.  Laurier 
seems  to  be  of  a  different  opinion,  because 
he  qualifies  all  he  says  on  the  subject  by 
saying  he  is  a  firm  believer  in  provincial 

rights. 

Hon.  Mr.  O'DONOHOE— He  may  be  an 
advocate  of  provincial  rights  and  make  that 
announcement,  but  the  right  under  discus- 
sion is  not  a  provincial  right. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— I  do  not  know 
how  my  hon.  friend  may  view  it,  but  I  am 
speaking  of  how  it  was  viewed  by  the  Hon. 
Mr.  Laurier.  I  am  dealing  entirely  with 
the  opinions  expressed  by  the  Hon.  Mr. 
Laurier,  and  he  says  he  is  a  firm  believer  in 
provincial  rights  ;  and  I  was  going  to  read 
a  little  further  : 

I  said  to  the  government  of  the  Dominion  here 
is  a  simple  question  of  fact,  you  have  to  determine 
whether  the  statements  are  true  or  not.  But  instead 
of  doing  that,  they  went  on  appealing  to  the  courts 
and  evading  the  (juestion . 

Mr.  Laurier  put  It  on  the  question  of  the 
provincial  rights  and  it  pervades  the  whole  of 
his  remarks,  and  he  does  not  fail  to  charac- 
terize how  great  the  outrage  would  be  in  his 
mind  if  the  minority  were  forced  to  attend 
Protestant  schools.  He  does  not  hesitate  to 
say  how  great  he  would  regard  the  outrage  ; 
but,  does  he  say  that  this  Parliament  should 


come  in  and  interfere.     Nothing  of  the  kind. 
He  says  : 

I  will  be  prepared  to  go  before  the  people  of  Mani- 
toba and  tell  them  such  legislation  should  not 
stand.  I  have  nothing  more  to  say  in  Winnipeg 
than  I  have  said  on  the  floor  of  Parliament,  in 
Quebec  and  elsewhere. 

The  remedy  of  Mr.  Laurier  was  not  a 
remedy  such  as  the  Judicial  Committee  of 
the  Privy  Council  have  decided  it  is  proper 
t.>  give,  but  he  started  out  by  declaring  that 
he  was  in  favour  of  provincial  rights,  and  the 
fair  meaning  of  his  language  was  that  he 
would  not  pass  any  law,  but.  he  would  go 
personally  and  use  all  the  influence  he  pos- 
sessed with  the  people  of  Manitoba  and  the 
legislature  of  Manitoba,  his  political  friends. 
I  hope  the  hon.  gentleman  is  doing  that,  and 
that  he  his  using  his  influence  with  them  in 
this  matter.  At  all  events,  I  s  ly  he  is  not, 
by  the  public  attitude  he  is  taking,  helping 
in  any  way  towards  a  fair  solution  of  this 
difficulty. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— I  would  ask  the 
hon.  gentleman  if  the  minority  have  been 
forced  to  attend  Protestant  schools  1 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— [  do  not  think 
that  is  a  question  which  affects  the  discussion 
at  all.  The  schools  that  were  guaranteed 
to  the  minority  were  separate  schools,  and 
it  is  well  known  that  our  Roman  Catholic 
friends  entertain  objections  to  secular  schools 
as  well  as  Protestant  schools,  and  Mr.  Ijaurier 
was  beating  about  the  bush,  and  the  difficulty 
does  ijot  lie  in  the  place  where  he  was  put- 
ting it.  It  lay  in  another  point  altogether. 
In  speaking  in  the  House  of  Commons  the 
other  day,  the  hon.  gentleman  has  put  him- 
self on  record  again  on  this  question  : 

But  I  have  only  this  to  say  and  to  repeat  that  I 
have  no  desire  to  create  political  capital  out  of  this 
question.  I  have  no  desire  to  cet  into  power 
through  it,  if  the  government  sdve  it  as  they 
should,  but  I  am  not  ready  to  offer  advice  to  the 
advisers  of  His  Excellency.  I  shall  wait  until 
they  bring  in  their  message. 

Now,  from  the  extracts  I  have  already  read, 
it  will  be  found  that,  up  to  the  time  that  the 
government  passed  the  remedial  order  and 
up  to  the  time  that  the  decision  of  the  Privy 
Council  was  rendered,  the  hon.  gentleman, 
as  leader  of  the  party,  declared  that  the 
government  treated  him  very  badly,  treated 
his  friends  badly  because  they  had  tied  this 
question  up  in  the  courts  and  prevented  them 
from  taking  a  manly  and  courageous  stand 
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which  the  J  were  so  extremely  anxious  to  take 
on  the  question  before  the  country.  That  hor- 
rid Tory  government  of  Canada  that  had  sent 
this  question  to  the  courts  had  prevented 
the  Liberal  party  from  taking  up  the  ques- 
tion and  discussing  it,  but  we  had  the  deci- 
sion of  the  Privy  Council  rendered  some  time 
in  January  last.  We  have  had  the  remedial 
order  passed  for  more  than  a  month  and  we 
have  had  several  by-elections.  Parliament  has 
met  and  the  people  are  busy  discussing  the 
question,  but  still  the  leader  of  the  Liberal 
party  is  hiding  in  his  cave,  holding  himself 
in  readiness  to  take  advantage  of  any  com- 
plication that  may  arise  and  make  political 
capital  out  of  it,  notwithstanding  his  decla- 
ration that  that  is  not  his  wish.  Perhaps 
I  have  said  enough  on  the  Manitoba  school 
question.  My  hon.  friend  from  Halifax, 
speaking  the  other  day,  said  that  the  elec- 
tors of  Antigonish  did  not  render  their  ver- 
dict in  the  recent  by-election  on  the  Mani- 
toba school  question  but  upon  the  fiscal 
policy  of  the  government. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I   do   not   think  I 

suggested  that. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON  (P.E.I.)— I  think 
those  were  his  words,  if  not  I  would  like  to 
know  what  the  hon.  gentleman  did  say.  "The 
electors  of  Antigonish  decided  that  election 
on  the  fiscal  policy  of  the  country,"  those 
were  his  words  I  think.  Well,  perhaps  to 
some  extent  they  did  so,  but  the  government 
did  not  shirk  discussion  on  the  fiscal  policy. 
A  very  large  part  of  the  discussion  was  de- 
voted to  the  trade  policy.  In  fact,  so  far 
as  the  members  of  the  government  and  their 
friends  were  concerned  fully  as  much  time 
was  given  to  the  trade  question  as  to  any 
other.  At  the  same  time,  I  do  not  think  it 
is  altogether  right  to  say  that  the  electors  of 
the  constituency  gave  their  verdict  altoge- 
ther upon  the  trade  question.  Having  been 
there  myself,  and  having  attended  some  of 
the  meetings  where  I  heard  speeches  by 
members  of  the  Liberal  party,  I  know  I  am 
right  when  I  say  that  the  opposition  candi- 
date and  the  opposition  speakers  went  beyond 
the  government  in  regard  to  the  Manitoba 
school  question.  They  said  that  the  Govern- 
ment had  not  gone  far  enough  and  that  the 
remedial  order  was  only  so  much  waste  paper, 
because  it  did  not  set  forth  a  day  and  inti- 
mate to  the  Manitoba  government  in  plain 
terms  that  if  they  did  not  by  that  day 
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restore  the  separate  schools  to  the  province 
the  federal  parliament  would  intervene. 
The  opposition  speakers  found  serious  fault 
with  the  government  because  they  did  not 
threaten  in  that  order  what  they  would  do 
in  the  case  of  inaction  on  the  part  of  the 
province  and  name  a  day  when  they  woidd 
do  it.  So  far,  therefore,  from  giving  an 
adverse  vote  to  the  policy  of  the  government, 
in  so  far  as  the  passage  of  the  remedial  order 
is  concerned,  the  electors  may  be  said  not 
only  to  have  endorsed  it,  but  to  have  gone 
beyond  it  from  the  fact  that  the  opposition 
speakers  went  further  than  the  government 
in  promising  to  take  a  strong  course  on  the 
question. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— They  saw  you  and 
went  you  a  little  better. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON  (P.E.L)— Per- 
haps that  is  about  the  way  tio  put  it.  My 
hon.  friend  admits  that  the  opposition  went 
one  better  than  the  government. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Excuse  me— the 
hon.  gentleman  is  fond  of  talking  about  what 
other  people  say.  I  simply  say  after  hearing 
the  hon.  gentleman's  story  that  it  appears 
now  that  the  opposition  speakers  saw  the 
hon.  gentleman  and  went  a  little  better. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON  (P.E.I.)— I  think 
I  have  made  it  clear  that  they  did  go  one 
better.  They  went  a  good  deal  better,  and 
that  may  account  to  some  extent  for  the  vote 
given  to  Mr.  Mclsaac.  I  know  that  the 
speakers  on  the  Opposition  side  denounced 
and  condemned  the  Government  for  having 
trifled  with  the  question,  claiming  that  the 
remedial  order  did  not  meet  the  requirements 
of  the  case.  There  is  no  doubt,  however,  that 
the  fiscal  policy  of  the  government  was  dis- 
cussed very  fully  in  the  contest,  and  that 
the  opposition  candidate  in  that  contest  as- 
sured the  people  that  if  they  .supported  him 
and  the  Liberal  party  were  returned  to  power 
they  would  be  able  to  buy  kerosene  oil  at 
three  or  four  cents  a  gallon.  The  statement 
which  I  refer  to  was  made  I  was  told  in 
meetings  throughout  the  county  by  the  Lib- 
eral candidate  himself.  Now  I  have  in  my 
possession  quotationsshowiug  that  the  whole 
sale  price  of  kerosene  oil  in  New  York  and 
Boston  at  the  present  time  is  about  twelve 
cents  a  gallon,  to  say  nothing  of  the 
duty  or  the  cost  of  importation.     This  dis- 
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Bcussioa  has  turned  to  a  very  considerable 
extent  on  the  trade  question,  and  my  hon. 
friend  from  Marquette — I  am  sorry  to  see 
that  he  is  not  in  his  place — ^has  discussed 
the  theory  of  free  trade  very  fully  and  at 
great  length  in  this  debate.  I  may  be  per- 
mitted to  say  that  in  my  opinion  in  discuss- 
ing fiscal  questions  in  Canada,  we  have 
very  little  to  do  with  the  abstract  theories 
relating  to  free  trade  or  protection.  We 
do  not  advocate  protection  as  an  abstract 
theory  and  insist  that  it  shall  be  maintained 
in  all  ages  or  in  all  countries  alike.  We  do 
not  pretend  anything  of  the  kind.  That 
has  never  been  the  view  of  the  Liberal- 
Conservative  party,  and  when  I  heard  the 
hon.  Senator  from  Marquette  speaking  at 
great  length  and  with  great  eloquence 
upon  the  benefits  of  free  trade,  discus.eing 
the  question  from  a  theoretical  standpoint, 
I  think  it  wps  altogether  beside  the  mark. 
If  theories  were  to  prevail  entirely,  there 
would  be  very  little  need  of  Parliament ; 
theories  could  be  ground  out  by  the 
universities,  and  there  would  be  very 
little  need  of  the  adopion  of  fiscal 
policies  by  Parliament.  As  opposed  to  that 
view  which  permeated  the  speech  of  my  hon. 
friend  in  favour  of  the  abstract  theory  of 
free  trade  as  against  that  of  protection,  I  set 
up  this  statement,  that  the  framing  of  a 
fiscal  policy  for  a  country  like  Canada,  which 
would  suit  the  country  at  the  time  it  was 
framed,  is  a  great  efibrt  of  statesmanship. 
It  is  one  of  the  most  important,  if  notthemost 
important,  matter  which  the  Parliament 
of  a  country  has  to  deal  with.  From  1873 
to  1878,  during  the  time  when  my  hon.  friend 
the  leader  of  the  opposition  occupied  a  posi- 
tion in  the  government  of  Canada,  we  find 
that  new  conditions  had  arisen  with  regard 
to  the  industries  of  the  country.  Many 
will  say  "why  were  your  party  not  protec- 
tionists before  that ;  they  were  free  trsiders 
before  that."  I  admit  that  many  of  them 
were,  but  the  reason  of  that  is  to  be  found  in 
the  fact  that  about  that  time  new  conditions 
began  to  come  into  existence  on  this  contin- 
ent which  had  never  been  ob-erved  before. 
About  30  yfars  ago,  in  1865,  the  United 
States  civil  war  came  to  a  close,  and  large 
numbers  of  men  returned  from  the  battle- 
fields, north  and  s>>uth,  to  their  former 
peaceful  pursuits.  A  vast  proportion  of  the 
population  which  had  up  to  that  time  been 
engaged  in  preparing  supplies  for  the  ai  my, 
and  in  meeting  other  contingencies  arising 


from  a  state  of  civil  war,  returned  to 
peaceful  avocations,  and  the  United  States 
was  compelled  to  adopt  an  extremely  high 
tarifij  not  merely  for  purposes  of  protection, 
but  to  meet  the  extraordinary  interest 
charge  upon  the  war  debt  which  they  had 
to  assume.  This  high  tariff  brought  about 
an  unprecedented  development  of  American 
industries.  By  the  high  prices  which  labour 
produced,  immigrants  were  drawn  to  the 
country  in  larger  numbere  than  ever  before, 
and  in  a  few  years  the  industrial  life  of  the 
nation  was  quickened  to  an  extent  which  had 
never  been  anticipated.  That  went  on  until 
during  the  seventies  the  United  States  found 
themselves  producing  more  than  they  could 
possibly  consume,  and  they  commenced  to 
look  about  them  for  customers  to  buy  their 
surplus  products.  Canada  at  the  time 
had  a  low  tariff,  and  her  industries  were 
still  in  the  infant  stage;  it  was  thus  easy  for 
the  Americans  to  dump  into  Canada  such 
of  their  products  as  they  did  not  consume 
themselves.  We  all  know  what  the  result 
was.  Many,  perhaps,  might  say  it  was  a 
very  good  thing  for  the  country,  but  I  think 
it  has  been  clearly  proved  that  that  was  not 
the  result.  As  time  went  on  the  Americans 
resorted  to  many  methods  of  discrimination. 
In  the  matter  of  sugar  they  went  so  far  as 
to  grant  a  rebate  on  exportations  which  was 
actually  larger  than  the  duty  on  imported 
sugar,  and  their  sugar  thus  came  into  Canada 
displacing  that  produced  by  our  own  refin- 
eries. Our  sugar  industries  were  ruined, 
and  other  industries  also  sufiered.  It  was 
during  tliis  time  that  the  question  of  the 
trade  policy  of  the  country  forced  itself 
upon  our  public  men.  There  had  not  exist- 
ed up  to  that  time  such  conditions  as  were 
then  to  be  found,  and  in  my  opinion  that  is 
where  the  leader  of  the  Liberal  partj'  and  his 
friends  missed  their  opportunity.  They  were 
then  at  the  head  of  affairs  and  had  the  first 
choice  of  policies.  Had  they  been  equal  to  the 
occasion  and  furnished  to  the  industries  of 
Canada  some  measure  of  protection,  they 
might  not  have  been  in  opposition  as  they 
have  been  for  the  past  seventeen  or  eighteen 
years.  The  Conservative  party,  led  by  the 
greatest  man  we  have  had  in  this  Dominion, 
and  perhaps  on  this  continent,  during  the 
past  fifty  years.  Sir  John  Macdonald,  was 
not  slow  to  gra.sp  the  situation.  Sir  John 
Macdonald  listened  to  the  cry  that  went  up 
from  the  farming,  manufacturing  and  other 
interests  of  the  country,  and  adopted  the 
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National  Policy.  We  often 'hear  about  the 
proverbial  "  fly  on  the  wheel,"  as  depicting 
the  attitude  of  Sir  Richard  Cartwright  in 
1878.  I  think  he  furnished  the  proverb 
himself,  but,  to  my  mind,  the  helpless  posi- 
tion of  Sir  Richard  Cartwright  and  his 
friends  remind  me  more  of  the  simpleton 
in  the  fable  who  came  to  a  river  whose 
waters  were  deep  and  swift,  and  instead  of 
trying  to  ford  it  or  cross  it  in  some  way,  he 
lay  down  on  the  banks  and  waited  until  the 
water  should  all  flow  away.  That  is  what 
the  Liberal  party  did  in  1878  with  regard 
to  the  trade  question.  They  adopted  a 
policy  of  inaction  until  the  Conservative 
party  came  into  power.  Some  hon.  gentlemen 
are  very  fond  of  stating  that  this  country 
hats  not  prospered  under  the  National 
Policy,  and,  with  singularly  bad  memories, 
they  very  often  assert  that  in  1878  the 
country  was  fairly  prosperous,  and  that 
from  that  time  forward  the  country  had 
been  going  from  bad  to  worse  under  the 
operation  of  the  National  Policy.  I  will 
take  the  opportunity  of  reading  from  the 
last  budget  speech  ma<ie  by  Sir  Richard 
Cartwright  in  the  House  of  Commons  in 
1878.     He  said  : 

It  is  not  often  in  the  commercial  history  of  any 
country  that  we  are  called  on  to  chronicle  so  greut 
a  reduction,  not  merely  in  the  total  volume  of  our 
trade,  but  also  in  the  revenue  derived  therefrom, 
as  we  have  seen  within  the  last  two  or  three  years, 
*  *  *  The  total  revenue  of  trade  and  commerce 
of  Canada  has,  in  that  short  interval,  been  reduced 
by  nearly  $50,0(X),()00,  while  the  re\-enue  derived 
from  customs  alone,  shows  a  decrease  in  that 
period  of  something  like  83,000,000.  The  actual 
figures  in  round  numbers  being  that  our  trade  and 
commerce  collectively  has  been  reduced  from 
^18,000,009  to  $168,000,000  •  •  •  Whereas  a 
few  years  ago  with  a  total  population  of  3,600,000 
souls,  we  imported  something  like  ?1 27,000,000 
worth  of  goons,  we  found  ourselves  with  a  popula- 
tion of  4,000,000,  importing  a  little  over  ?94,0(X),- 
000  worth.  In  other  words  the  total  imports  have 
fallen  off  from  an  average  of  $.3.^.  '25  per  head  to 
something  like  $23.  .V)  per  nead.  There  has  been 
an  enormous  shrinkage  in  the  lum)>er  trade  from 
$28,000,000  to  $I3,0(J0,000.  There  has  Iwen  a  great 
shrinkage  in  bank  stock  and  some  of  these  institu- 
tions have  gone  down  altogether.  The  depression 
in  real  estate  has  been  general  and  long  prevailing 
and  entails  an  enormous  loss.  Our  exports  have 
fallen  off  because  we  have  been  poor  that  we  have 
not  been  buying  much. 

This  is  not  any  picture  of  mine  or  drawn  by 
any  Conservative,  but  an  extract  from  the 
Budget  speech  delivered  by  Sir  Richard  Cart- 
wright in  the  House  of  Commons  in  1878. 
My  hon.  friend  the  senior  member  from 
Halifax,  speaking  the  other  day,  deplored 
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the  condition  of  the  farmers  of  the  country, 
and  he  referred  to  the  census  which,  I  think 
he  said,  showed  that  we  had  1 20,000  less 
farmers  in  Canada  than  at  the  time  of  the 
adoption  of  the  National  Policy.  I  have  heard 
the  statement  made  repeatedly,  that  the 
census  returns  show  a  decrease  in  the  farm- 
ing population,  and  a  considerable  increase 
in  the  cities  of  Canada. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  think  the  falling 
off  in  the  number  of  farmers  was  7,000. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— That  was  what 
I  found  myself,  and  I  was  surprised  when 
the  figures  were  given  as  1 20,000.  My  hon. 
friend  seems  to  think  that  that  is  a  very 
deplorable  state  of  things  as  regards  the 
farmers.  I  speak  as  a  farmer  myself  on  this 
subject,  and  to  my  mind  the  fact  that  the 
hon.  gentleman  states,  does  not  convey  that 
lesson  at  all.  I  look  upon  it  that  every 
farmer  added  to  the  population  of  the  country 
becomesacompetitor  with  hisbrother  farmers, 
but  every  man,  woman  and  child  who  is  added 
to  a  city  becomes  a  customer  of  the  farmer, 
and  it  is  in  the  interests  of  the  fanners 
themselves  that  the  population  of  the  cities 
should  increase.  The  fact  that  the  hon. 
member  quotes,  so  far  from  being  against 
the  farmers,  is  in  their  interest. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Then  why  does  the 
hon.  gentleman  spend  money  to  encourage 
the  immigration  of  farmers  into  this  country  1 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— There  will  be 
plenty  of  moving  backwards  and  forwards. 
We  must  keep  up  a  prosperous  farming  class 
in  the  country ;  but  while  the  number  of 
our  farmers  has  not  sensibly  increased  dur- 
ing that  period,  I  contend  that  the  farmers 
as  a  class  have  done  very  well.  They  have 
held  their  own  better  during  that  period 
than  perhaps  any  other  farmers  in  the 
world.  Let  us  look  at  a  few  figures  in  rela- 
tion to  that  subject.  In  1877  we  imported  a 
great  deal  of  agricultural  products  from  the 
United  States.  I  have  looked  over  the 
figures,  and  I  find  that  we  imported  from 
the  United  States  over  and  above  agricul- 
tural products,  not  the  produce  of  Canada, 
that  we  send  out  of  the  country,  .$12,000,- 
000  worth.-  Last  year  I  find  that  that  was 

reduced  to  two  or  three  millions  of  dollars 

There  is    a   difference  of  ten   millions    of 
dollars  between   1877  and  the  last  financial 
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year  that  I  have  been  looking  over.  The 
home  market  has  been  conserved  under 
the  National  Policy  to  the  farmers  of  Canada 
to  the  amount  of  at  least  ten  millions  of  dol- 
lars. That  is  not  all.  Take  the  exports  for 
the  year  ending  June,  1893,  and  it  will  be 
found  that  we  sent  out  of  the  country  that 
year  of  agricultural  products  more  than  wedid 
in  1878  over  twenty-one  millions  of  dollars' 
worth,  and  we  must  remember  that  there 
has  been  a  great  depreciation  in  prices  and 
that  that  twenty-one  millions  of  dollars' 
worth  of  products  represents  a  volume  alto- 
gether greater  than  the  value  would  indicate 
on  account  of  the  depreciation  in  prices, 
especially  of  wheat,  which  formed  a  consid- 
erable portion  of  our  exports.  The  Na- 
tional Policy  has  conserved  to  our  farmers, 
our  own  markets  to  the  extent  of  ten 
millions  of  dollars,  and  we  have  invaded  the 
ijaarkets  of  the  world  with  twenty-one  mil- 
lions of  dollars'  worth  more  of  agricultural 
products  than  was  sent  out  in  1878,  not- 
withstanding the  depreciation  in  prices. 
More  than  that,  we  have  fed  our  own  home 
population  of  three-quarters  of  a  million 
more  people  in  the  cities  than  in  1878. 
Hon.  gentlemen  opposite  are  fond  of  saying 
that  the  population  of  Canada  has  not 
increased — that  there  has  been  an  exodus. 
That  is  no  doubt  true.  These  movements 
of  population  are  attributed  by  our  friends 
opposite  to  the  operation  of  the  National 
Policy.  I  do  not  think  that  is  reasonable 
or  fair,  because  these  movements  of  popula- 
tion have  always  been  going  on  as  regards 
the  races  to  which  we  belong.  There  would 
have  been  no  people  in  Canada  now  had  it 
not  been  for  the  feeling  of  unrest  that  the 
races  to  which  we  belong  have  manifested.  I 
have  the  Financial  Reform  Almanac  before 
me,  a  reliable  book  issued  by  the  free  tra- 
ders of  England,  which  contains  some  statis- 
tics with  regard  to  emigration  from  that 
country.  I  find  in  this  volume  it  is  set  forth 
that  in  the  15  years  from  1879,  when  the 
National  Policy  was  adopted  in  Canada,  up 
to  1892,  3,185,000  people  emigrated  from 
the  British  Islands — that  is  after  deducting 
the  number  of  those  who  came  in  during  that 
period.  That  was  the  net  emigration  from 
the  British  Islands — in  free  trade  England 
— and  of  that  number  2,780,000  went  to 
the  United  States.  There  has  been  an 
enormous  exodus  from  the  only  free  trade 
country  in  the  world  to  a  country  which  has 
the  highest  protective  tariff. 


Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— What  has  been 
the  increase  of  population  that  remained 
behind  in  England  1 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON  (P. E. I.)— There 
may  have  been  an  increase  of  population — I 
am  not  dealing  with  that — I  am  dealing  with 
the  people  who  have  gone  out  of  the  country. 
I  put  that  fact  before  the  House — it  is  im- 
portant when  we  find  that  3,185,000  people 
over  and  above  those  who  came  into  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland  during  those  years  went 
out  of  the  country,  and  that  most  of  them 
went  to  the  most  protected  country  in  the 
world. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER — Just  as  large  a  pro- 
portion of  the  people  of  Canada  have  gone 
out,  and  the  increase  of  our  population  is  not 
any  greater  in  proportion  than  that  of  Eng- 
land. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON  (P.E.I.)— That  is 
a  subject  that  is  so  often  discussed,  that  it 
is  scarcely  necessary  to  go  into  it  now,  but 
the  hon.  gentleman  knows  very  well — no  one 
knows  better — that  the  census  of  1881  and 
the  census  of  1891  in  Canada  were  not  taken 
on  the  same  basis  with  regard  to  the  time 
limit  of  absentees.  I  remember  after  the 
census  of  1881  was  taken,  our  friends  in  the  op- 
position, Sir  Richard  Cartwright  and  others 
condenmed  the  census  of  that  year  as  being 
wholly  unreliable,  because  they  said  that 
the  system  adopted  led  to  the  counting  in  of 
a  vast  number  of  people  who  had  left  the 
country  for  years  and  who  might  never 
return.  The  government  felt  that  there  was 
some  force  in  this  objection,  and  in  the  census 
of  1891  instructions  were  issued  that  no 
absentee  should  be  included  in  the  population 
of  the  country  unless  some  satisfactory  assu- 
rance was  given  that  he  would  return  in  a 
reasonable  time.  If  the  census  of  1891  had 
been  taken  on  the  same  basis  as  the  census 
of  1881,  it  would  have  shown — in  fact  there 
is  every  evidence  of  that, — that  Canada 
improved  rapidly  during  that  period,  and 
that  there  was  a  substantial  increase  of 
population.  Hon.  gentlemen  are  fond  of 
referring  to  the  deficit  of  the  present  year 
and  of  last  year,  and  my  hon.  friend  the 
leader  of  the  Opposition  Ln  this  House  was 
kind  enough  to  suggest  a  way  in  which  the 
deficit  could  be  removed.  He  suggested  that 
duties  should  be  taken  off  some  of  the  staple 
articles  of  import,  although  my  hon.  friend 
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the  leader  of  the  House  very  clearly  showed 
him,  in  reply,  that  he  had  pursued  a  very 
dififerent  course  himself  when  he  was  in  the 
government,  and  had  a  deficit  to  meet ;  but 
if  hon.  gentlemen  will  take  the  trouble  to 
look  at  the  matter,  they  will  see  that  there 
is  another  way  in  which  the  government 
could  easily  have  got  over  the  deficit  of  this 
year,  which  may  not  be  as  large  as  hon.  gen- 
tlemen seem  to  think.  We  had  a  deficit  last 
year  though  not  nearly  so  large  as  the  Lib- 
eral government  had  while  it  was  in  power. 
I  would  submit  to  hon.  gentlemen  that  if 
the  present  administration  had  put  the  same 
duties  on  someof  the  staple  articles  of  imports 
necessaries  of  life — such  as  were  on  during 
the  Mackenzie  administration,  they  would 
not  have  had  a  deficit  this  year  or  last  year. 
If  they  had  restored  the  duties  that  my 
hon.friend  opposite  imposed  on  tea  and  sugar 
in  1877  and  1878,  the  whole  difficulty  would 
have  been  overcome.  I  have  gone  over  the 
blue-books  and  made  calculations  on  the 
subject,  and  I  was  amazed  to  find  that  if  we 
had  continued  the  duties  imposed  by  the 
Mackenzie  administration  on  raw  and  refined 
sugar,  they  would  have  yielded,  in  the  last 
three  years  above  the  revenue  that  we 
did  get,  over  $20,000,000.  On  tea,  last 
year,  the  imposition  of  the  old  duty 
would  have  yielded  $1,000,000,  and  since 
the  duty  on  tea  has  been  removed,  gov- 
govemment  had  kept  up  the  duty  at 
the  same  rate  as  the  Mackenzie  adminis- 
tration had  it,  there  would  have  been 
$10,000,000  or  $11,000,000  more  revenue 
in  the  treasury  of  the  country. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— Now  transferred 
to  the  manufacturers'  pockets. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON.— My  hon.  friend 
does  not  surely  say  that  any  one  does  manu- 
facture tea  in  Canada.  I  am  dealing  with  a 
bare,  bald  fact  that  if  the  duty  imposed  by 
the  Mackenzie  administration  in  1877  and 
1878  on  tea  and  sugar  had  been  imposed  of 
late  years,  there  would  have  been  no  deficit. 
A  duty  on  these  articles  is  to  be  the  policy  of 
the  Liberal  party,  I  believe,  if  they  ever 
-come' into  power.  An  eminent  gentleman 
of  that  party  in  the  Ottawa  convention 
which  met  in  1893,  Mr.  Charlton,  declared 
that  if  they  got  into  power  they  proposed  to 
raise  a  revenue  of  $3,300,000  on  sugar.  The 
Hon.  David  Mills  another  very  eminent 
gentleman  of  the  party,  treated  the  House 


to  a  discourse  on  the  duty  on  tea  last  year 
and  claimed  it  to  be  a  free  trade  tax.  The 
hon.  gentleman  was  right,  it  was  a  free  trade 
tax,  and  he  was  preparing  the  way  for  a  tax 
on  tea  if  his  party  ever  came  into  power. 
When  we  look  at  the  record  of  the  different 
Conservative  administrations,  we  need  not  be 
much  troubled  about  the  deficit  of  the  present 
year,  for  which  we  have  not  the  exact  figures. 
We  find  during  16  years  of  Conservative  ad- 
ministration a  surplus  of  about  $16,000,000, 
an  average  of  about  a  million  dollars  a  year, 
notwithstanding  the  fact  that  the  expendi- 
ture occasioned  by  the  North-west  rebellion 
was  incurred  during  that  period.  There  is 
no  occasion  for  alarm  at  a  showing  such  as 
this  when  we  recall  the  fact  that  under  the 
Mackenzie  administration  there  was  on  an 
average  a  deficit  of  over  a  million  dollars  a 
year. 

I  am  very  much  obliged  to  diflerent  hon. 
gentlemen  who  expressed  themselves  so 
kindly,  with  regard  to  my  own  selection  to 
take  part  in  the  government  of  the  country. 
It  was  very  kind  nnd  very  unexpected  to 
me,  and  I  was  paid  compliments  which  I 
feel  I  do  not  dfserve,  but  I  shall  do  my  best 
to  deserve  if  I  live.  In  connection  with 
this  matter  I  want  to  say  one  word  in  reply 
to  the  observation  which  fell  from  my  hon. 
friend  from  British  Columbia  with  regard  to 
the  representation  of  his  province  in  the 
government  of  the  country.  I  understood 
the  hon.  gf-ntleman  to  say  that  he  found  no 
fault  with  the  representation  of  my  little 
province  in  the  councils  of  the  country,  but 
he  complained  that  the  province  that  he  has 
the  honour  to  represent  in  this  House  has 
not  been  similarly  treated.  On  matters  of 
fact,  I  aiu  rather  at  variance  with  the  hon. 
gentleman  in  one  or  two  particulars.  It  is 
within  my  memory  that  the  province  of 
British  Columbia  had  one  of  its  representa- 
tives as  premier  of  Canada  for  a  time.  Not 
only  had  they  a  representative  in  the  Cabinet 
but  they  had  the  honour  of  being  repre- 
sented by  the  greatest  statesman  that 
Canada  has  ever  produced. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES,  (B.C.)— I  regret  to 
say  it  because  he  has  passed  away,  but  Sir 
John  Macdonald  became  a  representative  of 
one  of  the  British  Columbia  constituencies 
after  he  was  rejected  by  his  own  constituency 
in  Kingston,  and  in  the  true  sense  of  the 
word  he  had  never  been  in  British  Colum- 
bia ;  he  did  not  understand  British  Colum- 
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bia,  and  it  was  merely  a  compliment  paid  to 
him  at  the  time,  and  in  the  true  sense  of  the 
word,  he  was  not  a  representative  from  the 
province. 

Hon.  Mr.  ROBITAILLE— I  should  like 
to  know  why  he  did  not  understand  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— My  hon.  friend's 
argument  is  rather  against  the  earnest  plea 
he  set  up  for  the  representation  of  his  pro- 
vince in  the  Cabinet  the  other  day,  because 
I  think  hon.  gentlemen  will  come  to  this 
conclusion,  that  if  the  presence  of  Sir  John 
Macdonald  as  the  representative  of  a  British 
Columbia  constituency  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, in  the  Cabinet,  and  as  Premier  of 
Canada,  was  not  a  benefit  to  the  province,  I 
do  not  think  the  province  can  be  benefited  by 
a  representative  in  the  Cabinet.  As  for 
myself,  perhaps  I  may  not  be  a  benefit 
to  my  own  province  ;  very  likely  I  may  not 
be,  but  that  does  not  affect  the  question. 
Sir  John  Macdonald  may  have  been  a  feeble 
representative  of  British  Columbia  in  the 
Cabinet,  but  I  do  not  think  that  that 
affects  the  question  which  I  am  discussing 
at  the  present  moment.  I  want  to  point 
out,  however,  to  my  hon.  friend  that  much 
later  a  former  representative  of  British 
Columbia  occupied  a  Cabinet  position  for 
many  years.  I  refer  to  Mr.  Dewdney.  It 
is  true  that  at  the  time  Mr.  Dewdney  was 
in  the  Cabinet  he  did  not  represent  a  British 
Columbia  constituency,  but  he  was  at  one 
time  a  representative  of  that  province,  and 
he  has  gone  back  to  occupy  a  prominent 
position  there. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)— The 
pfbvince  never  recognized  Mr.  Dewdney  as 
representing  them  in  the  Cabinet  after  he 
left  British  Columbia ;  and  I  ask  the  hon. 
gentleman,  if  he  lived  in  British  Columbia 
and  never  went  to  his  own  island,  could  he 
represent  that  island  properly,  and  with 
satisfaction  to  his  own  people  ?  Although 
we  gave  Sir  John  a  seat,  and  were  proud  to 
do  so,  he  never  represented  British  Columbia 
in  a  proper  manner,  as  a  native  of  that  pro- 
vince could  have  done. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— I  am  not  going 
to  discuss  the  question  as  to  whether  these 
gentlemen  were  efficient  representatives  or 
not.  I  know  that  when  Mr.  Dewdney  was 
a  member  of  the  Cabinet  he  did  not  repre- 


sent a  constituency  in  British  Columbia,  but 
from  the  fact  of  its  beinghis  adopted  province, 
though  he  did  not  live  there,  it  is  probable 
that  he  may  have  understood  the  needs  of 
British  Columbia.  I  simply  say  this  in  an- 
swer to  what  has  been  said  with  reference  to 
Prince  Edward  Island.  Now,  I  have  been  in 
the  province  of  British  Columbia  and  I  do  not 
think  my  hon.  friends  have  been  in  the  pro- 
vince that  I  represent.  I  admire  the  pro- 
vince of  British  Columbia,  and  I  do  not 
know  that  many  members  of  this  House  have 
a  greater  appreciation  of  the  wonderful 
resources  of  that  province  than  I  have.  If 
British  Columbia  should  get  one  or  two 
seats  in  the  Cabinet,  I  am  sure  I  should  be 
very  far  from  sorry.  I  know  my  hon. 
friends  do  not  feel  at  all  sorry  that 
Prince  Edward  Island  has  got  representa- 
tion. We  are  agreed  thus  far,  but  I  do 
differ  from  my  hon.  friend  from  British 
Columbia  who  brought  this  matter  up  with 
regard  to  the  comparison,  he  instituted 
between  British  Columbia  and  Prince 
Edward  Island  in  the  matter  of  contributions 
to  the  revenues  of  the  country.  I  thought 
we  were  done  with  hearing  the  customs 
entries  at  any  ports  quoted  as  an  evidence 
af  the  contributions  of  any  part  of  Canada 
to  the  revenue  of  the  country .  We  know 
very  well  that  no  fair  comparison  can  be 
made  in  that  way  at  all.  We  know  that 
the  importing  for  Canada  is  done  at  certain 
centres  at  the  present  time.  The  hon. 
member  from  Victoria  referred  to  this 
matter  and  pointed  to  certain  figures  as 
really  representing  the  contributions  of  the 
different  parts  of  the  country.  That  would 
be  very  important  if  they  really  did  repre- 
sent the  contributions,  but  I  submit  they 
do  not.  I  am  not  very  well  acquainted  with 
the  nature  of  the  importations  or  the  desti- 
nation of  the  dutiable  goods  that  are  entered 
in  the  ports  of  British  Columbia,  but  I  think, 
looking  upon  the  fact  that  these  ports  of 
British  Columbia  are  the  only  ports  of  entry 
on  the  Pacific  coast,  that  a  good  portion  of 
the  goods  so  entered  are  consumed  in  other 
parts  of  Canada  and  not  consumed  in  that 
province — 

Hon.   Mr.  McINNES  (B.C.)— Yes,  they 


Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— Well,  with  re- 
gard to  Prince  Edward  Island,  I  know  that 
our  imports  represent  but  a  very  small  pro- 
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portion  of  our  consumption  ;  that  the  duti- 
able goods  from  foreign  countries  are  entered 
at  Montreal.  Montreal  has  become  the  great 
centre  of  importation  for  Prince  Edward 
Island, — St.  John,  Halifax  and  Toronto  to 
some  extent— but  principally  Montreal,  and 
very  little  of  our  goods  are  imported  direct  as 
they  were  in  the  olden  days.  We  are  also 
larger  purchasers  of  Canadian  goods  than  we 
were  years  ago,  and  I  say  that  the  returns  do 
not  indicate  to  any  extent  what  the  contribu- 
tions of  Prince  Edward  Island  are  in  this 
matter.  Take  the  North-west  Territories  ;  we 
find  last  year  that  onlySl  1,012.47  was  paid  in 
duties  in  all  the  territories.  I  know  that 
my  hon.  friend  from  Wolseley  will  bear  me 
out  in  saying  that  it  would  be  very  absurd 
to  suppose  that  that  was  all  the  duty  paid  on 
goods  consumed  in  the  North-west.  I  be- 
lieve that  that  paltry  $11,012  does  not  by 
any  means  represent  their  contribution  to 
the  federal  treasury.  I  think  there  is  no 
doubt  that  a  considerable  portion  of  the 
goods  that  are  imported  in  Montreal  and 
Vancouver  and  Victoria  may  be  consumed 
in  the  North-west. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)— No, 
they  go  tlirough  in  bond.  All  the  goods  we 
pay  duty  for  are  consumed  in  the  province,  but 
goods  coming  through,  from  Montreal  and 
other  parts,  do  not  go  through  in  bond,  and 
do  not  appear  as  goods  we  have  paid  duty 
for. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— The  goods  that 
are  shipped  for  merchants  east  will  go 
through  in  bond,  biib  goods  imported  by  Van- 
couver or  Victoria  merchants  for  the  purpose 
of  meeting  their  trade,  whether  inside  or  out- 
side of  their  province,  will  be  paid  in  the 
port  of  entry,  and  I  think  the  extraordinary 
discrepancy  between  the  North-west  Terri- 
tories and  British  Columbia  may  he  accounted 
for  in  some  such  way  as  I  have  indicated.  It 
woidd  be  preposterous  to  say  for  a  moment 
that  811,012  represents  the  contributions  of 
the  North-west  Territories  to  the  treasury  of 
the  country.  I  have  been  through  the  North- 
west Territories,  and  I  know  very  well  they 
are  large  consumers  of  dutiable  goods  and 
they  must  come  from  somewhere.  I  say 
this  because  the  statement  made  by  my 
hon.  friend  was  calculated  to  create  a 
wrong  impression — I  do  not  say  with  regard 
to  his  own  province.  He  may  be  right 
about  that,  but  so  far  as  the  province  of 


Prince  Edward  Island  is  concerned,  it  created 
a  wrong  impression.  To  get  at  the  true 
contributions  of  the  province  of  Prince  Ed- 
ward island  you  might  multiply  the  figures 
that  he  quoted  by  eight  or  ten. 

I  feel  that  I  should  not   resume  my   seat 
without  saying  a  word,  feebly  as  I  feel  my- 
self able  to  do  it,  with  regard  to  the  great  loss 
which  Canada  has  sustained  within  the  last 
year  in  the   person  of  our  late  premier,  Sir 
John  Thompson.     All  the  gentlemen  who 
j  have  spoken   on  both  sides  of   the   House, 
have  very  feelingly  and   fittingly  expressed 
their    great    admiration  for   that   eminent 
'  man,  and  their  sense  of  the  loss  which  Can- 
I  ada  lias  sustained  by  his  being  taken  away. 
1  His  career  was  truly  marvellous — a  wonder- 
I  ful  career  in  any  country.  Only  ten  or  eleven 
{ years  had  he  been  in  the  arena  of  Dominion 
I  politics,   and   at   the   end  of  that   time  he 
!  stood   away  above  and  beyond  I   might  say 
I  every  man  in  public   life  in  Canada   in  re- 
gard to    services  and   in  regard  to  ability, 
and   in    almost    every    respect  his    career 
was  a  wonderful   one.     The   almost  tragic 
ending    of  that  career  was    calculated,   to 
make  an   impression  on   the   minds  of  the 
people  of  our   country   which  time  will  not 
effiice.     I  cannot  do   better  in   closing   my 
remarks  than   to   quote   the  words  of   Sir 
Walter  Scott  with  regard  to  Lord  Nelson  : 

"  To  him  as  to  the  burniug  levin 
Short,  bright,  resistlens  course  wm  given, 
Till  burst  the  bolt  on  yonder  shore 
RoUeil,  blazed,  destroyed  and  was  no  more." 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

MINISTERIAL  CHANGES. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER — During  the  discus- 
sion on  the  Address  some  reference  was  made 
to  recent  changes  in  the  administration, 
and  perhaps  the  hon.  the  leader  of  the  gov- 
ernment will  be  prepared  to  make  these  ex- 
I  planations  now. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOW  ELL— In 
accordance  with  constitutional  practice  on 
similar  occasions,  and  with  the  permission  of 
the  Crown,  I  have  brietly  to  acquaint  the 
House  with  the  proceedings  which  took  place 
consequent  upon  the  lamented  death  of  Sir 
John  Thompson. 

j  On  the  evening  of  the  day  following  that 
!  which  witnessed  the  tragic  event  at  Windsor 
i  Castle,  England,  I   received  the   Governor 
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General's  commands  to  wait  upon  him.  In 
the  course  of  the  interview,  His  Excellency 
did  me  the  honour  to  propose  that  I  should 
undertake  the  formation  of  a  new  adminis- 
tration. This  task  I  conceived  it  my  duty 
to  accept.  The  first  step  towards  its  fulfil- 
ment was  to  ascertain  from  mylatecolleagues 
whether  they  would  consent  to  retain  their 
positions,  and  on  their  agreeing  to  do  so  I 
advised  that  they  be  continued  in  their  re- 
spective offices  subject  to  any  such  changes 
as  might  in  the  interest  of  the- country  be 
deemed  advisable.  I  may  add,  however,  that 
Mr.  Patterson  expressed  his  wish  to  retire, 
but  consented  to  remain  at  my  special  request 
until  such  time  as  I  could  conveniently  make 
other  arrangements. 

The  Cabinet  vacancy  caused  by  the  death 
of  Sir  John  Thompson  was  filled  by  Mr. 
Dickey,  M.P.,  for  Cumberland,  who  accepted 
the  portfolio  of  Secretary  of  State. 

The  isolated  position  of  Prince  Edward 
Island  renders  direct  representation  in  the 
Ministry  desirable.  Hon.  gentlemen  will,  I 
am  sure,  agree  with  me  that  in  the  accession 
of  the  Hon.  Senator  Ferguson  to  the  Cabinet 
the  people  of  the  island  province  have  every 
assurance  that  their  interests  will  be  well 
safe-guarded.  The  Hon.  Sir  John  Carling 
having  intimated  his  wish  to  retire,  it  was 
considered  expedient  further  to  strengthen 
the  Executive  by  inviting  Mr.  Montague, 
the  member  for  Haldimand,  to  join  the 
administration  without  portfolio.  In  as- 
suming the  duties  of  First  Minister,  I  felt 
it  due  to  myself  that  I  should  be  as  far  as 
possible  untrammelled  by  departmental 
responsibilities.  With  this  object,  I  assumed 
the  Presidency  of  the  Privy  Council,  my 
colleague,  Mr.  Ives,  accepting  the  office  of 
Minister  of  Trade  and  Commerce  vfvcated 
by  myself  ;  Mr.  Costigan  became  Minister 
of  Marine  and  Fisheries,  in  the  room  of  Sir 
Charles  Hibbert  Tupper,  who  succeeded  to 
the  portfolio  held  by  our  late  leader. 

Subsequently  Mr.  Patterson  renewed  his 
request  to  be  relieved  of  the  cares  of  office ; 
and  the  state  of  his  health  precluding 
further  postponement  of  his  determination 
to  retire,  I  was  reluctantly  compelled  to 
submit  his  resignation  to  the  Governor 
General.  Mr.  Dickey  was  thereupon  trans- 
ferred to  the  vacant  portfolio  of  Milit-a  and 
Defence,  and  Mr.  Montague  was  appointed 
Secretary  of  State. 

The  Senate  adjourned  at  6.10  p.m. 


THE  SENATE. 

Ottavxi,  Monday,  29th  April,  1895. 

Thk  SPEAKER  took  the  Chair  at  Three 
o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 
SAW-DUST  IN  THE  OTTAWA  RIVER. 

MOTION. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLEMOW  moved  :— 

That  an  humble  Address  be  preseuted  to  His 
Excellency  the  Governor  General ;  praying  that 
His  Excellency  will  cause  to  be  laid  before  the 
.Senate,  copies  of  all  reports,  plans,  profiles  or  other 
evidences  in  the  possession  of  the  government, 
showing  to  what  extent  the  Ottawa  River  has  been 
affected  in  the  past  by  the  dumping  therein  of 
saw-dust,  mill  or  other  refuse. 

He  said  :  As  hon.  gentlemen  are  aware,  at 
the  last  session  of  Parliament  an  amend- 
ment was  made  to  the  Fisheries  Act  where- 
by the  dumping  of  saw-dust  and  other  refuse 
into  rivers  and  streams  was  prohibit«d,  es- 
pecially in  the  case  of  the  Ottawa  River. 
This  address  is  for  the  purpose  of  obtaining 
copies  of  reports,  profiles  and  other  evidence 
in  the  possession  of  the  government  res- 
pecting the  efiect  such  dumping  has  had 
upon  the  river.  They  were  prepaped  some 
years  ago  by  an  officer  of  the  Department 
of  Public  Works,  and  I  think  they  are  in 
the  possession  of  the  government.  T  be- 
lieve it  is  intended  to  move  in  the  direction 
of  having  the  amendment  repealed  or  modi- 
fied in  some  way,  and  I  think  it  is  most  de- 
sirable that  this  information  should  be 
placed  before  this  House,  in  order  that  we 
may  arrive  at  a  proper  conclusion  with  res- 
pect to  the  effect  of  this  dumping  in  the 
past.  Therefore,  I  hope  the  government 
will  bring  down  the  papers.  It  will  have  a 
very  desirable  effect,  and  I  see  no  reason 
why  it  should  be  refused  in  the  public 
interest. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER — I  do  not  propose  to 
oppose  the  motion  of  the  hon.  gentleman 
from  the  Rideau  Division,  but  I  wish  to 
draw  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  fact 
that  if  the  law  as  it  now  exists  is  carried  out, 
there  is  no  necessity  for  the  inquiry  which 
the  hon.  gentleman  proposes  to  have  made, 
or  for  submitting  the  information.  When 
the  bill  to  amend  the  Fisheries  Act  was 
before  this  House  last  year,  it  will  be  remem- 
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bered  that  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Rideau 
Division  moved  an  amendment  which  is  now 
to  be  found  in  section  6  of  chapter  51  of  the 
Acts  of  last  year.  The  early  part  of  the 
section  provides  for  the  punishment  of  per- 
sons who  cause,  or  knowingly  or  wilfully 
permit  any  noxious  substance,  saw-dust, 
mill  rubbish,  <fcc.,  to  pass  into  any  river,  and 
at  the  end  of  the  section  there  is  this  proviso  : 

Provided  always  that  this  subsection  shall  not 

fo  into  operation  as  to  mills  and  streams  which 
ave  been  neretofore  exempted  until  the  Ist  of  May, 
1895. 

So  that  on  the  day  after  to-morrow  the 
general  law  laid  down  in  the  earlier  part  of 
the  section,  a  portion  of  which  I  have  read, 
will  apply  to  the  Ottawa  River.  That  is  a 
very  desirable  condition  of  things.  The 
hon.  gentleman  satisfied  the  Senate  that 
this  action  was  necessary  ;  that  the  Ottawa 
River  had  been  very  seriously  damaged  by 
allowing  saw-dust  and  mill  refuse  to  pass 
into  it ;  and  he  succeeded  in  inducing  this 
House  to  make  the  amendment,  which  has 
been  indicated,  to  the  measure  of  last 
year.  Inasmuch  as  we  have  had  no  offi- 
cial information  that  it  is  intended  to  re- 
peal section  6  of  the  Act  of  last  year,  I 
cannot  see  why  the  hon.  gentleman  should 
ask  for  information  now.  The  House  had 
sufficient  information  last  year  to  induce  it 
to  take  the  action  to  which  he  refers,  and 
unless  it  is  proposed  to  undo  that  action,  I 
fail  to  see  what  useful  end  is  to  be  g>iined 
by  bringing  down  information  which  is  in 
the  hands  of  the  government. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLEMOW— The  hon.  gentle- 
man is  perfectly  correct  in  what  he  8ay.s, 
but  I  understand  that  the  parties  aggrieved 
do  intend  to  endeavour  to  have  the  Act  re- 
pealed or  modified,  and  it  is  desirable,  there- 
fore, to  have  this  information  before  the 
House.  I  believe  that  some  measure  will 
soon  be  brought  down  to  modify  the  law 
and.  in  order  to  prepare  for  that  contingency, 
1  have  asked  for  the  papers. 

Hon.  Mr.  ANGERS— There  is  no  objec- 
tion to  the  motion  being  acceded  to.  As  the 
hon.  gentleman  has  stated,  the  interested 
parties,  mill  owners,  have  during  the  recess 
moved  and  had  meetings  concerning  the 
lumbering  interest,  especially  at  Ottawa, 
and  it  is  likely  that  some  bill  may  be  intro- 
duced in  the  other  House,  or  perhaps  in  the 
Senate,    to   modify   the   Act  and  save  the 


lumbering  interests  in  this  section  of  the 
country  and  some  other  interests  on  the  St. 
John  (which  is  an  international  river)  where 
the  law  applies  uselessly  from  the  fact  that 
on  the  American  side  they  can  throw  as 
much  saw-dust  as  they  choose,  and  the  mill 
owners  on  the  Canadian  side  would  be  de- 
prived of  the  advantage  enjoyed  by  their 
competitors.  It  would  be  putting  our  mill 
owners  and  our  lumber  trade  at  a  disadvant- 
age compared  with  the  American  mills  on 
the  other  side.  • 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  am  quite  satisfied 
now  as  to  the  reason  why  the  hon.  gentle- 
man requires  the  information,  and  I  am  glad 
to  see  that  he  has  taken  time  by  the  forelock. 
I  may  say  that  the  dread  which  he  expresses 
is  perhaps  strengthened— at  least  the  prob- 
ability that  some  such  action  was  in  con- 
templation is  strengthened — by  the  fact  that 
the  Department  of  Marine  and  Fisheries 
last  year  employed  an  officer  to  inspect  the 
rivers  in  various  parts  of  the  country  with 
a  view  of  ascertaining  how  much  mischief 
the  depositing  of  saw-dust  was  causing,  and 
I  understand  that  since  the  change  in  the 
headship  of  the  Department  of  Marine  and 
Fisheries  the  work  has  been  discontinued 
and  the  officer  who  was  engaged  in  the  work 
has  been  recalled  to  the  capital.  That 
would  appear  to  indicate  a  change  in  the 
policy  consequent  upon  the  change  of 
ministry. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER — Some  few  years 
ago  t  his  subject  was  referred  to  a  committee 
of  this  House,  of  which  I  had  the  honour  of 
being  chairman,  and  a  very  full  and  exhaus- 
tive examination  »  as  made  of  quite  a  large 
number  of  witnesses  on  the  .-ubject.  The 
report  (which  I  presume  will  be  brought 
down  upon  this  motion)  clearly  recommended 
that  steps  should  be  taken  to  prevent  the 
destruction  of  the  Ottawa  River  by  sawdust 
being  thrown  into  it  from  the  mills  at  the 
Chaudiere.  The  expression  of  the  Com- 
mittee was  so  strong  at  the  time,  and  the 
report  was  so  unanimously  adopted  by  the 
House,  that  it  'was  thought  it  would  not 
prove  a  dead  letter  as  it  has  done ;  but  un- 
fortunately the  preservation  of  our  rivers 
from  destruction  has  been  altogether  over- 
looked in  consequence  of  the  great  influence 
of  the  mill  owners  with  the  government.  I 
quite  sympathize  with  my  hon.  friend  from 
Ottawa  on  this  matter.     I   think  he  repre- 
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seats  very  fully  and  very  fairly  the  opinion 
of  the  public  of  Ottawa  in  relation  to  the 
manner  in  which  this  noble  river  is 
being  destroyed  by  refuse  and  saw-dust 
from  the  mills.  If  it  were  impossible  to  pre- 
vent this  evil,  then  there  might  be  some 
excuse  for  continuing  it,  but  I  believe  it  is 
admitted  that  there  is  no  impossibility  about 
applying  a  remedy  to  the  grievance  com- 
plained of.  There  are  mills  on  the  Ottawa 
River,  one  especially,  owned  by  Mr.  Edwards 
at  Rockland,  in  which  appliances  are  in 
operation  for  consuming  the  saw-dust,  and 
there  is  no  reason  why  similar  appliances 
might  not  be  furnished  at  every  mill  on  the 
river,  and  thus  prevent  the  complete  de- 
struction, which  will  inevitably  take  place 
if  we  do  not  prevent  this  practice  now.  I 
regret  to  learn  that  there  is  an  intention  to 
suspend  the  operation  of  the  law  on  the  1st 
of  May,  through  the  influence  of  which  I 
have  just  now  spoken,  an  interest  which  I 
think  is  opposed  to  public  opinion,  and  cer- 
tainly to  the  interests  of  all  persons  holding 
property  on  the  Ottawa  River,  and  that  the 
effectiveness  and  usefulness  of  the  law  are 
likely  to  be  very  greatly  impaired.  Of  cour.se, 
the  government  have  the  matter  altogether 
under  their  control  and  will  take  the  respon- 
sibility of  their  action.  I  regret,  however, 
that  the  policy,  which  present  circumstances 
indicate,  is  to  prevail.  It  is  not  in  the  right 
direction  in  my  opinion. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBAOH— JVly  hon.  friend 
has  expressed  my  views  upon  this  matter 
better  than  I  could  have  done  it  myself. 
There  is  not  only  the  evil  to  which  I  have 
referred,  but  it  will  have  a  prejudicial  effect 
everywhere  on  other  rivers  as  in  the  county 
of  Lunenburg.  There  the  law  has  been  en- 
forced in  a  most  arbitrary  and  tyrannical 
way.  The  whole  argumentof  the  mill-owners, 
the  most  unanswerable  defence  they  make, 
hats  been:  "Look  at  the  Ottawa  River.  Under 
the  eyes  of  Parliament  you  allow  this  viola- 
tion of  the  law  to  exist,  and  you  give  a  pre- 
ference to  the  mill-owners  on  that  river  over 
those  of  us  whose  mills  are  located  in  Nova 
Scotia."  The  same  rule  that  applies  to  the 
Ottawa  River  should  apply  to  all  rivers.  The 
practice  of  dumping  saw-dust  and  mill  refuse 
into  the  water  led  to  the  destruction  of  the 
river  fishery  of  the  La  Have  River,  even 
before  the  big  gang  mills  were  erected,  and  it 
has  a  demoralizing  effect  to  find  that  we 
here,  sitting  and  legislating  generally  in  the 


interests  of  the  fisheries  and  navigation  of 
Canada,  spending  millions  on  both,  allow 
such  a  nuisance  as  this  to  exist  within  sight 
of  the  parliament  buildings. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALLAN — My  hon.  friend  in 
his  motion  here  asks  for  all  reports,  plans, 
profiles,  etc.,  in  possession  of  the  govern- 
ment. I  hope  my  hon.  friend,  when  he  brings 
up  this  subject  in  the  House  again,  will 
also  lay  before  us  the  plans  and  profiles  pre- 
pared by  Mr.  Thomas  Keefer,  which  were 
submitted  by  me  to  the  House  at  the  time 
this  discussion  took  place  last  year.  They 
show  very  clearly  indeed  the  enormous  mis- 
chief that  is  being  wrought  in  the  bed  of  the 
river,  by  the  increasing  extent  to  which  it  is 
being  filied  up  by  saw-dust  from  the  mills. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLEMOW— I  have  it  here. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALMON — I  understand  that 
it  is  very  easy,  in  constructing  a  new  mill, 
to  build  io  so  that  the  saw-dust  am  be 
caught  and  destroyed,  but  that  in  the  case 
of  old  mills  they  are  so  built,  that  it  is  al- 
I  most  impossible  to  change  them,  ao  that  the 
]  saw-dust  can  be  collected  and  burnt.  That 
being  the  case,  I  think  ve.'y  stringent  laws 
shou.d  be  enforced  with  regard  to  new  mills 
but  that  old  ones  should  be  dealt  more  len- 
iently with,  and  the  owners  should  not  be 
put  to  the  immense  expense  of  rebuilding 
them.  Personally,  I  know  nothing  about 
the  subject,  but  the  information  that  I  have 
is  from  a  very  good  source. 

Hon.  Mr.  SNOWBALL— I  am  sorry  to 
hear  that  the  government  has  any  intention 
to  interfere  with  the  working  of  the  act  as 
it  now  stands.  Anything  that  has  been 
said  here  to-day  in  reference  to  the  owners 
of  mills,  not  being  able  to  consume  their 
saw-dust,  should  have  no  effect  what- 
ever upon  the  law.  In  the  lower  provinces 
the  Fisheries  Act  has  been  more  stringently 
enforced  than  in  this  part  of  the  country. 
There  the  mill-owners  were  compelled, 
whether  their  mills  were  old  or  new,  to 
catch  and  destroy  their  saw-dust.  The  ex- 
pense to  the  mill-owners  has  been  very  great. 
I,  unfortunately,  happened  to  own  one  of 
the  old  mills.  We  do  not  find  any  difficulty 
whatever  in  changing  the  mills ;  there  was 
a  considerable  expense,  no  doubt.  Our  mills 
were  built  over  the  river  just  as  they  are 
here.     When  the  fishery  overseers  enforced 
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the  Act  we  found  means  of  complying  with 
the  letter  of  the  law.  No  doubt  it  involved 
great  expense,  which  we  would  gladly  have 
avoided,  but  still  we  found  means  to  dispose 
of  the  saw-dusi.  The  contention  made  on 
behalf  of  the  mill-ownei-s  of  the  Maritime 
provinces,  is  much  stronger  than  any  claim  put 
forward  on  behalf  of  the  mill-owners  at  Ot- 
tawa. You  must  remember  that  the  lumber 
that  is  sawn  there  is  largely  spruce.  It  is  not 
worth  more  than  50  per  cent  of  the  value  of 
the  pine  lumber  that  is  manufactured  here, 
consequently  the  percentage  of  cost  in  mak- 
ing the  change  was  much  heavier  there  than 
it  would  be  at  the  Ottawa  mills.  If  such  a 
nuisance  is  tolerated,  under  the  eyes  of  Par- 
liament, and  the  law  is  not  enforced  here, 
you  will  find  that  the  people  of  the  Mari- 
time provinces  will  have  just  cause  to  com- 
plain, and  will  remove  their  chutes,  from 
under  the  mills,  and  allow  the  saw-dust 
to  run  into  the  river,  utterly  destroying  the 
fisheries  as  has  been  done  here.  Our  fisher- 
ies are  valuable  :  they  tell  that  yours  were  at 
one  time  quite  as  valuable  here.  We  cannot 
afford  to  pay  anything  like  as  much  for  chang- 
ing our  mills  in  proportion  to  the  value  of  our 
lumber  as  they  can  here.  Therefore,  I  say 
the  excuse  of  expense  should  net  be  toler- 
ated. What  we  can  do,  and  what  we  have 
been  compelled  by  the  law  to  do,  should  be 
enforced  in  every  section  of  this  Dominion. 
It  has  been  stated  that  an  exception  should 
be  made  in  the  case  of  the  St.  John  because 
it  is  an  international  river.  How  far  should 
that  apply  1  True,  a  certain  portion  of  it 
is  on  the  United  States  side,  but  how  far  up 
the  St.  John  river  do  you  go  before  you 
meet  that  1  I  think  it  is  close  on  200  miles, 
and  then  it  only  bounds  the  state  of  Maine 
for  a  short  distance.  Suppose  the  mill-owners 
up  there  put  saw-dust  in  the  river  on  the 
United  States  side,  how  much  would  that 
affect  the  fisheries  on  our  side  1  I  contend 
that  the  saw-dust  entering  the  St.  John  River 
will  affect  their  portion  only.  It  will  not 
extend  to  our  side.  For  1 50  miles  up  the 
river  the  law  is  enforced  on  both  sides  and 
in  all  the  tributaries,  as  it  is  on  the  Mira- 
michi  and  other  rivers  in  New  Brunswick. 
On  the  St.  John  River  as  it  now  stands,  and 
I  presume  the  law  is  fully  enforced  there, 
the  fisheries  have  seven-eighths  of  the  bed  of 
the  river  that  will  be  free  from  saw-dust  and 
pollution,  and  it  will  make  perfectly  clean 
spawning  beds  for  the  fish.  To  appoint 
fishery  ofiicers  to  protect  the  fisheries,  to  ap- 


propriate money  for  breeding  fish  and  then 
to  put  the  fish  in  polluted  streams  where  they 
will  die  within  24  hours,  is  throwing  away 
money  in  a  manner  which  should  not  for  a 
moment  be  tolerated.  The  case  of  the  St. 
John  River  will  not  bear  investigation  ;  the 
cost  of  changing  the  mills  will  not  l)ear  in- 
vestigation, and  there  is  no  impossibility 
about  being  able  to  dispose  of  all  the  saw- 
dust here,  as  we  have  done  for  many  years 
down  in  the  lower  provinces,  at  all  events 
during  all  my  experience  in  the  saw-mill  busi- 
ness in  the  Maritime  provinces. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— I  should  like  to 
ask  the  hon.  gentleman  who  it  is  that  en- 
forces the  act  in  the.se  cases  t 

Hon.  Mr.  SNOWBALL— I  think  the 
fisheries  inspectors.  In  fact  I  do  not  know 
who  would  enforce  it. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLEMOW  moved  :— 

That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  His 
Kxcellency  the  Governor  (Joneral  ;  praying  that 
Hie  Excellency  will  cause  to  be  made  a  survey  of 
the  Ottawa  River,  from  the  Chaudii;re  Falls  to  the 
mouth  of  the  (iatineau  River,  at  us  early  a  date  as 
possible,  to  ascertain  the  localities,  depth  and 
extent  of  the  deposit  of  sawdust,  tnill  or  other 
refuse  in  that  part  of  the  river  above  indicated  ;  and 
that  plans  and  profiles  of  such  survey  be  furnished 
to  the  Senate  immediately  after  completion. 

He  said  :  This  is  in  order  to  find  out 
whether,  from  the  evidence  of  the  last  sur- 
vey, this  nuisance  continued  unabated,  or 
whether  it  has  decreased.  It  has  been  stat- 
ed ill  some  quarters  that  the  spring  freshets 
remove  a  great  deal  of  the  saw-dust.  We 
can  find  by  actual  examination  whether  such 
is  the  fact  or  not.  In  my  opinion,  and  from 
the  best  evidence  I  can  obtain,  the  spring 
freshet  has  no  such  effect.  The  saw-dust 
continues  to  extend.  It  sinks  in  the  river, 
and  you  will  find,  by  an  additional  survey, 
that  the  deposits  have  very  much  increased. 
I  think  it  highly  necessary  to  have  informa- 
tion before  the  House  if  the  question  should 
come  to  \)e  fully  considered.  I  am  not  going 
to  enter  into  the  merits  or  demerits  of  the 
case  until  the  papers  come  before  us.  The 
nuisance  has  continued  for  a  good  many 
years,  and  the  sooner  it  is  abated  the  better. 
Mr.  Edwards,  of  New  Edinburgh,  has  made 
arrangements  in  his  mill  by  which  he  burns 
the  saw-dust,  and  if  it  can  be  done  by  him 
on  the  Rideau  River  it  can  be  done  by  the 
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mill-owners  at  the  Chaudi^re.  It  is 
merely  a  matter  of  expense  and  that 
is  a  small  matter  compared  with  the 
destruction  of  the  Ottawa  River.  There- 
fore, I  hope  the  government  will  lose  no 
time  in  having  an  additioaal'  survey  made, 
and  I  hope  they  will  employ  the  same  officer 
who  made  the  former  examination,  to  ascer- 
tain whether  the  nuisance  has  increased  or 
not.  I  think  the  results  will  alarm  many  in 
this  House.  The  diagram  last  year  showed 
a  deposit  of  62  feet  of  saw-dust,  and  you  will 
find,  if  an  investigation  should  be  made, 
that  that  has  extended  considerably.  The 
part  of  the  river  to  be  examined  extends 
only  from  the  Chaudifere  Falls  to  the  Gati- 
neau  River,  and  the  investigation  could  soon 
be  made.  It  will  give  us  information  which 
will  enable  us  to  vote  intelligently  on  the 
question  when  it  comes  before  us. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

THE  INSOLVENCY  BILL. 

FIB8T    READING. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL  intro- 
duced Bill  (A)  "  An  Act  respecting  Insol- 
vency," and  moved  that  it  be  read  the  first 
time.  He  said  :  In  moving  the  first  reading  of 
the  bill  relating  to  Insolvency  it  were  well  to 
offer  a  few  remarks  in  explanation  of  the 
measure  now  submitted  for  consideration. 
Hon.  gentlemen  will  remember  that  a  bill 
dealing  with  the  subject  was  introduced  in 
this  House  last  session  and  referred  to  a 
Select  Committee  of  the  Senate,  who  after  a 
lengthened  and  very  careful  study  of  its  pro- 
visions and  after  hearing  the  views  and  sug- 
gestions of  representatives  of  the  banking 
and  commercial  interests  in  this  country, 
reported  to  the  Senate  a  bill  which  was  sub- 
stantially concurred  in.  The  session  was 
then  so  far  advanced  that  it  seemed  impos- 
sible for  it  to  receive  in  the  other  House 
that  close  and  careful  consideration  that  its 
importance  demanded,  and  accordingly  the 
government  deemed  it  advisable  not  to 
proceed  further  with  the  measure  last  session. 
The  bill  now  introduced  is  with  some  slight 
changes  in  the  wording  of  some  of  the 
clauses  to  all  intents  and  purposes  the  bill 
passed  last  year  by  the  Senate.  Hon.  gentle- 
men will,  however,  readily  understand  that 
despite  the  utmost  care  preparing  a  bill  con- 
taining so  many  clauses  as  this  does,  and 
which  had  been  drafted,  re-drafted,  amended 
and    re-amended,  contradictory    provisions 


would  creep  in  and  enactments  be  allowed  to 
remain  which  were  necessary  in  one  draft  but 
which  became  unnecessary  in  consequence  of 
changes  made  in  said  first  draft.  The  bill, 
therefore,  has  been  carefully  revised  during 
recess  and  unnecessary  or  contradictory  pro- 
visions have  been  eliminated  or  harmonized. 
Changes  have  also  been  made  in  the  verbiage 
of  some  of  the  sections  with  the  view  of 
making  the  meaning  more  plain  or  the  lan- 
guage more  concise.  The  method  of  proce- 
dure has  also  in  some  cases  been  more  clear- 
ly defined,  but  the  main  principles  of  the 
measure  adopted  by  the  Senate  last  year 
have  not  been  interfered  with.  As  the 
changes  made,  and  the  reasons  which  led  to 
those  changes,  can  better  be  discussed  when 
the  bill  reaches  the  committee  stage,  I  shall 
defer  further  comment  until  the  bill  reaches 
that  stage.  I  therefore  beg  to  move,  second- 
ed by  Mr.  Angers,  that  the  bill  "  An  Act 
respecting  Insolvency,"  be  now  read  the 
first  time. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 
THE  STANDING  COMMITTEES. 

MOTION. 

Hon. Sir  MACKENZIEBO WELL  moved 
the  adoption  of  the  report  of  the  Committee 
of  Selection  appointed  to  nominate  Senators 
to  serve  on  the  several  Standing  Committees 
for  the  present  session. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  Senate  adjourned  at  4.20  p.m. 


THE  SENATE. 

Ottawa,  Tuesday,  30th  April,  1895. 

The  SPEAKER  took  the  Chair  at  Three 
o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 

THE  CHAIRMANSHIP  OF  THE  COM- 
MITTEE ON  RAILWAYS. 

MOTION. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL,  from  the  Committee 
on  Railways,  Telegraphs  and  Harbours, 
presented  their  first  report,  and  moved  that 
the  same  be  adopted. 
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Hon.  Mr.  MILLER — Before  that  report 
is  received,  I  desire  to  call  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  an  irregularity  in  the  organi- 
zation of  that  Committee.  It  was  called  to 
meet  to-day  at  10.45  a.m.  My  watch  is  cor- 
rect, both  by  the  gun  and  the  clock.  I  left 
my  room  in  plenty  of  time  to  be  present  at 
the  meeting  at  the  hour  for  which  it  was 
summoned,  but,  to  my  great  surprise,  before 
I  reached  the  door  of  the  Committee  room,  I 
met  the  members  coming  from  it,  and  was 
told  that  the  Committee  had  met  and  orga- 
nized and  that  everything  was  over.  This  is 
the  first  time  that  I  ever  knew  of  such  an 
irregularity,  which  certainly  amounts,  under 
the  circumstances,  to  a  discourtesy  to  every 
member  of  the  Committee  who  was  not  pre- 
sent, and  I  cannot  allow  it  to  pat's  unnoticed. 
I  wished  to  be  on  that  Committee  at 
the  meeting  for  organization,  because  I 
knew  that  a  new  chairman  had  to  be 
appointed.  Although  I  was  not  ambitious 
for  that  honour  myself — in  fact,  would 
not  have  taken  it  if  it  had  been  offered 
to  me,  as  I  have  had  as  much  experience  as 
chairman  of  committees  since  I  have  been  a 
member  of  this  House  as  I  desire — I  thought 
as  former  leaders  of  this  House  have  always 
thought  (Sir  John  Abbott  and  Sir  Alexander 
Campbell) — that  in  arranging  for  chairmen 
of  the  committees  due  regard  should  be  had 
to  giving  fair  representation  to  the  various 
provinces  of  the  Dominion.  These  distin- 
guished men,  who  so  long  led  this  House, 
and  with  such  success,  and  who  were  par- 
ticular in  paying  the  greatest  deference  in 
regard  to  justice  and  courtesy  to  members 
of  this  House  from  the  various  provinces 
representing  the  Dominion,  always  consider- 
ed this  a  matter  of  very  great  importance.  I 
want  it  to  be  understood  that  I  have  no  perso- 
nal objections  to  the  hon.  gentleman  who  has 
been  chosen  to  preside  over  this  committee. 
He  has  been  a  useful  member  of  that  commit- 
tee for  a  great  many  years,  but  so  have  other 
gentlemen  who  are  at  present  on  that  com- 
mittee. Instead  of  having  any  personal 
objection  to  him,  perhaps  there  is  no  member 
of  this  House  for  whom  I  have  a  higher 
personal  esteem,  and  my  relations  with  that 
gentleman  since  we  have  been  together  in 
this  House  have  been  of  the  most  cordial 
character.  The  members  of  that  com- 
mittee will  recollect  that,  on  an  important 
occasion — I  allude  to  the  time  when  the 
Baie  des  Chaleurs  investigation  was  before 
that  committee — when  Mr.  Dickey  had  to 


leave  his  place  in  the  Senate  to  go  to 
England,  a  vacancy  occurred  in  the  chair- 
manship of  the  committee.  I  was  pressed 
by  members  of  the  committee  to  accept  the 
chairmanship  then ;  but  I  declined  to  do  so, 
because  I  felt  that  my  duty  required  me  at 
the  Table  at  that  time,  where  I  thought  I 
could  render  more  efficient  service  as  an 
ordinary  member  of  the  committee,  and  on 
my  motion,  the  hon.  member  from  Sarnia  was 
put  in  the  chair  and  acted  as  chairman.  So 
that  it  must  not  be  supposed  that  any  objec- 
tion I  make  at  the  present  moment  is 
of  a  personal  character,  but  quite  the 
contrary.  Now,  what  are  the  facts!  As 
all  hon.  gentlemen  are  aware,  there  are 
twenty-four  members  from  the  province  of 
Ontario  in  this  House  and  twenty-four  from 
the  Maritime  Provinces.  Now,  the  twenty- 
four  gentlemen  from  Ontario  will  have,  I 
presume,  three  of  the  most  important  com- 
mittees of  this  House.  My  hon.  friend,  the 
chairman  of  the  Printing  Committee,  has 
not  yet,  I  presume,  been  appointed,  but 
there  can  be  no  doubt  that  that  committee 
will  not  lose  his  valuable  .services  and  experi- 
ence, and  that  he  will  be  appointed 
chairman  at  its  first  session.  Ontario 
will  also  have  the  important  Committee 
on  Banking  and  Commerce,  and  the  Com- 
mittee on  Railways — three  of  the  most  im- 
portant committees  as  regards  legi^^lation 
of  this  House.  And  the  Maritime  Provinces 
will  have  what  t  The  chairmanship  of  the 
Committee  on  Contingencies,  whose  duties 
are  to  report  as  to  the  messengers  of  this 
House  and  things  of  that  kind — a  committee 
which  has  no  connection  with  the  legisla- 
tion, but  merely  the  internal  economy 
of  the  House  and  nothing  more.  Of  course 
it  is  a  very  important  committee  in  its  way, 
but  not  what  you  would  consider  a  leading 
committee  of  the  Senate.  Although  at 
present  there  are  four  vacancies  in  the 
representation  of  the  Maritime  Provinces, 
even  as  we  stand,  can  such  a  comparison  be 
drawn  between  us  that  three  times  the 
representation  should  be  given  the  chairs 
the  committees  of  this  House  to  Ontario 
than  to  the  whole  of  the  Maritime  Provinces 
combined  t  I  do  not  think  it  is  right,  and 
although  I  presume  it  is  no  use  for  me  to 
object,  still  I  felt  that  the  discourtesy  ex- 
tended to  myself  and  others  who  were  not 
allowed  the  regular  time  to  get  to  the  com- 
mittee and  express  our  views,  should  not  be 
passed  over  in  silence.     Injustice  is  also  done 
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to  several  members  of  the  committee  who 
have  served  a  long  time  on  it.  Can  it  be 
said  that  there  were  not  gentlemen  from  the 
Maritime  division  qualified  for  the  position 
of  chairman  1  There  is  the  hon.  gentleman 
from  Lunenburg.  He  has  never  occupied 
the  position  of  chairman  of  a  committee  of 
this  House,  but  has  served  on  committees 
for  years,  one  of  the  oldest  members  of  the 
House — where  was  he?  I  do  think  that 
it  would  be  proper  to  allow  this  invidious 
distinction  to  be  made  without  calling  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL— I  must  thank  the 
hon.  gentleman  for  his  very  kindly  reference 
to  myself.  The  matter  is  one  which  he  has 
a  perfect  right  to  bring  before  the  House, 
but  it  is  rather  an  awkward  thing  that  the 
only  person  responsible  for  any  wrong  which 
may  have  been  done  is  one  who  is  not  here 
to  explain  or  defend  his  conduct.  Now,  it 
so  happened — I  do  not  know  whether  my 
hon.  friend  inadvertently  mentioned  the 
time — it  so  happened  that  this  committee 
met  at  10.30,  not  at  10.45,  and  if  he  came 
at  10.45,  he  was  fifteen  minutes  behind. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER — I  was  on  time 
according  ti)  the  notice — whatever  the  notice 
was. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— The  notice  which  I 
received  was  10.45. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— Yes ;  10.45 
was  the  time. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER — I  know  I  just  met 
the  members  coming  out. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL — I  stand  corrected. 
What  I  wish  to  call  attention  to  in  defence 
of  the  clerk,  who  commenced  the  pro- 
ceedings, is  this,  that  having  noticed 
that  a  committee  which  had  met  a  few 
minutes  before  had  been  very  sharp  in  the 
way  alluded  to,  and  concluded  proceedings 
before  I  reached  the  room — 1  was  desirous 
that  this  should  not  be  repeated  in  the 
Railway  (Committee,  and  I  can  call  upon  my 
hon.  friend  the  Premier,  who  was  also  there 
taking  an  interest  in  it,  to  vouch  for  the . 
fact  that  the  clerk  consulted  his  watch  and 
was  careful  not  to  call  the  meeting  to  order 
until  the  proper  time  arrived.  He  assured 
me  that  his  time  was  right  with  the  tower 
clock.    I  think  it  is  right  that  I  should  make 


this  explanation  in  order  to  excuse  the  course 
which  was  taken  and  which  seems  to  have 
been  premature.  However,  I  cannot  refrain 
from  expressing  my  deep  sense  of  the  kind 
manner  in  which  my  hon.  friend  has  spoken  of 
myself.  It  is  no  doubt  an  honour  to  be  con- 
ferred on  any  member  to  occupy  such  a  posi- 
tion ;  at  the  same  time,  it  is  an  honour  which 
involves  trouble  and  some  work  and  sacri- 
fice of  time.  As  far  as  the  honour  is  con- 
cerned, I  would  willingly  pass  it  over  to 
any  hon.  gentleman  in  this  House. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I 
deeply  regret  that  any  member  of  the  com- 
mittee should  feel  aggrieved  at  anything 
that  occurred,  more  particularly  arising  out 
of  an  accident,  if  such  it  were,  on  the 
part  of  the  clerk.  I  was  sitting  along- 
side of  him  and  he  consulted  me  as  to 
calling  the  meeting  to  order.  I  told  him  to 
lie  cautious  and  not  call  it  before  the  time 
had  expired.  His  reply  was  "  It  is  now  3J- 
minutes ;  you  have  more  than  a  quorum. 
Shall  I  call  them  to  order."  I  said  "  No, 
wait  until  your  watch  indicates  the  proper 
minute,"  and  I  did  make  this  jocular  remark 
to  him,  "  I  think,  in  a  matter  of  this  kind, 
you  acting  as  chairman,  should  pursue  the 
same  policy  as  we  do  at  elections  :  we  take 
the  returning-officer's  watch  as  our  guide 
and  not  our  own." 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES  (B.C.)— I  heard  you 
say  it. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
And  my  hon.  friend  from  British  Columbia 
will  remember  we  were  very  cautious  in 
telling  the  clerk  not  to  call  the^  meeting  to 
order  until  the  proper  time  by  his  watch.  I 
regret  a  great  deal  more  the  fact  that  my 
hon.  friend  from  Richmond  should  have 
supposed  for  a  moment,  or  that  he  should 
think  it  possible — I  will  put  it  as  strong  as 
that — that  I  should  do  any  act  in  this 
House  for  the  purpose  of  throwing  discredit, 
or  an  act  wliich  might  be  considered  dis- 
courteous to  any  member  of  the  Senate.  I 
have  been  exceedingly  careful  since  I  have 
been  here,  knowing  the  length  of  time  my 
hon.  friend  and  others  have  sat  in  this 
House,  not  to  do  anything  that  would  bring 
me  in  conflict  with  any  of  them.  In  refer- 
ence to  my  selection  of  the  member  from 
Sarnia,  his  name  was  suggested  by  a 
large  number  of  the  committee.    I  explained 
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to  them  that  I-  had  received  a  letter  from 
Mr.  Dickey  declining  further  election.  In 
introducing  the  name  of  Mr.  Vidal,  I  men- 
tioned to  the  committee  the  reasons  why  the 
former  chairman  was  not  here,  deeply  regret- 
ting— and  I  repeat  it — the  cause  which  re- 
tains him  at  his  home.  There  was  not  a 
man  who  approached  me,  or  whose  opinion  I 
j<islied  in  reference  to  a  successor  to  Mr. 
Dickey,  but  united  in  recommending  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  Sarnia.  I  knew  that  he  had 
been  a  very  valuable  member  of  committees 
on  which  he  had  acted  as  chairman,  or  had 
anything  to  do  with,  and  had  always  attended 
to  the  public  business  most  assiduously.  It 
was  not  upon  my  own  responsibility  alone, 
or  altogether,  but  on  the  concentration — if  I 
may  use  that  expression — of  opinion  of  the 
members  of  the  committee  who  spoke  to  me 
on  the  question  of  the  chairmanship,  that 
Mr.  Vidal  was  selected.  I  repeat  and  with 
a  great  deal  of  sincerity,  that  I  disavow  in 
the  strongest  possible  manner  any  intention 
or  desire  to  cast  a  reflection  upon  any  one. 
I  was  not  responsible  for  the  calling  of  the 
committee  at  the  moment. 


Hon.  Mr.  MILLER- 
anything  of  that  kind. 


-I  did  not  insinuate 


Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BO  WELL— No, 
my  hon.  friend  did  not  insinuate  anything 
of  that  kind,  but  he  did  throw  out  tlie  in- 
sinuation, which  I  do  not  hesitate  to  repu- 
diate in  the  strongest  possible  language,  that ' 
I  had  shown  discourtesy  to  any  hon.  gen- 
tleman. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— I  did  not  use  any 
such  language.  ^ 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BO  WELL— The  ! 
hon.  gentleman  referred  t )  my  predecessors  ' 
and  said  that  they  had  been  very  cau'ious 
not  to  do  any  such  thing. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— That  is  a  different' 
thing. 


Hon.SirM  ACKENZIE  BOWELL- 
implies  the  same  thing. 


-That 


have  been  in  the  House,  to  be  on  friendly 
terms  with  my  honourable  friend.  Nothing 
would  grieve  me  more  than  to  suppose  that 
one  of  the  oldest  members  of  the  House, 
whom  I  have  looked  up  to  for  advice  and 
assistance,  could  by  any  possibility  believe 
that  I  could  be  guilty  of  an  action  of  that 
kind.  I  go  further  than  that  while  I 
recognize  the  fact  that  every  section  of  the 
Dominion  should  be  represented  equitably 
upon  the  committees,  we  ought  to  ignore  as 
far  as  possible  what  might  be  termed  "  pro- 
vincialisms" in  the  administration  of  public 
affairs  in  this  country.  I  appeal  to  the  senior 
member  from  Halifax  whether  I  have  not, 
on  many  occasions,  in  striking  committees 
called  attention  to  the  fact  that  members 
from  certain  provinces  should  be  equally 
represented  on  the  different  committees.  I 
only  mention  this  to  show  the  hon.  member 
from  Richmond,  if  he  has  any  such  idea, 
that  so  far  as  I  am  concerned  I  desire  to 
to  see  every  province  properly  represented 
on  the  committees,  particularly  where  they 
would  be  interested  in  the  legislation  which 
iriight  come  before  us.  The  chairmanships 
held  by  Ontario  members,  as  I  understand 
it,  are  precisely  the  same  this  year 
I  as  in  former  years.  My  hon.  friend 
I  shakes  his  head — perhaps  I  am  in  error — 

!      Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— The   chairmanship 
of  the  Railway  Committee  has   been  taken 
'  away  from  the  Maritime  Provinces. 

Hon.    Sir    MACKENZIE  BO  WELL— 

One  of  the  others  had  been   taken  from  an 

I  Ontario  man  and  given  to  a  Nova  Scotian. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— Who  is   that  one  ? 

Hon.    Sir   MACKENZIE    BOWELL— 

The   Hon.   Senator  from  Quinte    Division 

(Mr.    Read)   used    to   be   chairman  of  the 

Committee   on  Contingencies.    He  has  been 

j  replaced  by  a  Nova  Scotian. 

Hon  ilr.  MILLER— The  Hon.  Mr.  Mc- 
Kay was  the  chairman  of  the  Contingent 
Accounts  Committee  last  year.  I  am  tialk- 
ing  of  this  year. 


Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— Oh  no,  it  does  not.  I      Hon.  Sir   MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I 

I  am  talking  of   last  year  as   well  as  of  this 

Hon.Sir  MACKENZIE  BOW  ELL— I  am  |  year.  Nobody  objected  to  the  change  which 
glad  to  hear  my  honourable  fri  nd's  disavowal  i  was  made  last  year,  and  I  should  be  sorry 
because  it  has  been  my  good  fortune,  since  1 1  to  see  any  question  of  the   kind   arise  now. 
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The  Joint  Committee  on  Printing  has  been 
presided  over  alternately  year  after  year  by 
two  members  from  Ontario.  When  the 
chairmanship  was  in  this  House  the  Hon. 
Senator  from  Quints  was  generally  the 
chairman,  and  when  it  was  in  the  House  of 
Commons,  Dr.  Bergin,  from  Cornwall,  was 
chairman.  There  has  been  no  change  in  that 
for  a  great  many  years.  I  was  on  that 
committee  for  twenty-five  years  and  I  never 
heard  this  provincial  question  being  even 
mooted.  I  have  the  following  note  from 
the  law  clerk,  and  I  think  it  is  only  justice 
to  him  that  I  should  read  it  in  order  that 
the  House  may  understand  that  he  did  not 
do  anything  with  the  intention  of  exceed- 
ing his  duties : 

Please  say  ray  watch  was  set  by  the  tower 
clock.  I  did  so  when  coming  in  and  as  a  matter  of 
fact  my  watch  was  I4  miniitea  slow  by  that  clock, 
and  I  called  the  Committee  to  order  at  10.45  pre- 
cisely. 

So  that  by  his  own  statement  he  called 
the  meeting  a  minute  and  a  half  too  late. 

Hon  Mr.  MILLER— The  hon.  leader  of 
the  government  ha.s  endeavoured  to  leave 
the  impression  on  the  House  that  I  accused 
him  of  a  desire  to  treat  unfairly  or  im- 
properly members  of  the  House  in  bis 
action  on  this  committee.  In  referring  to 
the  two  previous  leaders  of  the  Senate  in 
connection  with  the  Conservative  party,  I 
referred  to  their  practice  without  any  inten- 
tion of  casting  a  reflection  upon  him  more 
than  would  arise  from  an  inadvertency.  But 
the  result  of  an  inadvertency  is  just  the 
same  as  if  the  act  were  intentional.  The 
hon.  gentleman  has  alluded  to  the  fact  that 
I  have  given  this  matter  a  provincial  aspect. 
In  reply  to  that  I  will  only  say  my  record  in 
thisHouse  will  show  thatno  member  has  been 
less  sectional  or  been  less  given  to  sectional 
prejudices  than  I  have  been  since  I  have  htid 
the  honour  to  occupy  a  seat  in  the  Senate,  and 
no  member  has  been  more  ready  to  concede  to 
portions  of  the  Dominion  outside  of  his  own 
district  their  just  rights  than  I  liave 
been,  but  what  I  contend  is  that  it  is  wise 
and  proper  to  keep  certain  conditions  and 
facts  in  view  in  regulating  the  business  of 
this  Housa  You  cannot  ignore  them,  but 
I  think  it  is  altogether  out  of  the  question 
for  the  party  that  does  ignore  them  and  get 
all  the  advantage  to  be  gained  by  ignoring 
them,  to  turn  round  and  say  that  we  should 
not  think  of  these  things  at  all.      If  the 


provinces  which  are  ignored  should  say  so, 
it  would  have  some  force,  but  it  haa  no  force 
in  the  mouth  of  a  gentleman  representing  a 
province  which  gets  the  advantage  of  all 
the  want  of  fair  play  exercised  in  the 
appointment  of  chairman  of  committees  for 
the  present  session.  I  do  not  want  to  pro- 
long this  discussion,  but  I  am  very  glad  that 
I  raised  it,  and  if  it  will  have  no  good  effect 
at  the  present  time,  I  hope  it  will  not  be 
forgotten  in  the  future. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— My  name  has 
been  mentioned  by  the  hon.  gentleman  from 
Richmond  in  this  matter,  and  I  am  thankful 
to  him  for  the  manner  in  which  he  brought 
it  up.     I  certainly  think  that  the  meeting 
was   called  some  minutes  before  the  time 
designated  in  the  notice.    A  messenger  came 
and  told  me  that  a  quorum  was  wanted,  and 
that  I  should  come  in.     I  went  in,  thinJcing 
I   was   ahead  of  time  some  five  minutes, 
though  I  did  not  look  at  my   watch.      I 
always  deem  it  an  honour  to  preside  over  any 
committee.     I   have    acted   temporarily   as 
chairman  of  the  Railway  Committee  in  the 
absence  of  the  regular  chairman,  and  had 
my  name  been  mentioned  on  this  occasion 
to  fill  the  position  I  should  have  hesitated 
whether  to  accept  the  honour  or  not,  but  I 
was  never  consulted  in  the  matter,  nor  did 
anyone  speak  to  me  about  it.     I  consider, 
myself,  that  Mr.  Vidal  having  been  attentive 
to  his  duties  as  a  member  of  the  committee 
— as  I  have  been  myself,  for  I  have  never 
failed  in  my  duties  as  a  member  of  the  House 
— that  the  appointment  was  appropriate.     I 
have  been  here  twenty-four  years  and  have 
never  failed  to  do  my  duty,  though  at  times  it 
might  be  unpleasant  to  some  members  and 
place  me  in  opposition  to  a  majority  of  the 
committee,  especially  on  the  Divorce  Com- 
mittee.   I  understand  that  thoroughl}'.    Last 
year  I  stood  alone  in  my  independent  judg- 
ment of  matters,  and  the  result  was  that 
my  position  was  confirmed  by  this  House 
and  by  the  other  House.     The  result  was 
what  generally  happens  when  a  man  asserts 
his   conscientious    convictions  and   follows 
them  up  by  his  acts.     That  has  been  my 
course  in  this  House  and  outside  of  it,  in 
my  private  relations  as  well  as  in  politics — 
I  have  never  allowed  myself  to  be  driven 
into  a  position  that  my  opinions  did  not 
justify.     I  have  never  asked  for  or  received 
any  favours  of  the  government ;  neither  do 
I  impose  or  volunteer  advice.  I  simply  stand 
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by  the  government,  believing  in  its  general 
policy.  '  Although  I  am  well  pleased  to  see 
Mr.  Yidal  chairman,  of  the  committee,  yet 
there  is  a  good  deal  of  force  in  what  my  hon. 
friend  from  Richmond  has  said  as  to  fair 
representation  of  the  different  provinces  on 
the  committee. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALMOJST— If  the  library  clock 
is  right  the  committee  must  have  adjourned 
five  minutes  before  the  time  it  was  sum- 
moned to  meet.  I  had  five  minutes  to  go 
from  the  library  to  attend  the  committee, 
and  I  met  the  members  of  the  committee  in 
the  corridor  coming  away  from  the  meeting. 
My  only  regret  is  that  I  was  not  there  to 
vote  for  Mr.  Vidal  as  chairman,  which  I 
should  have  done.  The  premature  meeting 
was  an  irregularity  which  I  hope  will  not 
occur  again.  There  are  other  irregularities 
this  session  which  I  think  might  well  be 
reformed.  For  instance,  this  session  has  been 
*  called  at  an  irregular  time  of  the  year,  and 
although  we  have  been  nearly  two  weeks  in 
attendance,  to-day  we  have  an  order  paper 
with  nothing  on  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  POIRIER— The  clerk  of  the 
committee  opened  the  meeting  by  his  watch, 
which  is  set  by  the  tower  clock.  I  find  that 
the  tower  clock  is  about  4i^  minutes  ahead 
of  the  cannon  and  that  might  account  for 
his  unwittingly  opening  the  committee 
meeting  before  the  right  time. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 
AGRICULTURE  AND  IMMIGRATION 

A   SCOGE8TION. 

Hon.  Mr.  BERNIER — As  there  seems 
to  be  nothing  before  the  House,  I  ask  permis- 
sion of  this  House  to  call  attention  to  a 
possible  action.  Yesterday  when  the  report 
on  the  standing  committees  was  moved  for 
adoption,  it  was  my  intention  to  call  the  at- 
tention of  the  House  to  the  suggestion  which 
I  am  about  to  make,  but  I  missed  my  oppor- 
tunity. There  is  in  the  House  of  Commons 
a  standing  committee  on  Agriculture  and 
Immigration.  I  want  to  ask  this  House 
whether  it  would  not  be  a  good  thing  for 
this  House  to  have  a  similar  committee,  or 
rather  a  Joint  Committee  with  the  other 
House.  It  is  a  very  important  matter  and 
would  bring  the  Senate  in  close  connection 
with  the  Commons  on  this  subject.  I  do 
not  know  what  proceedings  should  be  taken 
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to  have  this  suggestion  carried  out,  but  I 
did  not  wish  to  do  anything  before  seeing 
whether  it  was  agreeable  to  this  Hou.se  or 
not. 

Hon.  Mr.  ANGERS— This  is  a  subject 
in  which  my  department  is  most  interested, 
and  I  will  consult  the  members  of  this 
House  and  know  exactly  what  is  the  inten- 
tion of  the  leader  of  the  government  upon 
the  question  of  the  usefulness  of  having  a 
joint  committee  with  the  Commons,  and 
will  ascertain  also  if  it  would  be  agreeable  to 
have  such  a  joint  committee.  In  a  few  days 
I  will  be  in  a  position  to  give  the  hon. 
gentleman  and  the  House  information  upon 
the  subject. 

The  Senate  adjourned  at  4.10  p.m. 


THE  SENATE. 


Ottatixi,  Wednesday,  1st  May,  1895. 

The  SPEAKER  took  the  Chair  at  Three 
o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 

THE  COLTON   DIVORCE  CASE. 

MOTION. 

Hon.  Mr.  LOUGHEED  moved  the  adop- 
tion of  the  first  report  of  the  Committee  on 
Divorce  re  William  Colton  petition.  He 
said  :  The  committee  found  that  the  pro- 
ceedings in  this  case  had  been  regular  and 
in  accordance  with  the  rules  laid  down  by 
the  House.  Personal  sei'vice  has  been 
effected  on  the  respondent. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to  on  a  division. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLEMOW  introduced  Bill  (B) 
"  An  Act  for  the  relief  of  William  Wallace 
Colton." 

The  bill  was  read  the  first  time. 

THE  FALDING   DIVORCE  CASE. 

MOTION. 

Hon.  Mr.  LOUGHEED  moved  the  adop- 
tion of  the  second  report  of  the  Committee 
on  Divorce  re  Mary  Bradshaw  Falding  peti- 
tion. He  said :  In  this  case  also  the  proceed- 
ings have  been  complied  with  as  the  rules 
direct. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to  on  a  division. 
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Hon.  Mr.  CLEMOW  introduced  Bill  (C) 
"  An  Act  for  the  relief  of  Mary  Bradshaw 
Falding." 

The  bill  was  read  the  first  time. 


THE  JARVIS  DIVORCE  CASE. 

MOTION. 

Hon.  Mr.  LOUGHEED  moved  the  adop- 
tion of  the  Third  Report  of  the  Committee 
on  Divorce  re  Helen  Woodbum  Jarvis.  He 
said :  What  I  have  said  with  regard  to  the 
two  preceding  reports  applies  equailj  well 
to  this  report. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to  on  a  division. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLEMOW  introduced  BUI  (D) 
"  An  Act  for  the  relief  of  Helen  Woodbum 
Jarvis." 

The  bill  was  read  the  first  time. 

THE  ODELL  DIVORCE  CASE. 

MOTION. 

Hon.  Mr.  LOUGHEED  moved  the  adop- 
tion of  the  fourth  report  of  the  committee 
on  Divorce  re  Luke  Sewell  Odell  petition. 
He  said :  There  has  been  a  counter  petition 
filed  in  answer  to  the  petition  of  the  appli- 
cant herein.  It  seems  that  in  this  particular 
matter  the  applicant,  previous  to  taking  pro- 
ceedings for  the  passage  of  Ihis  bill,  had 
instituted  proceedings  en  separation  de 
corps  et  de  biens  in  the  Superior  Court 
of  Quebec.  The  trial  judge  pronounced 
judgment  in  favour  of  the  petitioner  upon 
those  proceedings.  There  was  afterwards  an 
appeal  taken  from  the  Superior  Court  to  the 
Court  of  Queen's  Bench  in  the  same  province, 
and  the  five  judges  constituting  the  Court 
of  Appeal  unanimously-reversed  the  decision 
of  the  court  of  first  instance,  I  understand. 
The  petitionnr,  or  the  applicant — because 
there  are  two  petitioners — the  applicant, 
Luke  Sewell  Odell,  then  instituted  an  appeal 
in  the  Supreme  Court  of  Canada  from  the 
finding  of  the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench,  re- 
versing the  judgment  of  the  court  of  first 
instance,  but  in  the  meantime  he  had  insti- 
tuted proceedings  here  for  the  purpose  of 
obtaining  a  bill  of  divorce  from  Parliament. 
The  counter  petition  desires  that  the  proceed- 
ings before  this  House  should  be  8tayed,pend- 
ingthe  hearing  of  the  case  before  the  Supreme 
Court  of  Canada.     The  disposition  of  the 


committee  i<;  that  there  should  be  no  inter- 
ference with  the  proceedings  now  pending 
before  the  courts,  but  that  all  the  facts 
should  be  before  the  committee.  It  was 
thought  desirable  that  both  parties  should 
be  heard  before  the  committee  by  their 
counsel  in  regard  to  this  counter  petition. 
The  applicant,  apparently,  has  not  been 
served  with  notice  of  this  counter  petition 
having  been  laid,  and  therefore,  in  justice  to 
both  parties,  it  was  thought  desirable  that 
an  opportunity  should  be  given  to  them  to 
appear  before  the  committee  and  to  show 
cause  why  the  proceedings  should  be  con- 
tinued before  Parliament,  or  why  they  should 
be  stayed  before  Parliament,  pending  the 
proceedings  to  which  I  have  already  referred. 
The  report,  therefore,  recommends  that 
notice  be  served  on  both  parties  to  appear 
before  the  committee  and  show  cause  why 
the  proceedings  should  be  continued,  or 
stayed,  as  the  case  may  be. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLEMOW— Does  that  neces- 
sarily affect  the  first  reading  of  the  bill  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— No. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLEMOW— I  understand 
everything  is  ready,  as  far  as  the  application 
to  this  House  is  concerned,  and  the  only 
thing  is  the  consideration  of  this  counter 
petition. 

Hon.  Mr.  LOTKJHEED- Yes,  everything 
is  quite  regular,  according  to  the  rules. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLEMOW— I  thought  the  bill 
might  be  introduced  to-day  and  taken  into 
consideration  at  another  time.  However,  if 
it  is  understood  that  it  will  not  be  delayed 
in  any  way,  I  have  no  objection.  Of  course, 
it  cannot  be  heard  until  after  the  adjourn- 
ment. 

Hon.  Mr.  LOUGHEED— I  would  suggest 
to  my  hon.  friend  from  llideau  Division  that 
if  the  steps  were  taken  at  once,  it  might  be 
possible  to  have  the  parties  appear  before 
the  committee  before  the  adjournment  takes 
place.  I  do  not  know  whether  they  have 
to  come  from  Quebec,  but  I  understand  the 
solicitors  for  the  applicant  are  Ottawa 
gentlemen.  I  am  unaware  who  the  solicitors 
for  the  respondent  are.  Possibly  they  may 
be  here  also  and  appear  before  the  com- 
mittee. 
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Hon.  Mr.  CLEMOW— As  long  as  it  will 
not  debar  the  petitioner  in  any  way,  there 
is  no  obj''ction. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 
The  Senate  adjourned  at  4  p.m. 


THE  SENATK 


Ottawa,  Thursday,  2nd  May,  1895. 

The  speaker  took  the  Chair  at  Three 
o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 

THE    GRAIN    TRADE    AT    PORT 
ARTHUR. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON  moved  :— 

That  an  humble  Address  be  prescntetl  to  His 
Exeellency  the  Governor  Oeneral,  praying  that 
His  Excellency  will  cause  to  be  laid  before  the 
Senate,  a  return  of  the  number  of  bushels  of  wheat 
delivered  to  the  elevators  at  Fort  William  and 
Port  Arthur,  and  the  grade ;  the  number  of 
bushels  loaded  on  vessels,  and  the  grade  ;  the  na- 
tionality and  destination  of  the  vessels  carrying  the 
grain  ;  also,  a  copy  of  the  conditions  of  the  grade 
as  fixed  by  the  Board  of  Inspectors  assembled 
for  the  purpose  of  fixing  the  grade  for  1894. 

He  said:  I  had  intended  to  ask  the  House 
to  allow  this  motion  to  stand  until  after  the 
reces-s,  but  as  the  hon.  member  from  Rich- 
mond has  a  motion  on  the  paper  with  re- 
gard to  a  question  which  is  perhaps  of  more 
immediate  public  interest  than  this  one  at 
the  present  moment,  I  shall  merely  move 
for  the  return  without  giving  any  reasons 
for  doing  so,  and  when  the  papers  are 
brought  down  I  shall  be  in  a  better  position, 
perhaps,  to  discuss  the  subject. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
There  is  no  objection  to  the  motion,  so  far  as 
it  is  in  the  power  of  the  government  to  bring 
down  the  information  asked  for.  The  ques- 
tion is  one  involving  a  rather  important  mat- 
ter in  connection  with  the  carrying  trade.  It 
may  be  of  advantage  to  the  House  and  to  the 
country  to  hear  the  hon.  gentleman's  views, 
and  all  the  information  that  can  be  brought 
down  will  be  produced. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 
8i 


THE    HUDSON   BAY   RAILWAY 
SUBSIDY. 

MOTION. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER  moved : 

That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  His 
Excellency  the  Governor  General,  praying  that 
His  Excellency  will  cause  to  be  laid  before  the 
Senate,  all  Orders  in  Council,  letters  or  other 
papers  relating  to  any  subsidy,  loan  or  guarantee, 
in  connection  with  the  Hudson  Bay  Railway 
within  the  last  two  years. 

He  said  :  I  think  the  House  will  agree  with 
me  that  it  is  very  desirable  that  accurate 
and  full  information  should  be  placed  before 
the  Senate  in  regard  to  the  subject  of  this 
motion,  at  the  earliest  possible  moment. 
This  subject  has  been  brought  -Ui  the  notice 
of  the  House  of  Commons,  and  the  Finance 
Minister  has  promised  that  all  information 
in  connection  with  it  shall  be  duly  submitted 
to  that  House,  but  I  consider  it  is  only 
proper,  in  event  of  legislation  being  required 
at  the  hands  of  Parliament  in  connection 
with  it,  that  we  should  have,  in  the 
regular  way,  all  the  papers  connected 
with  the  Order  in  Council  before  this  House 
as  well  as  before  the  other  branch  of  Parlia- 
ment. It  will  be  in  the  recollection  of  hon. 
gentlemen  that  in  the  session  of  1891,  a  bill 
was  introduced  and  passed  through  Parlia- 
ment granting  a  subsidy  to  the  Winnipeg 
and  Hudson  Bay  Railway,  a  subsidy,  of 
$80,000  per  annum  for  twenty  years  in  con- 
nection with  the  road  from  Winnipeg  to  the 
North  Saskatchewan,  a  distance  of  about 
250  miles.  That  bill  received  the  sanction 
of  Parliament,  and  was  very  strongly  sup- 
ported in  this  House.  I  myself  spoke  and 
voted  in  favour  of  it,  and  I  thought  at  the 
time  the  legislation  was,  as  far  as 
we  could  foresee,  wise  and  proper.  The 
subsidy  asked  for  on  that  occasion  was 
of  a  special  character,  although  an  in- 
stance of  the  same  kind  had  occurred  with 
regard  to  legislation  in  the  North-west  Terri- 
I  tories  before.  Under  the  terms  of  the  Act 
I  granting  that  subsidy  the  company  under- 
I  took  to  render  service  to  the  government  in 
j  the  carrying  of  mails,  men  and  materials  to 
I  the  full  value  of  the  money  which  Parliament 
agreed  to  give  them.  At  that  time  I  thought 
j  the  legislation  was  in  the  public  inter- 
est, and  if  our  financial  circumst;inces 
were  to-day  what  they  were  then, 
I  have  no  doubt  I  should  be  prepared 
to  vote  as  I  did  on  that  occasion.     But  I 
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need  not  remind  hon.  gentlemen  that  the 
circumstances  o£  the  country  have  very  much 
changed  since  then.  We  have  gone  through 
a  period  of  fiuancial  depression.  We  have 
arrived  at  a  condition  in  our  financial  affairs 
which  unfortunately  was  not  anticipated  at 
that  time,  and  we  are  facing  now  a  very 
large  deficit  in  the  revenue.  I  think,  there- 
fore, that  a,s  our  position  is  very  different 
at  the  present  moment,  it  is  the  duty  of 
Parliament  to  view  with  the  greatest 
care  and  caution  any  fresh  liability 
which  we  may  be  asked  to  assume. 
The  Act  of  1891  contemplated  the  construc- 
tion of  a  colonization  road.  It  was  supported 
in  this  House  strongly  and  chiefly  on  the 
ground  that  it  was  a  colonization  road,  but 
it  was  very  well  understood  that  in  case  of 
the  completion  at  any  time  of  the  larger 
project  of  the  Hudson  Bay  Railway  it 
would  form  the  initial  section  of  that  line. 
It  was  in  view  of  these  facts  that  Parlia- 
ment passed  the  Act  of  1891.  It  is 
well  known  to  hon.  gentlemen  that  within 
the  last  year  strenuous  efforts  have  been  made 
to  get  a  further  subsidy  or  further  aid  in 
some  way,  and  if  rumour  be  correct — and  I 
think  we  have  more  than  rumour  to  go  on — 
we  have  in  fact  the  utterances  of  the  Finance 
Minister  in  another  place — an  Order  in 
Council  has  been  passed  within  the  last  year 
by  which  a  subsidy  or  loan  of  $10,000  per 
mile  is  to  be  given  to  the  same  section  of 
the  road  provided  for  in  the  Act  of  1891  — 
more  as  a  colonization  road  than  as  the  initial 
section  of  a  through  Hudson  Bay  Railway, 
amounting  in  the  whole  to  the  sum  of 
$2,500,000.  It  is  true  the  government 
have  no  power  to  appropriate  the  revenues 
of  the  country  without  the  sanction  of  Parlia- 
ment, and  I  take  it  for  granted  that  that 
Order  in  Council  was  passed  with  the  pro- 
vision that  it  was  subject  to  the  approval  of 
Parliament.  I  cannot  suppose  that  the 
government  ha<«  done  anything  else,  and  if 
Parliament  does  not  see  fit  to  ratify  the  posi- 
tion the  government  has  assumed  there  will 
be  no  harm  done.  Now,  I  need  not  dilate 
to  any  extent  upon  the  present  financial 
condition  of  this  country.  We  all  know 
that  a  deficit  of  some  millions  will  be  upon 
us  during  the  present  year,  and  that  we  are 
imperatively  required  under  the  circum- 
stinces  to  be  m^st  careful  in  regard  to  the 
public  expenditures.  I  am  happy  to  per- 
ceive that  the  Finance  Minister  fully  realiz- 
ing his   responsibility  under    the    circum- 


stances has  very  largely  cut  down  the 
estimates  for  the  present  year,  and  we  are 
told  further  that  no  supplementary  esti- 
mates are  to  be  introduced.  Whether  this 
is  to  be  taken  as  conclusive  that  the  govern- 
ment does  not  intend  to  recommend  a  large 
subsidy  or  loan  of  two  millions  and  a  half  to 
this  section  of  the  Hudaon  Bay  Railway  or 
not,  1  do  not  know.  There  are  so  many  ways 
in  which  the  expressions  from  a  Minister  in 
either  branch  of  Parliament  can  be  explain- 
ed awuy,  that  it  might  be  just  possible  that 
the  government  intend  to  adhere  to  their 
policy  as  foreshadowed  in  this  Order  in 
Council.  I  hope,  however,  such  is  not  the 
case,  but  should  it  unfortunately  turn  out 
to  be  true  that  in  the  present  depressed 
condition  of  our  finances  this  large  liability 
is  to  be  added  to  the  public  indebtedness, 
I  hope  that  the  fate  which  overtook 
the  Short  Line  Railway  Bill  a  few  years 
ago^and  which  redounded  so  largely  to  the 
credit  of  the  Senate — will  he  meted  out  to 
this  new  endeavour  to  saddle  the  country 
with  a  new  and  unnecessary  burden.  If  my 
information  is  correct,  the  subsidy  is  alto- 
gether excessive  for  the  work  which  is  in- 
tended to  be  done.  If  the  whole  line  trom 
Winnipeg  to  York  Factory  on  the  Hudson 
Bay  were  under  contract,  $10,000  per  mile 
might  not  be  too  large  a  subsidy  because  the 
country  from  the  Saskatchewan  to  the 
waters  of  the  Hudson  Bay  is  admitted  to 
be  a  very  difficult  country  for  the 
construction  of  a  railway,  but  the  line  from 
Winnipeg  to  the  North  Saskatohewan 
is  admitted  to  go  through  a  very  fine 
agricultural  country  where  the  road  can 
be  built  and  equipped — it  is  said  on  good 
authority  for  seven  or  eight  thousand  dollars 
per  mile.  If  this  be  the  case,  the  House 
will  j)erceive  that  the  government  must 
have  committed  itself  to  a  very  impro- 
vident bargain  indeed.  I  shall  await  with 
interest  the  explanations  I  shall  receive  on 
this  point,  before  commenting  any  further 
upon  it,  but  I  think  it  is  necessary  now  that 
some  expression  of  this  House  should  have  been 
had  with  regard  to  the  policy  of  any  further 
railway  expenditure  in  the  North-west  at 
the  present  time  at  the  expense  of  the 
Dominion.  It  must  be  admitted  that  hav- 
ing regard  to  the  proportion  of  population, 
Manitoba  and  the  North-west  have  railway 
communication  and  facilities  greater  than 
any  other  country  perhaps  in  the  world. 
Although  I  would  be  one  of  the  first  to  do 
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anything  in  my  power  to  open  up  that  coun- 
try and  develop  its  resources,  and  would  be 
'>villing  to  go  as  far  as  any  man  to  construct 
a  through  line  to  Hudson  Bay,  if  communi- 
cation with  the  outside  world  for  commercial 
purposes  was  feasible  by  that  route— although 
I  say  I  would  be  willing  to  go  as  far  ai  any 
member  of  this  House  to  support  a  scheme 
tending  to  that  result,  I  do  not  believe  even 
if  we  had  all  the  information  we  would  re- 
quire— which  we  have  not  on  these 
points,  that  at  the  present  moment  we 
are  in  a  position  to  assume  any  fresh  re- 
sponsibility. I  see  by  the  papers  recently 
that  the  contractors  have  gone  out  to  Mani- 
toba and  intend  to  enter  at  once  upon  the 
work  of  construction.  Now,  I  think  it 
would  be  a  kindness  on  our  part  to  let  them 
know  that  they  should  not  do  so  hastily — 
they  should  not  incur  any  expenditure  until 
they  are  satisfied  that  Parliament  is  at  the 
back  of  the  government  in  regard  to  this 
project,  and  if  they  do,  they  should  be  given 
to  understand  it  is  at  their  own  risk.  They 
must  be  warned  in  time  that  if  they  make 
any  mistake  of  this  kind,  it  will  give  them 
no  claim  to  be  reimbursed  their  losses  from  the 
public  funds.  I  will  conclude  ray  remarks  | 
which,  to  some  extent,  may,  perhaps,  be ' 
considered  premature  in  the  absence  of  the  I 
information  I  desire  to  obtain,  by  reading 
an  extract  from  the  Montreal  Gazette,  an 
organ  not  unfriendly  to  the  government, 
the  sound  sense  of  whose  article  must  com- 
mend it  to  the  approval  of  this  House  : 

A  despatch  from  Ottawa  brings  information  that  | 
Mr.  Hugh  Sutberlanil  has  gone  west  for  the  pur-  i 
pose  of  starting,  with  tlie  new  contractors,   the  I 
construction  of    the  Hudson  Bay    railway.     The  j 
despatch  adds  that  it  is^intended  to  liegin  building  | 
iuiinediately  at  (iladstone,   Manitoba,  under  the 
tcnus  of  the  Order  in  Council  passed  on  tlie  subject.  I 
It  would  be  prudent,  in  our  opinion,  before  any  | 
liabilities  are  created  in  connection  with  this  work  ! 
that  the  contractors  should  be  assureil  that  the  ' 
money  to  pay  them   will  l)e  forthcoming  when  | 
earned,  and  that  the  government  should  be  assured  i 
that    the  Order  in  Council  will  be  approved  by 
Parliament.     Our  understanding  of  the  subject  is  I 
that  the  Order  in  Council  commits  the  Ciihiuet  to  : 
nothing  lieyond  a  submission  of  the  propositions  of 
the  company  to  Parliament  witk  afa\  ourable  recom-  I 
mendution,  so  that  if  in  the  view  of  Parliament  it 
is  inexpedient  and  undesirable  to  burden  the  public 
finances  with  a  large  liability  on  account  of  this 
project,  the  responsibility  of  the  government  will 
at  once  terminate.      The  contractors,   therefore, 
might  do  worse   in  their  own  interest  than   to 
refrain  from  spending  money  in  connection  with 
the  work  they  have  undertaken  until  their  security 
ia  l)ctter  determined.     The  business  of  the  ministry 
is  with  Parliament  and  the  public,  and  it  would 


he  well  to  ascertain  the  opinion  of  Ix)th  upon  the 
merits  of  the  proposed  aid  to  the  Hudson  Bay 
roa<l  before  any  steps  in  the  direction  of  legislation 
are  even  attempted. 

I  I  hope  this  warning  voice  will  be  heeded  by 
the  promoters  of  the  Hudson  Bay  Railway 
and  that  the  work  of  construction  will  not 
be  entered  on  until  it  is  certain  that  Parlia- 
ment is  at  the  back  of  the  government  in 
regard  to  its  new  policy. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— Before  the  hon. 
leader  of  the  government  replies  to  the 
hon.  member  from  Richmond,  I  should  like 
to  take  advantage  of  the  question  that  has 
been  put  by  the  hon.  member  to  give  some 
information,  as  well  as  my  views  upon  the 
subject  that  is  now  before  this  House,  in 
view  of  the  public  interest  that  is  being  taken 
in  the  project,  not  only  in  the  press  of  Can- 
ada but  in  the  minds  of  a  large  number 
of  people.  Before  proceeding  with  the  sub- 
ject I  desire  to  point  out  this  fact,  that  it 
is  doubtful  what  the  motive  is  for  the 
op[x>sition  to  the  Hudson  Bay  Railway, 
whether  it  is  in  consequence  of  the  possibil- 
ity of  its  diverting  trade  and  traffic  from 
eastern  channels,  or  whether  it  is  in  con- 
sequence of  the  large  grant  that  it  is 
proposed  to  give  in  aid  of  the  enterprise. 
Probably  a  little  of  both  may  be  the  incent 
ive  that  has  led  to  the  criticism  that  it  is 
now  receiving.  I  would,  however,  say  this 
that  so  far  as  diverting  trade  and  traffic 
from  eastern  channels  is  concerned,  the 
people  of  Canada  are  now  permitting,  in 
consequence  of  the  policy  which  is  being 
pursued  with  regard  to  our  trade  and  navi- 
gation laws,  the  wheat  trade  of  that 
great  western  country  to  find  its  way  by  the 
city  of  New  York  to  Europe  instead  of 
through  the  port  of  Montreal.  We  all  know 
in  the  west  that  the  bulk  of  the  wheat 
trade  of  our  western  country  found  its  way 
this  year  by  way  of  Buffalo  and  the  Erie 
Canal,  through  the  port  of  New  York, 
and  if  we  are  going  to  be  satisfied  that  our 
trade  and  traffic  shall  pass  through  New 
York  instead  of  by  way  of  Montreal 
what  objection  can  there  be  in  allowing 
the  Hudson  Bay  Railway  to  go  on 
if  we,  in  that  western  country,  believe 
that  it  is  a  practicable  route  and  that  it  is 
going  to  increase  the  competition  that  is 
absolutely  essential  to  the  welfare  of  the 
people  in  that  country  ?  The  argument  that 
the  Hudson  Bay  Railway  is  going  to  divert 
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the  trade  and  traffic  is  met  by  the  statement 
you  had  better  try  and  keep  the  trade  of 
Canada  in  Canadian  channels  before  you 
complain  that  we  are  trying  to  divert  it 
to  another  route.  At  all  events,  if  it  goes 
by  Hudson  Bay,  it  will  go  through  Canadian 
ports  instead  of  through  United  States 
ports.  One  thing  that  we  lack  in  that 
western  country  in  our  inland  trans- 
portation is  competition.  Competition  is 
absolutely  necessary  for  our  success. 
Without  competition  we  are  borne 
down  by  the  monopoly  of  one  or  two  rail- 
ways, and  it  is  impossible  for  us  to  conduct 
our  operations  and  produce  our  grain  and 
make  a  reasonable  profit  so  as  to  induce  our 
people  to  remain  there  for  the  benefit  of  the 
country,  or  to  bring  fresh  immigrants  there. 
I  should  like  to  point  out  to  hon.  gentlemen 
this  fact  in  relation  to  our  transportation — 
it  will  come  out  when  the  report  of  the  com- 
mission on  freight  rates  is  laid  before  this 
honourable  House — that  in  the  report  of 
the  Department  of  Railways  and  Canals  last 
year,  and  in  fact  every  year,  you  will  find 
on  page  467  a  showing  of  the  train  mileage 
earnings  of  the  various  railways  in  Canada. 
Every  railway  in  Canada  is  shown  there,  and 
you  can  see  what  its  train  mileage  earnings 
arc.  It  is  by  the  train  mileage  earnings 
that  the  public  can  see  what  the  railways 
are  accomplishing.  In  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  returns  the  train  mileage  earnings 
are  shown  to  be  $1.50  per  mile  ;  in  the  Grand 
Trunk  Railway  returns  $1.03  per  mile,  and 
Intercolonial  69ct8.  per  train  mile.  In  other 
words,  the  people  of  the  western  country 
have  to  bear  a  train  mileage  earning  of 
$1.50 — that  is  to  say,  the  trafiic  that  passes 
over  their  lines  is  charged  amounts  sufficient 
to  pay  an  earning  of  $1.50  p?r  train  mile. 
The  average  rate  that  is  charged  to  the  people 
of  the  province  of  Ontario  on  the  Grand  Trunk 
Railway  is  $1.03  per  train  mile,  and  as  I 
said  before,  in  the  case  of  the  Intercolonial 
69ct8.,  and  until  the  Minister  of  Railways 
took  hold  of  the  road  and  brought  up 
the  returns,  it  was,  I  believe  only  49  cents 
per  train  mile  that  the  people  who  provide 
traffic  for  the  Intercolonial  were  paying. 
But  T  would  further  point  out  that  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  is  divided  into 
two  parts  ;  2,500  miles  is  east  of  Callander 
station,  and  3,500  miles  west  of  Callander 
station.  All  the  3,500  miles  of  road  west 
of  Callander  station  is  supported  by  our 
western  trade,  and  what  through  traffic  may 


pass  over  it  between  the  Atlantic  and  the 
Pacific.  The  traffic  east  of  Callander  on  the 
2,500mile8  is  mainly  supported  by  theprovince 
of  Ontario.  When  the  Canadian  Pacific  Rail- 
way comes  into  competition  with  the  Grand 
Trunk  Railway,  the  train  mileage  earn- 
ings naturally  come  down  to  $1.03. 
When  it  comes  into  competition  w^ith 
roads  in  the  maritime  provinces,  it 
must  come  down  to  that  of  the 
Intercolonial.  Therefore,  if  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  earns  on  an  average  on 
6,000  miles  $1.50  per  train  mile,  and  it  has 
to  carry  freight  at  a  lower  rate  in  the  eastern 
section  of  the  country,  it  is  natural  to  sup- 
pose that  they  would  have  to  charge  us  who 
supply  the  traffic  in  the  North-west,  $2.50 
per  train  mile,  which  I  think  is  about  the 
average  that  the  people  in  the  western 
country  have  to  pay  for  their  traffic.  Now, 
it  is  in  order  to  get  rid  of  this  excessive 
burden  by  competition  that  the  people  of  the 
west  are  so  intent  upon  finding  an  outlet  by 
way  of  Hudson  Bay.  I  merely  mention 
these  rates  in  order  to  show  hon.  gentlemen 
the  incentive  that  exists  to  secure 
an  additional  outlet  and  further  com- 
petition in  our  western  country.  In 
order  to  do  that,  hon.  gentlemen 
j  know  what  ray  views  are  with  regard  to  the 
construction  of  the  Hudson  Bay  Railway. 
They  have  always  been  that  it  should  be 
constructed  as  a  public  work.  I  do  not  think, 
that  any  private  corporation  can  take 
hold  of  the  Hudson  Bay  Railway  and 
build  and  carry  it  on  successfully.  The 
main  incentive  of  many  people  to  secure  the 
construction  of  that  road  is  to  carry  on  the 
I  operation  of  constructing  it  and  make  what 
]  profits  there  may  be  in*the  construction  of  a 
'  road  of  that  kind.  After  the  resources  sup- 
'  plied  by  public  aid  have  been  exhausted, 
then  the  road  has  to  rely  entirely  upon  the 
[  development  of  what  we  all  admit  is  a  diffi- 
!  cult  route  at  the  present  moment.  There 
,  are  many  things  that  will  have  to  be  done 
in  order  to  maintivin  the  efficiency  of  the 
'  road  and  make  it  successful.  For  that  rea- 
i  son,  I  have  always  held  that  it  should 
I  be  constructed  as  a  public  work.  I  do 
i  not  know  that  the  public  mind  is  suf- 
1  ficiently  advanced  to  induce  the  govern- 
j  ment  or  either  of  the  governments  in 
I  the  west,  or  the  government  of  Canada  to 
I  undertake  it  as  a  public  work  at  the  present 
'  moment.  Therefore,  we  go  on  to  the  con- 
I  sideration  of  the  question  that  is  put  by  the 
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hon.  member  from  Richmond,  as  to  the 
adtriaability  of  granting  $10,000  per  mile  for 
250  miles  of  the  road  as  a  direct  bonus  to 
the  enterprfee.  I  agree  with  my  hon.  friend 
that  that  is  an  excessive  amount,  that  a 
bonus  should  not  be  granted  in  that  way. 
There  are  modes  in  which  the  same  ends 
could  be  arrived  at  without  putting  into  the 
hands  of  the  contractors  and  promoters  of 
railways  such  a  heavy  asset  in  order  that 
they  may  reap  the  benefit  and  profit  of  it 
themselves.  Our  experience  in  the  west 
has  been  that  the  public  aid  that  has  been 
granted  has  not  gone  to  the  reduction  of 
freight  rates  or  to  the  maintenance  of  the 
road  after  expenditure  has  been  exhausted — 
that  it  has  been  absorbed  in  the  cost 
of  construction,  and  I  believe  the 
result  will  be  the  same  in  regard  to  the 
construction  of  the  Hudson  Bay  Railway, 
under  the  grant  of  $10,000  per  mile.  In 
my  opinion,  that  great  North-west  country 
is  going  to  support  railways  very  pro- 
fitably such  as  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway,  the  Manitoba  and  North- 
western, the  North-west  Central  and 
South-western,  when  it  becomes  popu- 
lated and  people  are  producing  traffic  for  ex- 
port, and  making  wealth  so  that  they  can 
travel  and  bring  in  large  quantities  of  mer- 
chandise. Every  one  of  those  lines  is  going 
to  be  self-supporting,  and  will  yield  a  fair 
financial  return  in  profits  after  the  cost  of 
operating  has  been  fully  provided  for. 
I  am  now  referring  to  those  lines 
wholly  situated  in  the  prairie  belt. 
All  those  lines  that  are  situated  out- 
side the  prairie  belt,  in  the  Rocky  Moun- 
tains and  between  Lake  Superior  and  easterly, 
will  be  supported  by  the  production  and  trade 
of  the  prairie  belt,  but  those  lines  that  are 
in  the  prairie  belt  will  of  themselves  be 
very  profitable.  I  say,  as  one  coming  from 
that  country,  that  any  aid  to  those  lines 
should  be  given  in  such  a  way  that  the  whole 
burden  will  fall  upon  the  traffic  of 
the  railway  company  itself.  But  what 
do  W3  find  1  When  a  railway  like  the 
Manitoba  and  North-western,  the  North- 
west Central,  or  a  colonization  road 
such  as  the  one  now  under  considera- 
tion is  to  be  built,  we  find  that  the  bonds 
that  are  issued  bear  6  j)er  cent  interest, 
and  when  they  are  puton  the  English  market 
they  do  not  realize  more  than  60,  70  or  80 
cents  on  the  dollar  according  to  the  confi- 


dence of  the   public  in  the  company  pro- 
moting it. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— And  they  pay  no 
interest.  None  of  those  roads  are  paying 
any  interest — ^the  Manitoba  and  North-west- 
ern or  the  North-west  Central. 

Hon.Mr.BOULTON— I  can  tell  you  that 
the  Manitoba  and  North-western  Railway 
traffic  earnings  show,  according  to  the  report 
made  at  the  investigation  by  the  present 
bond-holders,  that  there  was  an  earning  of 
1 J  per  cent  on  the  bonds  over  and  above 
the  cost  of  operating  the  road. 


Hon.  Mr.  CLEMOW- 
hands  of  a  receiver. 


-The  road  is  in  the 


Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— Yes,  at  the  insti- 
gation of  the  company.  There  is  a  very 
great  difiference  between  being  in  the  hands 
of  a  receiver  at  the  instigation  of  the  owners, 
and  being  in  the  hands  of  a  receiver  at  the 
instigation  of  the  creditors.  Mr.  Allan,  the 
owner  of  the  road,  had  a  receiver  appointed. 
However,  I  wish  to  lead  up  to  the  point : 
if  you  say  it  is  never  going  to  be  profitable 
to  build  a  road  there,  and  never  going  to 
pay  any  interest  and  you  will  not  give  any 
aid,  there  will  never  be  any  development  or 
any  construction  there. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCALLUM — Never  is  a  long 
time. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— Well,  it  will  be  a 
long  time  as  far  as  you  and  I  are  concerned. 
We  want  to  see  the  development  of  the 
country  proceed  upon  an  intelligent  basis. 
As  I  have  said,  in  raising  money  to  build 
these  roads,  the  bonds  bear  6  per  cent  inte- 
rest. The  amount  we  receive  is  not  par 
value,  but  60,  70  or  80  cents  on  the  dollar 
as  the  case  may  be,  and  therefore  there  is 
not  only  a  heavy  burden  of  interest  to  pay 
on  the  bonds,  but  there  is  a  heavy  deprecia- 
tion of  capital  which  goes  into  the  cost  of 
constructing  the  road.  I  am  perfectly- 
confident  that  under  ordinary  circumstances 
those  roads  can  bear  their  own  burdens  and 
pay  their  own  way,  but  it  takes  a  short  time 
before  a  population  can  be  placed  in  a  new 
district  opened  out  by  a  railway  and 
become  productive  to  create  an  earning 
power  through  its  production     In  the  case 
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of  the  Manitoba  and  North- western  Railway 
to  which  the  hon.  leader  of  the  opposition 
has  referred,  it  starts  at  Portage  la  Prairie 
and  goes  out  into  the  great  western  prairie 
■where  there  is  no  terminus  and  no  popula- 
tion. To  Russell  where  I  live  there  is  only 
a  weekly  service.  To  Yorkton,  the  ter- 
minus, there  is  only  a  weekly  service.  You 
cannot  expect  rapid  development  under 
such  circumstances,  or  great  earning  power, 
especially  where  there  is  no  western  con- 
nection with  the  Canadian  Pacific  Rail- 
way. Under  the  rates  that  are  being 
charged  at  present  on  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway,  it  is  self-evident  that  those  por- 
tions of  the  line  from  Winnipeg  westward 
in  the  province  of  Manitoba  are  eminently 
profitable.  If  they  ai  e  not  profitable  where 
the  population  exists  and  production 
exists,  what  is  it  that  maintains  the 
mileage  earning  of  81.50  per  mile? 
or  for  $2.50  per  train  mile  as  it  mu3t  be 
in  the  case  of  the  3,500  miles  west  of 
Callander.  I  mention  that  to  show 
that  in  the  case  of  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  it  is  eminently  profitable.  Why  is 
it  profitable  t  Because  the  road  maintains  a 
daily  through  service  and  maintains  itself  in 
a  state  of  efficiency  that  gives  every  facility 
to  the  population  along  the  line  to  produce 
successfully  so  far  as  the  management  of  the 
road  is  concerned.  When  it  cumes  to  the 
question  of  the  division  of  profits  between 
those  who  produce  and  those  who  take  the 
money  for  the  traffic,  then  I  must  diverge 
from  them,  but  when  it  refers  to  the 
management  of  tlJe  road,  I  say  they  de.serve 
all  the  success  that  has  attended  their  man- 
agement for  the  way  they  have  conducted 
their  road.  We  see  the  flourishing  towns 
of  Moosomin,  Virden,  Brandon  and  other 
towns  along  the  line.  We  see  prosperous 
settlements  growing  up  every  eight  or  ten 
miles  along  the  railway.  Is  it  not  a  great 
advantage  to  Canada  that  that  should  be 
so  1  If  new  districts  can  be  opened  up,  will 
it  not  add  to  the  wealth  of  Canada  1  Is  not 
a  great  portion  of  the  earnings  of  the  people 
out  there  drained  through  eastern  Canada  in 
consequence  of  the  distribution  of  the  pro- 
ducts of  their  industry  year  after  year? 
Have  we  not  in  one  yt-ar  sent  out  15,000,000 
bushels  of  wheat  and  some  35,000  hesid 
of  cattle?  Is  not  that  an  advantage 
to  the  people  of  Canada?  The  people 
in  eastern  Canada  are  as  much  in- 
terested in  the  development  of  that  western 


country  as  the  people  out  there,  and  there- 
fore we  should  approach  this  question  not  in 
a  spirit  of  hostility  or  viewing  it  asa  diversion 
of  traffic  to  another  i-oute,  but  ek  a  measure 
calculated  to  advance  the  prosperity  of  that 
country  in  order  that  the  whole  of  Canada 
may  benefit  from  the  enormous  exporting 
power  it  possesses.  The  soil  is  all  ready  for 
the  plough,  tJie  gra.ss  is  there  for  the  cuttle  to 
feed  upon  and  all  that  is  needed  is  additional 
labour  to  extend  the  producing  and  exporting 
power  of  the  people  of  Canada  and  to  add 
to  the  greatness  and  wealth  of  the  country. 
At  the  present  moment  the  Hudson  Bay 
Railway  has  a  land  grant  of  6,400  acres  per 
mile  within  the  bounds  of  the  province  of 
Manitoba,  and  a  land  grant  of  12,800  acres 
per  mile  b«yond  the  boundaries  of  Manitoba. 
The  route  is  divided  into  two  portions  ;  the 
first  is  looked  upon  as  a  colonization  road, 
through  a  good  region,  and  the  other  runs 
through  a  rocky  region.  Then  there  is 
a  grant  of  $80,000  a  year  for  twenty 
years  in  order  to  extend  it  as  far  as  the 
Saskatchewan  River.  The  promoters  of  the 
road  found  that  they  could  not  raise  the 
money  on  that  grant;  they  could  not  induce 
capitalists  to  go  into  it  as  a  colonization  rail- 
way upon  such  a  magnificent  grant  as  that. 
There  must  be  something  wrong  with  the 
credit  of  the  country,  or  the  railway  credit 
of  the  country,  or  with  the  enterprise 
itself,  if  a  grant  of  $80,000  a  year 
for  twenty  years,  backed  by  a  land 
grant  of  six  thousand  four  hundred  acres 
per  mile  and  the  ownership  of  the  railway 
itself  going  through  a  fertile  country,  does 
not  induce  capitalists  to  invest  money.  It 
may  be  a  combination  of  the  whole  three 
which  prevents  capitalists  taking  hold  of  an 
enterprise  of  that  kind.  Unfortunately  the 
Manitoba  and  North-western  Railway 
has  been  placed  in  the  hands  of  a  receiver, 
and  the  North-west  Central  Railway 
has  been  placed  in  the  hands  of  a 
receiver  in  consequence  of  a  fight  between 
the  company  and  the  contractor.  It  is 
the  interest  of  Canada  to  assist  in  the 
development  of  country  through  which 
these  railways  pass,  by  promoting  railway 
enterprise.  It  is  utterly  impossible  for 
a  man  to  drive  his  grain  50,  60,  70  or  80 
miles  to  market.  We  can  go  out  there  and 
live  no  doubt- -one  might  possibly  go 
to  the  North  Pole  and  li\e,  but  he  would 
have  to  live  out  there  alone.  If  a  man  going 
into  that  country  and  settles  in  a  far  ofi" 
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region  where  he  is  unable  to  distribute  the 
products  of  his  industry,  the  country  reaps 
very  little  benefit,  indeed,  from  his  labour. 
What  I  suggest  is,  that  instead  of  handing  j 
over  6,400  acres  of  land  per  mile  to  the 
Hudson  Bay  Railway,  and  ofifering  a  sub- 
sidy in  money  as  well,  it  would  be  far  more 
feasible  to  retain  the  subsidy  under  the  con- 
trol of  the  government  for  the  benefi  t  of  the 
country  and  of  the  people  who  are  going  to 
reside  there.  Let  the  government  retain 
the  land  grant  in  their  own  hands.  T  say, 
without  fear  of  contradiction  by  any  one  that 
knows  that  country,  that  the  upset  value  of 
land  in  Manitoba  and  the  North-west  Terri- 
tories— that  is,  land  fairly  fit  for  agricultural 
settlement — is  $5  per  acre,  and  I  wouldagreat 
deal  rather  purchase  land  at  that  figure  near 
a  railway,  than  do  as  T  have  done — take  up 
a  homestead  tind  go  through  all  the  hard- 
ships of  making  a  home  away  from  a  rail- 
way. "  The  upset  price  of  the  Hudson  Bay 
lands  is  $5  an  acre,  school  lands  the  same. 
The  North-west  Land  Co.,  and  the  Can- 
adian Pacific  Railway  Co.,  are  realizing  on 
sales  nearly  the  same.  Instead  of  giving 
the  lands  to  the  railway  company,  the 
government  should  hold  them  in  trust 
for  the  future  development  of  the 
country,  and  throw  the  burden  upon  such  a 
line  as  the  present  one  in  consideration,  or 
any  other  railway  in  that  country,  so  that 
when  the  .country  is  developed,  it  may  pay 
back  to  the  public  all  that  it  niay  have 
secured  in  the  way  of  aid. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— After  listening  to 
what  the  hon.  gentleman  says  with  regard 
to  the  land  grant,  I  do  not  see  how  he  pro- 
poses to  build  the  road. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— I  am  coming  to 
t!:at. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Would  the  hon.  gentle- 
man tell  us  what  population  is  settled  north 
of  Gladstone,  say  for  20  miles  on  each  side 
of  the  projected  line,  for  the  first  200  miles  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— The  only  means 
I  have  to  answer  the  hon.  gentleman's  ques- 
tion is  the  report  of  the  revising  barrister 
who  went  out  there  the  first  time  to  make  a 
list  of  voters.  Recollect,  the  district  that 
I  am  speaking  about  is  the  district 
that  I  represent  in  this  House.  He  found 
in  the  Lake  Dauphin  district  one  thousand 


voters.  That  represents  a  population  of, 
say,  2,500. 

Hon.  Mr.  POIRIER— Five  thousand. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— There  are  a  good 
many  bachelors  there.  What  I  wish  to  say 
is  this,  that  if  the  government  were  to 
guarantee  the  bonds  of  the  line— I  am  not 
speaking  of  this  line  only,  but  take,  say,  the 
Manitoba  and  North-western,  which  is  also  a 
line  that  is  hardly  treated  and  wants  assist- 
ance to  reach  Prince  Albert — supposing  the 
government  were  to  take  back  the  unearned 
land  grant,  and  guarantee  the  bonds, 
take  the  first  lien  on  the  railway  itself  and 
then  set  aside  6,400  acres  of  land  per  mile  to 
be  specially  hypothecated  as  security  for  the 
guarantee  the  government  give  the  bonds, 
and  let  those  bonds  bear  three  per  cent 
interest,  what  would  be  the  result?  The 
railway  company  would  be  able  to  get  100 
cents  on  the  bonds  in  consequence  of  the 
Dominion  guarantee,  so  that  there  would  be 
a  dollar  available  for  construction  where 
there  is  only  sixty  or  seventy  cents  avail- 
able under  the  present  system.  Then,  in 
addition  to  that,  instead  of  paying  six  per 
cent  interest  on  the  Iwnds  which  the  traffic 
has  to  bear,  it  would  only  have  to  pay  three 
per  cent,  so  that  we  would  be  gaining  at 
both  ends,  gaining  in  capital  available  for 
the  construction  of  the  road,  thereby  cheap- 
ening the  cost  of  it,  and  in  the  interest  on 
the  capital  account,  and  when  hon.  gentle- 
men realize  that  we  have  to  pay  on  an  haul- 
age of  1,000  miles  of  inland  transportation, 
you  will  understand  the  importance  of  the 
'  question  to  us.  Is  the  railwny  itself 
I  with  all  ite  equipment  considered  sufficient 
,  security  for  the  road  t  If  it  is  not,  then 
you  have  6,400  acres  of  land  per  mile  of  the 
I  public  lands,  set  aside  as  collateral  security, 
j  that  the  treasury  will  never  be  called  upon 
I  to  meet  any  obligation  in  connection  « ith 
I  the  line. 

'      Hon.  Mr.  POWER— The  country  owns 

I  that  land  now. 

I 

1      Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— You  propose  to 

give  that  away  under  the  present   system. 

You  gave  twenty-five  millions  of  acres  to 
I  the  Canndian  Pacific  Railway,  and  two  or 
I  three  millions  to  the  Manitoba  and  North- 
i  western.  If  you  give  them  away  they  pass 
i  into  private  hands,  and  the  $o  an  acre  that  * 
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is  charged  to  the  people  has  to  be  paid  all 
the  same.  What  I  say  is,  do  not  give  them 
the  lands,  but  hold  them  as  collateral  secur- 
ity set  aside  for  any  particular  guarantee 
that  you  may  make  in  connection  with  the 
construction  of  a  line  in  that  north-western 
country.  Apply  the  proceeds  of  sale  to  a 
reduction  of  the  government's  responsi- 
bility, and  I  say,  without  fear  of  contra- 
diction, that  within  five  or  six  years  after 
the  line  has  been  constructed  in  that  way, 
the  traffic  that  the  people  will  supply  to  the 
ro'd,  with  that  low  rate  of  interest  on  the 
capital,  will  yield  such  a  revenue  that  the 
government  will  never  be  called  upon  to  pay 
acent.  Isay  further — issuea  certain  amount 
of  bonds,  say  $15,000  a  mile,  and  retain  say 
"$^,-000  per  mile  of  that  in  order  to  meet  the 
first  two  or  three  years'  interest.  The  cost 
of  construction  and  equipment  is  about  $12,- 
000  per  mile  on  praire  land. 


Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH- 

float. 


-Will  the  bonds 


Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— Yes,  they  will  be 
readily  taken  up  in  the  English  market.  In 
England  anything  that  Canada's  name  is 
attached  to,  I  am  happy  to  say,  is  worth  its 
face  value.  By  doing  that,  the  cost  of  con- 
structing the  road  is  cheapened,  the  interest 
is  less,  and  the  country  benefits  from  the 
construction  of  the  line.  Now,  in  regard 
to  the  particular  section  of  the  country  in 
question,  there  is  another  railway  which  we 
are  interested  in.  We  want  to  get  direct 
connection  with  the  Canadian  Pacific  Rail- 
way on  the  west.  At  present,  if  we  want 
to  send  out  a  carload  of  butter,  or  if  we  want 

■  to  bring  in  a  carload  of  coal  or  shingles — if 
we  want  to  communicate  with  tho  western 
markets,  we  have  to  send  our  produce  and 
bring  our  supplies  round  by  way  of  Porttige 
la  Prairie,  which  entails  an  additional  mileage 
of  400  miles.  We  settled  in  our  district  (and 
a  very  fine  district  it  is)  expecting  that  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  would  be  built  in 
that  direction.  For  public  reasons  it  was 
diverted  from  there  to  a  more  southern  line, 
and  at  present  we  have  no  direct  connec- 
tion with  the  west.  We  are  put  under 
an  unnecessary  and  heavy  tax  to  make  our 
western  connections.  In  addition  to 
that,  Regina  is  the  capital  of  the  North- 
west Territories.  I  am  on  the  boundary 
between     Manitoba    and     the    North-west 

'  Territory,    and   the   people    who    live    im- 


I  mediately  west  of  me  have  all  their  associa- 
j  tions  with  Regina,  while  I  have  to  come 
I  east  to  Winnipeg.  All  the  witnesses  and 
i  judges  who  have  dealings  out  there,  have  to 
I  come  around  by  Portage  la  Prairie,  or  else 
I  drive  150  miles.  Hon.  gentlemen  will  re- 
[  member  that  I  applied  for  a  charter 
'.  for  the  purpose  of  bridging  that  difficulty  if 
possible.  There  is  a  railway  called  the 
Wood  Mountain  and  Qu'Appelle  Railway, 
whose  bonds  were  issued  and  lodged  in  a 
London  bank,  and  the  company  were  ready 
to  go  on  with  the  construction  of  the  road, 
but  on  the  land  grant  alone  they  could  not 
raise  the  money.  As  I  came  through  Win- 
nipeg, there  was  a  complaint  made  to  me 
there  by  the  people  interested  in  the  Wood 
Mountain  and  Qu'Appelle  Railway  that  the 
land  set  aside  for  the  promotion  of  that  par- 
ticular railway  had  been  taken  to  promote  the 
Hudson  Bay  Railway.  Now,  let  us  utilize 
the  lands  of  that  western  country  instead  of 
alienating  and  dissipating  them,  as  we  have 
done.  Do  not  place  them  in  the  hands  of 
any  one  company.  I  do  not  find  fault  with  the 
policy  heretofore  pursued,  because  it  was  done 
for  the  best  at  the  time,  but  if  we  find 
that  it  has  not  accomplished, all  the  results 
that  we  expected  it  would,  can  we  not 
find  a  more  intelligent  way  of  developing 
that  country  by  adopting  another  system. 
What  I  recommend  is  that  the  government, 
instead  of  giving  these  lands  away  to  a  rail- 
way company,  should  utilize  them  in  some 
such  way  as  I  suggest,  and  by  doing  so  the 
Manitoba  and  North-western  Railway,  which 
is  now  in  the  hands  of  a  receiver,  would 
eftect  a  western  connection  with  Regina, 
and  we  would  have  a  direct  connection  with 
the  city  of  Winnipeg  in  the  east  and  Regina 
in  the  west.  The  Great  North-west  Cen- 
tral would  enjoy  the  same  advantage.  One 
of  the  difficulties  we  sufifer  from  is  the  spar- 
seness  of  our  population,  odd-numbered 
sections  alienated  and  vacant.  If  the  gov- 
ernment were  to  put  $5.00  an  acre  on  the 
odd-numbered  sections,  throw  them  open  for 
settlement  on  the  payment  of  3  per  cent 
interest  on  that  amount  annually  until  paid 
for,  settlers  without  capital  could  then  enter 
into  settlement  on  a  rental  of  $24.00  per 
year.  Settlement  would  then  be  promoted, 
and  a  revenue  would  be  derivable  from  our 
public  resources  which  could  be  husbanded 
for  future  development.  The  moment  you  put 
the  Manitoba  and  North-western  in  that  con- 
nection, you  enable  them  to  maintain  a  daily 
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train  service  past  our  door  through  to  Regina 
and  make  it  a  profitable  route,  where  to^lay 
it  is  ia  the  hands  of  a  receiver.  Take  the 
Manitoba  and  North-western  Railway  in  its 
promotion  to  Prince  Albert ;  we  all  want  to 
see  it  built  on  to  Prince  Albert,  and  Battle- 
ford  and  Edmonton,  and  so  on,  across  the 
continent  because  the  country  is  a  fine 
country  along  the  whole  route,  pronounced 
by  Government  surveyors  to  be  the  fertile 
belt.  It  will  pay  the  country ;  it  will 
be  a  profitable  investment  for  Canada.  It 
will  be  a  great  aid  in  the  distribution  of  the 
profits  of  labour  and  industry  in  that  coun- 
try. It  isa  country  capableof  great  production, 
and  we  can  find  a  profitable  market  in  Great 
Britain  for  every  single  thing  that  we  grow. 
It  has  been  stated  that  we  cannot  grow 
wheat  as  cheaply  or  as  successfully  there  as 
they  can  in  other  countries.  Tliat  is  a  mis- 
take, while  perhaps  we  cannot  grow  it  as 
cheaply  as  the  Argentine  Republic,  we  can 
grow  much  better  wheat,  which  makes  up  for 
a  portionof  the  difference.  The  value  of  wheat 
in  the  North-west  countryislSc.morethanin 
Ontario.  Its  value  is  actually  in  the  baking 
power  of  the  flour  made  from  the  wheat.  A 
bag  of  flour  which  was  manufactured  up 
there  was  brought  down  here  and  tested  in 
Belleville,  or  Trenton,  or  somewhere,  against 
a  bag  of  Ontario  flour,  and  it  made  1 2  pounds 
more  bread  per  100  lbs.  of  flour.  There  is  the 
difference — one  is  soft  wheat  and  the  other 
hard  wheat.  These  are  facts  which  cannot  be 
ignored.  That  gives  a  value  to  our  wheat 
which  the  wheat  of  the  Argentine  Republic 
and  other  places  does  not  possess.  Therefore, 
while  the  country  is  eminently  fitted  for 
mixed  farming,  still  there  will  always 
be  a  large  amount  of  wheat  grown. 
I  will  not  detain  the  House  any  longer 
explaining  my  views  in  regard  to  this, 
beyond  saying  that  the  Lake  Dauphin 
district  is  one  which  should  have  a 
railway  built  to  it  as  soon  as  possible.  There 
is  a  large  population  there,  and  they  are  70 
or  80  miles  away  from  any  communication. 
I  see  that  the  public  press  has  stated  that 
the  Hudson  Bay  Railway  parallels  the  Man- 
itoba and  North-western.  In  the  press  yes- 
terday, I  read  an  interview  with  Mr. 
Sutherland  as  to  the  proposed  route. 
He  spoke  of  utilizing  the  40  miles  that  had 
been  built,  and  then  diverting  the  line 
round  by  the  south  of  Lake  Manitoba,  and 
then  extending  northward  on  the  west  side 
of  Lake  Manitoba.     Now,  hon.  gentlemen. 


I   do  not  think   that    that  would   be  an 
I  intelligent  route  at  all ;   I  think  it  is  an  im- 
I  possible   route.     As     the    hon.   gentleman 
from   Richmond  says  with   regard   to  pro- 
I  ceeding  with  the  construction  of  that  road 
I  before  anything  can  be  done  at  all,    the  en- 
I  gineers  have  to  go  in   and  the  plan  must  be 
I  prepared  and    approved    by    the    govern- 
ment ;   so   that   no  expense  can  be  incurred 
by  the  government  or  anybody  else,  until 
that  is  done.     Further  than  that,  the  Hud- 
son Bay  Railway  route  is  defined  by  statu- 
tory enactment.  In  the  statutes  of  1887,  page 
1 00,  you  will  find  an  Act  consolidating  and 
amending  the  Acts  relating  to  this  company, 
and  in  the   third  section  of  that  Act   the 
route  is  defined  as  starting  from    Winnipeg 
northerly  to  Port  Nelson,    or   Churchill,  or 
some  other  point  of  the   Hudson   Bay,   and 
to  construct  a  branch  from  any  point  on  its 
main   linei    at   or  near  the  crossing  of  the 
Saskatchewan    River   to   a   point    on    the 
Canadian   Pacific   Railway   west  of    Lake 
Winnipegosis.     Now  the  rule  is,  the  route 
must  be  as  straight   to   given  points  as  pos- 
sible.    The  statute   of  1890,   page  108,  ex- 
tends the  time  for  completion  of  the  main 
line   to   the   Saskatchewan    to   four   years 
from  21st  June,  1890.   The  statute  of  1891, 
page  88,  says  that  the  line  of  railway  to  be 
constructed   south   of   Saskatchewan    shall 
not  be  commenced  until  the  location  of  the 
line  is  approved  by  the  Governor  General  in 
Council.     The  statute  of   1894,  page   175, 
changes  the  name  subject   to   former  enact- 
ments of  Hudson   Bay   Railway  ;  therefore 
the  location  is  governed  by   the  enactment 
I  of  1887.     If  so,  it  would  appear  the   Hud- 
I  son  Bay  Railway  must  go   between  Lakes 
Manitoba  and  Winnipeg,  which  would  not 
I  be    serving    the    Lake    Dauphin    district, 
the      immediate      purpose     we     have     in 
j  view.     We     want     to     see    a  road     built 
'  by    some     company    in     some     way     into 
I  the   Lake  Dauphin  district.     We   want  to 
I  see  the  Manitoba  and   North-west  Railway 
'  extended  to  Prince  Albert,   and  the  North  ■ 
j  west  Central  extended    to   a  point  of  junc- 
I  tion  with  the  Manitoba  and  North  west  and 
'  both  routes  afforded    a  western  connection 
with  the  Canadian  Pacific   Railway  at  Re- 
gina.    We    cannot   move    without     public 
aid,    and  the   lands   that    are    now   being 
I  given  to  the  Hudson  Bay  Railway  will  pro- 
vide aid  and  means  for  the  construction  of 
every  one  of  these  roads  under  the  system  of 
public  aid  that  I    have   suggested,    by   the 


Digitized  by 


Google 


124 


[SENATE] 


Government  guaranteeing  the  bonds  at  3 
per  cent  salable  only  at  par  and  holding  the 
railway  companies  responsible  for  the  pay- 
ment of  interest  by  a  lien  of  the  land  and  in 
the  hands  of  the  government  and  a  lien  on 
the  railways.  By  that  means,  the  public 
treasury  is  not  depleted  and  the  same  lands 
will  be  available  for  future  development 
elsewhere. 


Hon.   Mr.    McCALLUM— You   do 
want  the  Hudson  Bay  Railway  1 


not 


Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— Yes,  I  tell  you  I 
think  the  Hudson  Bay  Ilailway  should  be 
built  as  a  public  work.  We  want  the  Hud- 
son Bay  Railway,  and  we  are  going  to  get 
there  as  quickly  as  we  can,  but  the  enter- 
prise has  to  wait  on  public  opinion.  What 
I  wish  to  point  out  is  that  the  6,400  acres 
per  mile  that  is  alienated  and  given  to  one 
road,  if  utilized  in  the  way  I  speak  of  will 
build  1,700  miles,  if  the  roads  are  built  in 
sections  where  they  will  make  a  return  and 
pay  their  own  interest.  It  is  purely  a  mat- 
ter of  economy  that  I  am  speaking  of,  and 
it  is  not  in  any  hostility  to  the  Hudson  Bay 
road.  I  know  the  feelings  of  the  people  of 
Manitoba  with  reference  to  that  Hudson 
Bay.  They  look  to  that  great  inland  sea  as 
placed  by  nature  for  their  advantage,  in 
order  to  provide  an  additional  and  cheaper 
outlet  for  them  to  the  seaboard. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCALLUM— As  the  hon. 
gentleman  has  used  my  name  in  seconding 
the  motion,  I  may  be  permitted  to  make  a 
few  remarks.  I  have  always  been  favour- 
able, since  the  North-west  country  was 
opened  up,  to  giving  that  country  an  outlet 
to  the  ocean,  and  when  my  hon.  friend  says 
that  we  are  opposed  to  tiie  Hudson  Bay 
Railway  because  we  are  afraid  that  it  is 
going  to  divert  the  trade  of  the  country 
from  the  St.  Lawrence  route,  does  he  for  a 
moment  think  what  amount  of  money  it  will 
cost  to  get  from  the  North-west  to  the  St. 
Lawrence  ?  Does  he  know  that  our  c  inals 
have  not  been  deepened  yet?  And  until 
the  canals  are  deepened,  how  can  we  look 
for  the  trade  of  that  North-west  to  gi>  to 
the  St.  Lawrence  1 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— Is  the  Erie  canal 
deepened  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  McCALLUM — I  am  speaking 
of  the  canals  of  Canada.     The  trade  that 


goes  from  Canada  to  the  United  States  goes 
by  railway,  not  by  the  Erie  Canal.  How 
much  money  have  we  spent  on  deepening 
the  St.  Lawrence,  enlarging  our  canals, 
building  the  Canadian  Pacifio  Bailway,  and 
building  the  Sault  Ste.  Marie  Canal  1  For 
whom  was  that  money  expended  1  Was  not 
that  for  the  people  of  the  North-west  as  well 
as  for  the  people  of  the  other  provinces  1  I 
feel  as  much  interest  in  the  welfare  of  the 
North-west  as  my  hon.  friend  does.  He  tells 
us  that  he  wants  the  government  to  keep  the 
land  and  the  cash  too.  If  the  government 
is  to  keep  the  land  and  the  cash,  how  is  the 
railway  going  to  be  built?  This  Hudson 
Bay  Railway  has  been  before  the  country  a 
long  time.  If  the  project  is  feasilile,  if 
there  is  proof  before  the  people  of  this 
country  that  it  is  feasible  and  that  it  would 
be  an  advantage  to  the  North-west  and  to 
this  part  of  the  country,  I  should  willingly 
support  it,  but  I  will  not  support  a  wildcat 
scheme  and  burden  the  people  of  this  country 
with  that  large  expenditure  of  money.  We 
should  husband  our  resources.  I  always 
support  railways  in  the  North-west  as  far  as 
I  can,  and  am  willing  to  do  it  to-day  if  it  is 
right  and  reasonable,  but  I  am  not  going  to 
support  a  mad  scheme,  to  go  through  the 
icebergs,  when  we  have  spent  so  much  money 
to  improve  the  St.  Lawrence  ?-oute.  I  feel 
that  every  member  in  this  House  knows  as 
much  about  the  subject  as  I  do.  The 
leader  of  the  government  knows  .that,  and 
must  have  considered  it  in  all  its  bearings, 
and  he  knows  better  whether  the  country 
I  will  sustain  him  in  spending  money  on  the 
I  Hudson  Bay  Railway,  but  whether  he  does 
I  or  not,  I  shall  not  by  my  vote  support  such 
I  a  project. 
I 

j      Hon.  Mr.  KAU  LBACH— My  hon.  friend 

'  thinks  that  we  consider  it  necessary  that  all 

i  the  trade  of  that  western  country  should 

i  come  through  the  St.  Lawrence.       I  do  not 

I  look  at  the  matter  in  that  selfish  light.      I 

,  Ijelieve  that  the  Hudson  Bay  Railway  is  a 

national  undertaking,  a  national  enterprise, 

i  in  which  a  large  area  of  Canada  is  interested. 

'  From    the     first     time    I      entered     this 

i  Parliament  until  now,  I  have  been  a  strenu- 

'  ous  advocate  of  that  road,  and  I  agree  with 

'  the  hon.  member  from  Marquette  that  nature 

intended  Hudson  Bay  to  be  a  highway  to 

open  up  that  great  North-west  country  and 

Manitoba,  and  an  outlet  for  the  products  of 

that  country.     I  do  not  look  upon  this  as  a 
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Manitoba  question  at  all.  The  greater  part 
of  Canada  is  as  much  interested  in  it  as  Ma- 
nitoba is.  To  build  a  railway  as  far  north  as 
the  Saskatchewan  must  eventually  lead  to 
the  tapping  of  that  road  by  branch  lines  into 
the  far  North-west.  Now,  my  hon.  friend 
from  Richmond  agreed  with  me  in  1891. 
We  both  advocated  that  the  government 
should  grant  $80,000  a  year  for  twenty 
years  in  aid  of  the  Hudson  Bay  Railway 
and  a  land  grant  of  6,400  acres  per  mile. 
He  thought  it  in  the  public  interest  that 
that  road  should  be  constructed,  not  as  far 
as  North  Saskatchewan  only,  but  the  whole 
road  through  to  Hudson  Ray  and  I  think 
he  must  be  in  error  now  as  to  the  Order  in 
Council. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER  -I  saidin  1891— and 
I  would  adhere  to  it  still  if  the  resources  of 
the  country  would  permit  it — that  even  if 
the  opening  of  the  Hudson  Bay  Railway 
interfered  with  the  traflSc  which  we  expected 
from  the  large  expenditure  on  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway,  drawing  freight  to  the  Gulf 
of  St.  Lawrence,  I  would  still  support  it  as 
a  national  undertaking ;  that  is,  if  it  could 
be  shown  that  the  road  was  feasible. 

Hon.  Mr.KAULBACH— I  think  my  hon. 
friend  considered  at  the  time,  as  far  as  his 
information  went,  that  it  was  feasible. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER--N0. 

Hon. Mr.KAULBACH— And  bethought 
the  resources  of  the  country  would  warrant 
that  expenditure  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER -No. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— He  says  now 
that  the  financial  depression  does  not  justify 
us  at  the  present  moment  in  making  the 
expenditure.  I  think  that  is  the  burden  of 
his  remarks. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— Yes,  to-day. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— Well,  I  look 
upon  this  as  being  simply  a  loan  or  substi- 
tute of  so  much  money  to  the  company  in 
lieu  of  what  was  granted  in  1891.  The}' 
found  that  they  could  not  build  the  road,and 
this  is  simply  to  help  them  along,  250  miles 
at  $10,000  a  mile,  and  being  a  loan,  merely 
an  advance,  we  were  to  take  the  rolling 
stock,  the  land  grants,  and  any  subsidy  that 


'  might  be  given  as  security  for  the  repayment 
'  of  our  money.     I   trust  that   the    Order  in 
i  Council  is  upon  condition  that  Canada  is  to 
I  be  freed  from  all  liability  to  the   company 
,  under  the  legislation  of  1891.     If  the  road 
is    built    as    far    as   North    Saskatchewan, 
'  I   believe  it  will  not  end    there,    I  believe 
I  that  public  spirit   will   so  manifest    itself 
that   the   road   will  go  through  to  Hudson 
Bay,  and  then  I  have  no  doubt  that  there 
will  be  navigation  to  Europe.     The  straits 
are  navigable,  I  believe.    We  had  that  ques- 
tion before  us  long  ago,  and  it  was  proved 
that  for  hundreds    of   years    sailing  vessels 
passed  in  and  out  of  the  bay,  and  we  would  be 
able  to  overcome  all  the  difficulties  in  the  way 
of  navigation  in  the  straits.  I  have  no  doubt 
if  a  railway  is  built  to  the  bay  it  will  lead 
to  the  opening  of  a  large  trade.     I  do  not 
believe  that  we  will  be  able  to  fill  up  that  sec- 
tion of  the  North-west  Territory  until    we 
have  that  railway  to  Hudson  Bay.    Last  au- 
tumn when  the  lender  of  the  opposition  was 
gallavanting  through    the    North-west  Ter- 
ritories and  Manitoba,  angling  for  votes,  he 
spoke  of  the  Hudson  Bay  Railway  as  a  great 
enterprise. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— The  hon.  gentleman 
is  quoting  the  Montreal  Gazette. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— I  am  not 
drawing  on  niy  imagination  or  quoting 
the  Montreal  Gazette,  but  my  information 
may  have  come  from  that.  However,  he 
was  up  there  last  autumn  when  he  was 
angling  for  votes.  He  said  it  was  his  desire 
and  his  hope  that  on  his  advent  to  power 
the  railway  from  Manitoba  to  Hudson 
Bay  would  be  completed  at  an  early 
day.  The  government  here  and  the 
country  are  committed  to  this  railway — at 
least  as  far  as  North  Saskatchewan — as  part 
of  the  whole  route,  and  we  undertake  to  give 
$80,000  every  year  for  20  years,  and  I  con- 
sider now  that  we  are  not  in  a  position  to 
take  a  gloomy  -view  of  things.  Yet  our 
expenditure  should  be  kept  within 
the  limits  of  our  income.  It  is  true 
that  we  have  gone  through  a  period  of  de- 
pression and  that  the  expenditure  this  month 
has  been  $450,000  larger  than  it  was  in  the 
correspoding  period  last  year,  but  it  is  the 
fag  end  of  the  depression,  » nd  we  begin  to 
see  daylight  and  sunshine.  The  re.iction 
will  set  in,  and  it  will  be  as  decided  as  the 
depression  while  it  existed.      Therefore,   I 
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believe  that  the  government  is  ready  to 
advise  Parliament  to  give  this  money  as  an 
advance  and  simply  as  a  loan  or  substitution 
for  what  we  are  now  obliged  to  give  the 
company.  I  cannot  Fee  how  much  more 
the  burden  would  be  upon  the  country 
than  they  are  already  committed  to. 
I  cannot  see  that  it  is  a  large  amount 
or  how  the  country  is  committed  when  it  is 
a  mere  advance,  a  mere  loan.  If  the  gov- 
ernment has  given  this  undertaking  and 
assured  these  parties  that  this  arrangement 
will  be  carried  out,  I  for  one  will  support 
them  in  it. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
The  manner  in  which  this  subject  ha«  been 
introduced  to  the  House  is  indicative  of  the 
feeling  that  is  held  by  a  number  of  gentle- 
men upon  this  very  important  question.  No 
one  can  complain  of  the  tone  or  manner  in 
which  the  hon.  mover  has  brought  the  sub- 
ject before  us.  He  has,  however,  been  mis- 
led by  the  newspaper  reports  which  have 
appeared  at  various  times.  I  shall  not  enter 
at  present  into  a  discussion  of  the  merits  or 
demerits  of  the  action  of  the  government, 
because  I  think  it  would  be  much  better  un- 
derstood when  the  papers  come  before  the 
House.  I  desire,  however,  in  the  few  re- 
marks I  shall  make,  to  call  attention  to  one 
or  two  statements  which  the  hon.mover  made, 
the  information  having  been  derived  by  him 
from  newspaper  statements  and  not  from 
any  official  source.  There  has  been  no  sub- 
sidy of  $10,000  per  mile  agreed  •  upon,  or 
offered,  or  even  suggested,  in  addition  to 
$80,000  per  annum  which  the  government 
and  Parliament  of  Canada  are  now  pledged 
to,  in  consideration  of  certain  services  which 
are  to  be  rendered,  nor  is  there  any  addi- 
tional grant  offered  or  proposed.  It  is  a  re- 
arrangement of  the  liabilities  of  Canada,  in 
consideration  of  the  surrender  of  all  the 
liabilities  that  they  are  now  under  in  order 
to  assist  the  road.  The  House  is  aware  that 
the  government  is  now  pledged  to  a  land 
grant  of  6,400  acres  per  mile,  and  a  payment 
of  .$80,000  per  annum  for  20  years  in  aid  of 
the  construction  of  the  road.  The  $80,000,  as 
I  have  already  intimated,  is  in  consideration 
of  postal  service,etc.  The  present  proposition, 
or  the  Order  in  Council,  which  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman will  better  understand  when  it 
is  laid  before  the  Hou8e,is  simply  a  rearrange- 
ment, or  in  other  words,  a  loan  of  $10,000 
per  mile  for  a  certain   length  of  time,  for 


which  the  company  surrenders,  or  rather 
gives  in  security,  the  $80,000  per  annum  and 
the  6,400  acres  per  mile.  I  know  that  people 
will  say  that  this  is  taking  backtheland  which 
belongs  to  us,  and  it  is  giving  security  upon 
$80,000  per  annum  to  which  we  are  now 
pledged  which  we  need  not  give  if  the  road 
is  not  built.  That  is  quite  true,  but  these 
are  liabilities  into  which  the  country  has 
entered,  and  which  we  are  bound  to  pay  in 
case  they  construct  the  road.  They  have 
represented  to  the  government  that  they 
could  not,  with  those  securities,  float  the 
bonds  and  obtain  the  money  and  they  asked 
for  a  rearrangement,  or  readjustment  of 
the  aid  which  was  to  be  given.  Now  that 
is  as  much  explanation  as  probably,  is  neces- 
sary for  the  House  at  the  present  moment. 
As  to  the  merits  of  that  rearrangement,  that 
is  a  question  for  members  to  discuss  and 
to  approve  or  disapprove  when  it  is  submit- 
ted to  them  ;  as  my  hon.  friend  to  my  right 
says,  it  is  subject  to  the  approval  of  Parlia- 
ment. The  constitutional  procedure  to  which 
the  hon.  gentleman  from  Richmond  referred 
is  the  correct  one  ;  no  government  has  the 
power  to  bind  itself  to  pay  any  public  money 
or  to  make  any  readjustment  of  a  contract 
into  which  they  have  entered  with  any 
company  or  with  any  individual  without 
the  consent  of  Parliament.  That  is  really  the 
whole  position.  I  am  sure  my  hon.  friend 
from  Richmond  will  be  glad  to  know  that 
the  government  were  not  so  regardless  of 
the  interests  of  the  country,  or  so  lavish  in 
their  promises  in  aid  of  the  construction  of 
the  road,  as  to  pledge  themselves  to  a  grant 
of  $10,000  per  mile  in  addition  to  the 
6,400  acres  of  land  which  they  had  agreed 
to  give,  and  the  $80,000  per  annum.  Such 
is  not  the  case.  I  shall  not  enter  into  a 
discussion  of  the  trade  policy,  or  the  effect 
of  the  trade  policy  of  the  government  re- 
.  ferred  to  by  the  hon.  member  from  Mar- 
:  quette.  It  opens  up  a  very  wide  field,  and 
1 1  know  that  the  hon.  gentleman  is  very  much 
I  interested  in  that  subject.  He  enters  into 
I  the  details  miautely.  "When  his  motion  is 
I  made  it  will  be  then  a  question  more  legiti- 
mately for  discussion  as  to  whether  our 
I  policy  tends  to  the  diversion  of  trade  to 
I  New  York,  or  whether  we  should  surrender 
I  what  rights  we  have  now  in  support  of  our 
I  own  shipping  by  which  the  trade  of  the 
country  is  earned  on.  It  is  a  question  which 
I  shall  be  quite  prepared  to  discuss  when  it 
I  arises.     I  may  say  that  the  government  has 
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shown  not  only  a  disposition,  but  it  has  laid 
before  Farliameat  repeatedly  a  number  of 
propositions,  to  aid  in  the  development  of 
the  great  North-west,  and  I  am  not  boasting 
when  I  say  that  few  govenunents  would 
have  gone  further.  It  is  a  very  grave  que^i- 
tion  whether  we  have  gone  too  far,  as  intim- 
ated, and  very  properly  so,  by  the  hon. 
member  for  Richmond,  considering  the 
finances  of  the  countiy.  That  is  a  question 
that  we  may  possibly  discuss  more  intelli- 
gently when  the  papers  are  laid  before  the 
House.  I  will  see  that  all  the  papers  asked 
for  contained  in  the  motion  are  laid  before 
the  Senate  at  the  earliest  possible   moment. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Before  the  rearrange- 
ment is  carried  out,  I  f«hould  like  to  ask 
whether  it  is  to  be  made  the  subject  of  an 
Act  of  Parliament.  There  have  been 
occasions  when  a  resolution  passed  by  the 
Privy  Council  has  been  approved  by  the 
other  chamber  and  has  sometimes  been  acted 
upon.  What  I  desire  to  know  is  whether 
this  rearrangement  will  be  made  the  subject 
of  legislation,  and  whether  both  Houses  will 
be  asked  to  pronounce  upon  it. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I 
was  under  the  impression  that  I  had  made  that 
statement.  The  arrangement  is  subject  to 
the  approval  of  Parliament,  and  occupies 
the  same  position  as  the  Short  Line  proposi- 
tion. 

Hon.  Mr.  LOUGHEED— I  should  like  to 
ask,  is  this  subsidy  conditional  upon  the  road 
being  constructed  as  a  through  road,  or 
simply  as  a  c61onization  road  ?  Has  any  as- 
surance, or  financial  guarantee  been  lodged 
with  the  government  as  to  the  ability  of  the 
present  company  to  complete  the  road  ? 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— The 
change  in  the  contract,  or  the  agreement 
with  the  company,  relates  only  to  the  ex- 
tension of  the  road  as  far  as  Saskatchewan. 
There  have  been  no  securities  lodged,  and 
we  were  not  in  a  position  to  enter  into  any 
contract  or  any  agreement  with  that  com- 
pany, until  the  approval  of  Parliament  had 
been  obtained. 

Hon.  Mr.  LOUGHEED— Then  it  is  only 
as  a  colonization  road  that  the  government 
is  coming  to  the  assistance  of  the  company, 
I  understand  1 


'  Hon.  Mr.  POWER— The  hon.  leader  of 
i  the  government  spoke  of  the  change  in  the 
manner  of  giving  the  subsidy  to  this  com- 
pany as  a  mere  rearrangement,  and  he 
rather  gave  the  House  to  understand  that 
there  was  not  any  reason  why  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  Richmond,  or  any  other 
hon.  gentlenyan,  should  be  at  all  disturbed; 
that*we  were  not  increasing  our  liabilities, 
but  simply  rearranging  them,  putting  them 
in  better  form.  That  reminds  me  of  the 
old  story  told  in  1878  when  the  people 
down  in  the  lower  provinces  were  a  lit- 
tle nervous,  having  heard  talk  about 
increasing  the  tariff,  and  when  Sir  Leo- 
nard Tilley  telegraphed  to  Sir  John  Mac- 
donald  at  Ottawa  to  know  if  it  was  in- 
tended to  increase  the  tariff,  that  astute 
gentleman  telegraphed  back  that  he  did  not 
mean  to  increase  the  tariff,  but  only  to  read- 
just it.  This  is  a  case  of  readjustment  some- 
thing like  that. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— The 
hon.  gentleman  has  scarcely  quoted  my  words 
as  I  uttered  them.  Hotrever,  as  it  enables 
him  to  draw  a  deduction,  I  do  not  object   to 

it. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  do  not  wish  to 
attribute  to  the  hon.  gentleman  language 
which  he  did  not  use.  While  the  premiers 
language  may  be  in  a  certain  sense  correct,  it 
does  not  tell  the  whole  story.  As  the 
legislation  stands  to-day,  before  Canada 
could  be  called  upon  to  pay  a  dollar, 
the  road  has  to  be  built  and  in 
operation.  Then  the  company  are  entitled 
to  get  a  land  grant,  and  a  subsidy  of  $80,000 
a  year.  If  the  people  who  took  hold  of  the 
undertaking  were  substantial  capitalists, 
that  ought  to  be  a  satisfactory  proposal  to 
them,  but  the  new  proposition  does  not 
bind  the  company  to  do  anything.  They 
get  $10,000  a  mile  for  the  road  as 
it    is    constructed,  and  they  may  drop 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENIE  BOWELL— That 
only  shows  the  inconvenience  of  discussing 
in  detail  a  question  which  is  not  properly 
before  the  House.  The  hon.  gentleman  says 
they  are  not  bound  to  do  anything;  they 
are.  The  Order  in  Council  lays  down  what 
they  are  to  do. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— We  have  had  a  good 
many   other  companies  in  the   North-west 


Digitized  by 


Google 


130 


[SENATE] 


English.  I  know  that  some  of  the  Gover- 
nors made  it  a  practice  to  send  French  as 
well  as  English  copie «.  Generally  we  do  not 
ask  to  have  the  whole  of  the  message  read  in 
French,  cont^'nting  ourselves  with  a  few 
words  to  give  an  idea  of  what  it  is  alwut. 

The  message  wa   then  read  in  French. 

CIVIL  SERVICE  ACT  AMENDMENT 
BILL. 

SECOND    READING. 

Hon.  Mr.  ANGERS  moved  the  second 
reading  of  Bill  (  E  )  "  An  Act  further  to 
amend  the  Civil  Service  Act."  He  said : 
The  main  object  of  the  bill  is  to  provide  for 
enforcing  t!'.e  attendance  of  witnesses  and 
for  their  punishment  lor  contempt  in  case 
they  fail  to  attend.  The  Act,  as  it  stands, 
at  first  sight  seems  to  provide  for  this,  but  it 
gives  to  the  chairman  only  such  power  as  in 
like  ca.ses  was  conferred  upon  a  justice  by 
section  32  of  the  Summarj'  Convictions  Act, 
and  upon  reference  to  that  section  it  will  be 
seen  that  it  does  not  apply  to  the  case  of 
default  by  non-appearance,  but  only  to  the 
case  of  refusing  to  answer.  The  Bill,  there- 
fore, gives  the  power  of  a  justice  under  .sec- 
tion 582  of  the  Criminal  Code  in  case  of 
default  by  nonappearance,  and  the  power 
of  a  justice  of  the  peace  under  section  585 
of  the  Criminal  Code. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

BILLS  INTRODUCED. 

Bill  (27)  "  An  Act  respectin;  the  Allierta 
Railway  and  Coal  Cimpany.' — (Mr.  Mc- 
Millan.) 

Bill  (30)  "  An  Act  to  incorporate  the 
Deschenes  Bridge  Company  " — (Mr.  Mc- 
Laren.) 

Bill  (36)  "  An  Act  to  amend  the  Act  in- 
corporating the  Canada  and  Michigan  Tun- 
nel Company,  and  to  change  the  name  of 
the  company  to  the  Canada  and  Michigan  j 
Bridge  and  Tunnel  Company." — (Mr.  Mc- 
Millan.) 

Bill  (32)  "  An  Act  respecting  the  Ot- 
tawa, Arnprior  and  Parry  Sound  Railway 
Company." — (Mr.  McLaren.) 

Bill  (50)  "  An  Act  respecting  the  Mani- 
tob  I  and  South-eastern  Railway  C-nipany." 
— (Mr.  Bernier.)       , 

The  Senate  adjourned  8.50  p.m. 


THE   SENATE. 

OUatt>a,  Wednesday/,  2iind  May,  189-5. 

The  SPEAKER  t<x>k  the  Chair  at  Three 
o'clock. 

Prayere  and  routine  proceedings. 


CIVIL  SERVICE  ACT 
BILL. 


AMENDMENT 


IN   COMMITTEE. 

The  House  resolved  itself  into  a  commit- 
tee of  the  whole  on  Bill  (E)  "An  Act 
further  to  amend  the  Civil  Service  Act." 

In  the  Committee. 

Hon.  Mr.  ANGERS— Ceriain  frauds 
have  been  committed  before  the  Board  of 
Examiners  for  the  Civil  Service.  Prosecu- 
tions were  instituted  for  these  infringements 
of  the  law,  and  it  has  been  found  that  the 
board  has  not  sufficient  power  to  enforce  the 
attendance  of  witnesses  and  to  pronounce 
condemnation  for  contempt  in  the  Ciise  of 
witnesses  refusing  to  appear,  and  also 
in  the  case  of  refusing  to  answer  questions. 
The  object  of  the  bill  is  to  give  the  boaixi 
the  same  powers  that  are  po8.sessed  by  jus- 
tices of  the  peace  under  sees.  582  and  583 
of  the  Criminal  Code. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— I  think  ray 
hon.  friei.d  might  extend  the  power  of  the 
Iward  of  examiners  in  this  instance  and  not 
make  it  simply  the  power  of  a  magistrate. 
If  the  board  of  examiners  are  satisfied, 
from  what  knowledge  they  have,  that  a 
party  can  give  material  evidence,  and  he 
does  not  appear  on  summons,  or  evadr  s  ser- 
vice, I  think  they  should  have  power  to 
issue  a  warrant  without  having  to  go 
through  the  form  necessary  in  the  case  of  a 
magistrate.  A  magistrate  must  have  an 
affidavit  produced  before  him  that  a  party 
is  able  lo  give  materi'<l  evidence.  If 
the  examiners  are  satisfied  that  he  can 
give  material  evidence,  with  the  facts 
there  before  them,  then  I  do  not  see  why 
they  should  be  obliged  to  have  an  affi- 
da\  it  that  the  man  is  able  to  give  that  evi- 
dence. The  examinei-8  may  be  fully  invest- 
ed with  the  knowledge  that  a  partj'  can 
give  that  evidence,  and  if  he  either  does  not 
attend  to  answer  the  summons,  or  evades 
the  service  of  summons,  then  I   think   the 
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power  might  be  fairly  given  to  the  board  of 
examiners  to  issue  a  warrant  without  the 
affidavit.  My  hon.  friend  shakes  his  head  ; 
my  impression  is  that  that  is  not  nn  arbit- 
rary power  to  give  the  :i.  If  they  are  satis- 
lied  that  he  can  give  evidence,  they  should 
be  able  to  issue  their  warrant  without  an 
affidavit  that  the  party  can  give  material 
evidence  ;  otherwise  the  ends  of  justice  may 
be  defeated,  and  a  proper  affidavit  might  not 
l)e  obtainable  at  the  time.  Greater  powers 
might  be  given  to  examiners  to  issue  a  war- 
rant on  it  appearing  that  the  man  has  evad- 
ed service,  or,  having  been  served,  has  refus- 
ed to  attend. 

Hon.  Mr.  ANGERS— I  am  sorry  that  I 
cannot  agree  with  my  hon.  friend  upon  this 
point.  It  must  \>e  recollected  that  we  me 
dealing  with  the  liberty  of  the  subject  in 
a  case  of  this  kind.  This  procedure  is  to  be 
followed  by  imprisonment  and  a  fine.  When 
you  come  to  deprive  a  man  of  his  liberty 
because  he  did  not  attend  the  court  or 
tribunal,  you  should  establish,  in  the  case 
of  a  civil  servant  as  well  as  in  ordinary 
<.-riminal  cases,  that  the  man  is  a  com- 
petent witness,  and  that  the  person  mak- 
ing the  affidavit  is  credibly  informed  that 
he  can  supply  material  evidence,  and  that 
he  has  been  properly  served  and  summoned 
to  come  before  the  board.  Therefore,  I 
think  the  same  precautions  that  are  taken 
in  the  ordinary  criminal  courts,  before  they 
send  a  man  to  jail  for  con'empt,  should  al-o 
be  observed  in  a  case  before  a  Board  of  this 
kind.  I  hope,  therefore,  that  the  hon. 
gentleman  will  waive  his  objection,  as  he 
will  understand  that,  in  dealing  with  the 
liberty  of  the  subject,  too  many  precautions 
cannot  be  taken. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY,  from  the  com- 
mittee, reported  the  Irill  without  amend- 
ment. 

SECOND  READINGS. 

Bill  (B)  "  An  Act  for  the  relief  of  William 
Wallace  Colton." — (Mr.  Clemow.) 

Bill  (C)  "  An  Act  for  the  relief  of  Maty 
Bradshaw  Falding." — (Mr.  Clemow.) 

Bill  (D)  "  An  Act  for  the  relief  of  Helen 
Woodburn  Jarvis." — (Mr.  Clemow.) 

9^ 


BILLS  INTRODUCED. 

Bill  (33)  "  An  Act  to  amend  the  Act  to 
grant  certain  powers  to  the  Sible  and 
Spanish  Boom  and  Slide  Company  of  Al- 
goma,  Limited." — (Mr.  McCallum.) 

Bill  (29)  "An  Act  to  incorporate  the  James 
Maclaren  Co.,  Limited." — (Mr.   McLaren.) 

The  Senate  adjourned  at  4  p.m. 


THE  SENATE. 


Ottawa,  Monday,  27th  May,  1895. 

The  SPEAKER  took  the  Chair  at  Three 
o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 
A  QUESTION   OF  PRIVILEGE. 

Ho;i.  Mr.  McINNES  (B.C.)— Before  the 
orders  of  the  day  are  proceeded  with,  T 
desire  to  address  the  House  on  a  question  of 
privilege.  I  wish  to  call  the  attention  of 
the  Senate  to  a  letter  which  appeared  in  the 
Ottawa  Citizen  of  last  Thursday.  It  is  as 
follows : — 

BRITISH  COLUMBIA  PENITENTIARY. 

Editor  Citizen  :  In.tbe  first  paragraph  publish- 
ed on  this  institution  iu  this  morning's  issue  of  the 
Citizen,  the  following  is  <|Uot«d  from  my  annual 
report  to  the  Minister  of  Justire:  "  The  subse- 
quent career  of  many  of  the  witnesses,  notably  of 
the  accountant  and  storekeeper  (a  nephew  of  .Sen- 
ator Mclnnes,  of  British  ('olunibia,)  etc."  This  is 
an  error.  It  is  not  W.  H.  Keary,  the  dismissed 
accountant,  but  Thomas  Mclnnes,  late  steward, 
and  now  a  refugee  in  tlie  United  .States,  who  is 
nephew  of  the  polished  and  amiable  Senator  refer- 
red to. 

The  two  quotations  in  the  third  paragraph  ap- 
pear to  involve  a  contradiction.  I  said,  "  Ar 
mi^ht  1)C  expected,  the  penitentiary  was  deterio- 
rating these  last  two  years."  And  again,  "My 
inspection  of  this  institution  not  having  Ijeen  ma<1*e 
since  ()ctol)er,  1892,  I  have  no  information  to  give 
regnrtling  its  administration."  This  means  in- 
formation derived  from  my  own  personal  know- 
ledge and  ol)servation,  but  in  my  official  ca]>acity 
as  insi>ector.  I  had  other  sources  of  informati<m, 
even  from  the  acting  warden,  which  enabled  me  to 
form  an  opinion  as  to  the  incompetency  and  sliort- 
coniiug  of  the  present  administration  of  the  ])eni- 
tentiary.  Hence  the  two  statements  can  be  recon- 
ciled as  facts  without  being  a  "  fling." 
Your-i  truly, 

J.  G.  MOYLAN. 
Ottawa,  22nd  May. 
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With  respect  to  the  first  part  of  that 
letter,  I  may  say  that  I  had  a  nephew  in  the 
position  of  steward  in  the  British  Columbia 
penitentiary  for  12  or  14  years.  During 
the  investigation  held  last  year,  under  a 
royal  commission  appointed  by  the  Federal 
Government  to  investigate  the  irregularities 
in  that  institution,  not  one  fact  came  out 
which  would  connect  him  with  any  wrong-' 
doing  in  that  institution.  I  have  not  seen 
the  report  of  the  commissioner,  Mr.  Justice 
Drake,  since  it  was  brought  down  in  the 
other  House,  but  I  am  aware  that  there  was 
nothing  in  the  evidence  to  show  that  he  was 
in  any  way  whatever  connected  with  any- 
thing dishonourable  or  discreditable  to  him- 
self or  to  anybody  he'onging  to  him.  It  is 
true  that  the  accountant  was  discharged  at 
the  same  time  that  the  warden  and  deputy 
warden  were  discharged  in  October  last,  but 
my  nephew  was  not  discharged.  He  con- 
tinued to  perform  his  duties  as  steward  of 
that  institution  until  Octol)er  last,  when,  of 
his  own  free  will  and  accord,  he  resigned 
the  position  and  went  to  live  in  the  United 
States.  To  say  that  he  was  a  refguee  in  the 
United  States  is  an  unqualified  falsehood, 
and  I  am  forced  to  state  that  this  roan 
Moylan,  when  he  wrote  those  words,  knew 
that  he  was  «riting  that  which  was  not 
true.  With  i-espect  to  the  accountant,  whose 
character  Mr.  Moylan  wishes  to  impeiich,  I 
may  say  that  he  has  occupied  the  position  of 
alderman  in  the  city  of  New  Westminster 
for  a  great  many  years  and  is  a  man  who 
is  respected  generally  in  that  place.  His 
bare  wonl,  as  well  as  that  of  my  nephew 
and  of  nearly  every  person  who  gave  evidence 
on  that  occasion,  would  be  taken  in  pre- 
ference to  the  sworn  statement  of  Fitzsim- 
mons,  or  the  late  Inspector  of  Penitentiaries 
either.  I  do  not  intend  to  analyse  that 
report.  I  shall  wait  until  all  the  papers 
are  before  the  Hoiise,  when  every  member 
of  the  Senate  will  be  in  a  position  to  see  for 
himself  that  I  was  right  when  a  number  of 
years  ago  I  called  attention  to  grave  irregu- 
larities in  the  penitentiary.  The  investi- 
gation proved  a  great  deal  more  than  I  even 
insinuated  on  that  occasion,  but  I  want  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  this  fact 
that  ever  since  I  made  those  statements  on 
the  floor  of  the  Senate  this  man  Moylan  has 
on  every  occasion  that  presented  itself  in- 
sulted not  only  me  but  other  members  of 
this  House,  and  that  too  under  the  author- 
ity of  the  Government  in  his  annual  report. 


I  would  call  the  attention  of  the  hon. 
Premier  to  the  fact  that  there  was  no  neces- 
sity whatever  for  Mr.  Moylan,  the  late 
inspector,  to  announce  the  fact  in  his  report 
that  this  Thomas  A.  Mclnnes  was  a  nephew 
of  mine.  I  am  not  ashamed  of  that  nephew, 
but  I  would  ask,  in  all  fairness,  am  I  to  be 
held  responsible  for  the  actions  of  a  nephew, 
or  even  of  a  much  nearer  relative  1  >Vould 
any  hon.  gentlemen  here  be  held  responsible 
for  the  actions  of  their  friends,  ho«ever 
ne>ir  and  dear  they  may  be  to  them,  so  long 
as  those  friends  are  not  under  their  control 
or  influence  and  are  of  the  full  age  of  re- 
sponsibility ?  This  was  a  gratuitous  insult, 
not  only  to  me  individually,  but  to  every 
member  occupying  a  seat  in  this  House. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— I  would  ask  my 
hon.  friend  and  the  House  whether,  on  a 
question  of  privilege,  the  hon.  gentleman 
can  make  a  speech  reflecting  upon  the  char- 
acter of  a  gentleman  of  intelligence  and  in- 
tegrity, who  is  well  known  in  the  community 
and  to  the  public  at  large  1  I  do  not  think 
he  can  do  this  simply  on  a  letter  found  in  a 
newspaper. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— The  point  is, 
whether  when  a  writer  in  a  newspaper,  or 
the  newspaper  itself,  calls  a  senator's  nephew 
a  fugitive  from  justice,  the  senator  can 
claim  the  right,  as  a  question  <>f  privilege,  to 
defend  his  nephew,  and  attack  the  newspaper 
writer.     He  certainly  cannot. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES— Before  a  decision 
is  given  on  the  point  that  has  been  mised,  I 
wish  to  call  the  attention  of  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman who  has  ju^t  spoken,  and  also  of  the 
hon.  gentleman  who  has  raised  this  question 
of  Older,  to  the  fact  that  on  two  different 
occasions,  to  my  personal  knowledge,  a 
question  has  been  brought  up  in  precisely 
the  same  -ay  as  I  have  brought  this  up. 
When  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Delanaudiere 
was  attacked,  by  this  imputent  fellow  Moy- 
lan, I  brought  it  up  myself,  and  it  was  dis- 
cussed here  for  some  t%vo  or  three  hours 
— the  whole  of  one  afternoon — by  more  than 
a  dozen  hon.  gentlemen  on  the  floor  of  this 
House. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— If  the  hon.  gentle- 
man himself  were  attacked  he  would  have  a 
right  to  defend  himself  if  it  came  under  the 
class  of  privilege,  but  w  e  have  no  right  to 
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take  advantage  of  our  seats  in  this  Houst* 
to  defend  anybody  but  /Ourselves  on  a  ques- 
tion of  privilege. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES— That  is  precisely 
what  I  ain  doing. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)— The 
hon.  member  from  Richmond  will  see  this  ; 
a  government  official  attacks  a  member  of 
this  House  and  tries  to  connect  his  name 
with  a  criiinnal,  a  p'rson  whose  word  is 
alleged  to  be  unreliable,  and  this  House 
ought  to  give  every  liberty  and  facility  to 
that  hon.  gentleman  to  clear  his  own 
character,  and  if  he  attacks  Mr.  Moylan 
for  going  out  of  his  way  to  put  his  name  in 
a  report  where  it  should  not  be,  Mr.  Moylan 
deserves  all  the  lashing  this  House  can  give 
him. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER — I  am  not  here  as 
the  advocate  of  Mr.  Moylan.  I  am  not 
expressing  approval  of  anything  that  Mr. 
Moylan  has  done.  I  have  not  read  his 
letter.  I  am  not  prepared  to  say  what  judg- 
ment T  would  pass  upon  it  if  I  did  read  it. 
But  the  point  to  which  I  wish  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  House  is  this,  that  I  do  not 
think  it  is  *  ithin  the  scope  of  the  question 
of  privilege  for  a  member  to  attempt  to 
defend  any  one  but  himself. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES — I  quite  agree  with 
what  the  hon.  gentleman  states,  but  if  the 
hon.  gentleman  paid  attention  to  the  letter 
when  I  read  it,  he  would  see  that  I  am 
directly  attacked  through  the  medium  of  my 
nephew. 

Hon.  Mr.  BELLEROSE— Hear,  hear. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES— The  letter  reads:- 

This  is  an  error.  It  is  not  W.  H.  Kearey,  the 
dismissed  accountant,  but  Thomas  Mclnnes,  late 
steward,  and  now  u  refugee  in  the  United  States, 
v^io  is  nephew  of  the  poluhed  and  amiable  senator 
referreil  to. 

Hon.  Mr.  ANGERS— That  is  not  an  at- 
tack. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES  (B.  C.)— It  is  an 
implied  slander.  There  is  no  question  about 
it. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— It  may  be  that— on 
the  nephew. 


Hon.  Mr.  McINNES— I  am  not  prepared 
to  go  on  to  debate  this  question  of  privilege, 
but  I  do  claim  that  I  am  doing  what  is  the 
duty  of  every  member  of  this  honourable 
House  when  he  is  attacked,  especially  by  a 
civil  servant,  or  a  person  in  a  still  worse  posi- 
tion, a  man  who  has  been  superannuated, 
and  is  living  on  the  taxpayers  of  this  country. 
In  my  placeinthe  Senate, over  six  years  ago,I 
called  attention  to  scandals  in  a  public  insti- 
tution and  my  statements  were  subsequently 
proved  to  be  all  true.  If  I  can  be  attacked 
with  impunity  by  the  man  who  should  have 
prevented  these  irregularities,  I  think  that 
this  House  has  fallen  very  low  indeed  if  it 
will  not  defend  itself.  This  Mr.  Moylan  is 
an  old  offender.  Within  the  last  six  years 
he  has  been  called  to  account  for  similar 
misconduct  no  less  than  twice  to  my  personal 
knowledge.  During  the  incumbency  of  the 
late  Premier,  Sir  John  Abbott,  Mr.  Moylan 
made  an  unjustiGab'e  attack  on  the  honour- 
able member  from  Delanaudi^re  in  his  annual 
report.  He  was  brought  to  task  for  it, 
censured  and  punished.  Even  the  $500 
that  was  placed  in  the  Estimates  for  an  in- 
crease of  his  salary  was  wiped  out  upon  that 
occasion,  and  he  was  then  cautioned  not 
only  by  the  late  Sir  John  Thompson,  but 
also  by  the  late  Sir  John  Abbott,  that  if  he 
should  be  foundguilty  of  any  such  offence  again 
he  would  be  suspended  or  severely  dealt  with. 
Two  years  after  that  he  attacked  me  in  his 
report,  and  thatattack  appeared  in  the  annual 
report  of  the  Minister  of  Ju-ttice.  It  was  done 
without  the  knowledge  of  the  Minister,  or  the 
Deputy  Minister  of  Justice.  Mr.  Moylan 
only  showed  it  to  the  private  secretary,  and 
it  was  smuggled  into  the  departmental  re- 
port in  that  way.  I  found  that  out  subse- 
quently. I  was  perfectly  satisfied  that  Sir 
John  Thompson  would  never  lend  himself 
to  anything  so  low  and  unworthy  as  that. 
He  was  then  summoned  to  appear  before 
the  bar  of  this  House.  But  on  the  following 
day,  before  the  meeting  of  tlie  Senate,  he 
apologized  to  this  House,  and  Sir  John 
Thompson  gave  a  pledge  that  he  would  not 
offen  I  another  time.  Now,  unfortunately 
for  this  House,  and  I  may  say  for  the  coun- 
try, when  Sir  John  Thompson  dismissed  the 
warden,  tht*  deputy  warden  and  the  ac- 
countant of  the  British  Columbia  peniten- 
tiary, he  made  the  fatal  mistake  that  he  did 
not  dismiss  this  J.  G.  Moylan,  because  when 
the  papers  are  brought  down,  I  can  show 
very  conclusively  that  he  was  probably  the 
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c>iu>e  of  nearly  all  the  iri-egularities,  all  the  ' 
wrong  doings  and  all  the  malfeasance  in  ' 
office  in  Connection  with  that  institution.  It  I 
may  be  contended  by  some  hon.  gentlemen  | 
that  liow  he  is  not  in  the  employ  of  the  gov- 1 
ernment,  as  he  is  superannuated, — that  the  | 
government  have  no  control  over  him.  Jf  I 
there  are  any  in  this  House  holding  such 
views  as  that,  I  claim — 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— I  rise  to  a 
question  of  privilege    I  appeal  to  the  Chair. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES  (B.C.)— There  is 
a  question  of  privilege  before  the  House  at 
the  present  time. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— The  quest-on 
is  whether  ray  hon.  friend  can  go  on  with 
this  tirade  of  abuse  against  a  gentleman  who 
is  not  in  the  civil  service,  and  not  in  the 
employ  of  the  government.  It  is  entirely 
beyond  his  privilege.  He  is  taking  advant- 
age of  his  position  in  this  House  to  abuse 
the  character  of  a  man  who  stands  as  high 
as  any  hon.  gentleman  in  this  House. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKP^NZIE  BOWELL— I 
would  like  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  the  fact  that  when  a  question  of  order  is 
raisetl  it  is  the  duty  of  the  speaker  to  sit 
down  until  it  is  decided.  The  hon.  member 
must  have  forgotten  that. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES  (B.C.) -I  did  not 
forget  it.  The  hon.  gentleman  rose  to  a 
quextion  of  privilege  he  stated,  and  not  a 
question  of  order. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
Then  it  was  an  act  of  discourtesy  to  the  hon. 
gentleman  as  well  as  to  the  House.  I  was 
charitable  enough  to  think  the  hon.  gentle- 
man had  forgotten  the  rule  for  the  moment. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES  (B.C.)— The  hon. 
gentleman  ro.se  to  a  question  of  privilege, 
and  not  <if  order,  consequently  I  was  per- 
fectly justified  in  not  sitting  down — it  was 
di.scourte.sy  to  the  Housp. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— The  hon.  gentleman 
from  Lunenburg  in  his  last  remarks  used 
the  wortl  privilege  instead  of  order,  but 
when  he  first  to<.)k  the  floor  he  rose  to  a 
(juestion  of  order. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— I  ask  the  rul- 
ing of  the  Chair  on  the  question  of  order. 


Hon.  Mr.  McINNES  (B.C.)— I  throw 
myself  on  the  indulgence  of  the  House. 
This  man  Moylan  is,  or  ought  to  be,  under 
the  control  of  the  government,  just  as  much 
as  if  he  were  in  their  employ.  He  has  been 
superannuated,  but  surely  we  are  not  going 
to  allow  superannuated  civil  servants  to  have 
free  scope  to  attack  members  of  this  Hou.se 
and  of  the  other  Viranch  of  Parliament  with 
impunity  and  without  redress.  I  appeal  to 
the  P'  emier  if  it  is  not  his  bounden  duty — a 
duty  that  he  owes  to  himself,  to  this  House 
and  to  this  country — that  this  man's  super- 
annu  ition  should  hn  immediately  stopped, 
or  that  he  should  be  cautioned  that  if  he 
attacks  any  member  of  this  or. the  other 
branch  of  parliament  it  will  be  stopped,  not- 
withstanding anything  that  the  counsel  for 
the  late  inspector  may  have  to  say  to  the 
contrary  in  this  House. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I  do 
not  propose  to  follow  the  hon.  gent'eman  in 
the  remarks  that  he  has  made,  because  I  am 
strongly  of  the  opinion  that  the  matter 
brought  up  by  him  is  not  a  question  of 
privilege  in  any  sense  of  the  word.  If  every 
attack  that  is  made  upon  a  public  man  in  a 
a  newspaper,  either  by  infer*- nee  or  directly, 
is  to  be  considered  a  question  of  privilege, 
there  are  very  few  of  us  who  could  not 
occupy  the  time  of  the  House  during  half 
of  the  session. 


Hon.  Mr.  PERLEY- 
any  adjournment. 


-We  would  not  want 


Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— In 

the  other  House  it  has  grown  into  practice  to 

explain  any  attack  made  up<.)n  a  member  in 

I  the  public  press,  and  also  to  di  fend  oneself.  I 

do  not  wish  to  be  understood  as  approving  in 

I  any  way  of  the  parenthetical  sentence  put  in- 

I  to  the  rejwrt  of  Mr.  Moylan.  On  the  contrary, 

]  I  had   a   conversation  only  last  Saturday 

with  the  Minister  of  Justice,  who  authorized 

'  me  to  state,  when  the  question  came  up  in 

I  this  House,  that  he  deeply  regretted  it  him- 

j  self  ;  that  how  it  got  into  the  report  he  could 

not   understand ;  that   when    he    read    the 

I  report  as  presented  to  him,  he  put  his  pen 

I  through  the  reference  to  the  hon.  geiftleman, 

]  considering  it  irrelevant ;  and  how  it  got  in 

]  afterwards  he  does  not  know.     I  told   him 

I  that  I  should  take  the  first  opportunity  to 

I  explain  the  matter  to  t  he  House.     For  my 

I  own  part,  I  think  it  is  reprehensible  on  the 

I  part  of  any  public  servant;  or  of  the  public 
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press,  to  associate  a  geatlemaa's  name  with 
that  of  another  who  may  have  done  wrong, 
simply  because  he  happens  to  be  a  connec- 
tion by  marriage  or  by  blood.  I  do  not 
know  of  any  meaner  mode  of  attack.  Still, 
I  question  very  much  whether  it  becomes  a 
question  of  privilege  that  should  be  brought 
up  in  this  House.  I  have  the  report  before 
me,  and  the  House  will  see  that  the  refer- 
ence to  the  hon.  gentlenian  was  altogether 
unnecessary.  Tne  inspector  says  in  his 
report: — "The  subsequent  career  of  many 
of  these  witnesses,  notably  of  the  accountant 
and  storekeeper"  ;  and  then  he  puts  in  pa- 
renthesis, "  nephew  of  Senator  Mclnnes,  of 
B.C." 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  ('B.C.)— That 
is  the  third  offence  of  the  same  kind. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
Now  that  the  hon.  gentleman  has  cabled 
attention  to  it,  I  remember  that  Mr.  Moy- 
lan  was  taken  to  task  for  a  similar  offence 
l)efore,  but  I  can  only  s»iy,  so  far  as  the 
Minister  of  Justice  is  concerned  that  he  was 
not  aware  that  it  was  published  until  his 
attention  was  called  to  it  by  the  questions 
on  the  paper.  How  far  the  hon.  gentle- 
man's suggestion,  in  reference  to  denling 
with  Mr.  Moylan's  superannuation  could  be 
acted  upon  is  a  question  that  I  shall  have 
to  leave  to  the  lawyers  to  decide.  My  own 
impression  is  that  he  is  as  independent  of 
the  government  to-day  as  the  hon.  gentle- 
man is  himself.  We  have  no  control  what- 
ever over  him,  and  he  has  the  same  right 
th»t  every  other  citizen  has  to  write  articles 
in  the  newspapers,  if  they  think  proper  to 
publish  them,  and  he  must  be  held  indivi- 
dually responsible,  whether  in  courts  of  law 
or  otherwise,  for  his  conduct.  I  deeply 
regret,  as  a  member  of  the  government,  and 
I  desire  to  express  equally  the  regret  of  the 
Minister  of  Justice,  that  a  report  coming 
from  any  department  of  the  government 
should,  even  inferential ly,  attack  any  hon. 
gentleman.  I  do  not  know  that  the  remark 
made  by  Mr.  Moylan  in  that  letter  that 
has  been  read  would  be  considered  a  slan- 
der. He  says  that  the  hon.  gentleman  from 
British  Columbia  is  "polished and  amiable." 
If  he  had  added  "  handsome  "  he  would  not 
have  sail  anything  in  excess.  If  ridicule 
would  justify  the  bringing  of  such  matters 
before  this  House,  I  think  I  might  mention 
quite  a  number  of  newspapers  in  which  I 
have  been  ridiculed  in  a  way  that  has  amus- 


ed me  and  my  friends,  and  disgusted  some 
of  my  family,  who  think  that  it  should  not 
be  allowed. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)— Not  by 
pensioners  of  the  government. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
We  have  nothing  to  do  with  the  pensioners 
of  the  government. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES— Withhold  their 
pensions. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
There  is  no  Jaw  which  would  justify  the 
government  in  doing  so.  If  you  think  the  of- 
fence is  so  grave  as  to  justify  that,  it  is  a 
matter  which  we  can  consider  in  the  future. 

THE  BRITISH  COLUMBIA  PENI- 
TENTIARY. 

INQUIRIES. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES  inquired:- 

Is  it  the  intention  of  the  Government  to  reappoint 
Arthur  McBride,  late  warilen,  and  William  Keary, 
late  accountant,  to  the  wanlenshtp  and  accountant- 
ship, respectively,  of  the  New  W  estminster  Peni- 
tentiary ?    If  not,  why  not  ? 

He  said  :  The  reason  -why  I  ask  the  last 
question  "  If  not,  why  not  1 "  is  this — it  was 
proven  during  the  investigation  that  both  the 
warJen  and  the  accountant  were  merely 
currying  out  the  instructions  given  ihem  by 
the  deputy  warden  anil  the  inspector  of 
penitentiaries — that  the  warden  was  a  mere 
figurehead — placed  in  that  unfortunate  posi- 
tion by  the  inspector,  and  had  to  carry  out 
the  instructions  given  him  by  the  deputy. 
Of  the  three  men,  the  guilty  person  was 
reappointed,  while  the  comparatively  inno- 
cent men  were  not  reinstated. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— It 
is  not  the  intention  of  the  Government  to 
reappoint  Arthur  McBridc,  late  warden,  and 
William  Keary,  late  accountant,  to  the 
wardensl.ip  and  accountantship,  respectively, 
of  the  New  Westminster  Penitentiary. 
Reason,  on  account  of  their  unsatisfactory 
records  while  holding  such  positions.  If 
the  statement  made  by  the  hon.  gentleman, 
that  the  warden  was  a  mere  figurehead  and 
only  carried  out  the  orders  of  a  subordinate, 
is  true,  it  is  the  very  best  reason  why  he 
should  not  be  reappwinted. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES  (B.  C.)  inquired  : 
I.   Was  it  on  the  recommendation  of  a  member 
of  the  Dominion  Parliament  from  British  Columlna, 
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that  James  Fitzsiiiimous  was  reappointed  Deputy- 
Warden  of  the  New  Westiiihister  penitentiary  ?  If 
so,  what  is  the  name  of  the  member  ? 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
Deputj'-wardens  in  Canadian  penitentiaries 
are  appointed  on  the  responsibility  and 
on  the  recommendation  of  the  Minister 
of  Justice,  and  not  on.  the  recommendation 
of  a  member  of  Parliament.  This  course 
was  followed  in  the  case  of  James  Fitz- 
simmons. 

ESQUIMALT  AND  NANAIMO  RAII^ 
WAY  SUBSIDY. 

INQUIRY. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES  (B.C.)  inquired  : 

Has  Mr.  .Taraes  T)uiismuir,  of  Victoria,  British 
Columbia,  President  of  the  Esquimalt  and  Nan- 
ainio  Railway  Company,  or  any  one  else  on  behalf 
of  said  railway  company,  applied  for  the  usual 
railway  subsidy  of  $3,200  per  mile  to  assist  in  ex- 
tending their  road  from  Wellington  to  Comox  ? 
If  so,  is  it  the  intention  of  the  Government  to 
gi-aut  the  application  ? 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
Mr.  Dunsmuir  has  made  application  for  a 
subsidy  of  S3,200  per  mile  for  the  extension 
of  t  he  Esquimalt  and  Nanaimo  Railway  from 
Wellington  to  Comox.  The  Finance  Min- 
ister made  the  announcement  in  the  House 
of  Commons  a  short  time  ago  (which  is  now 
repeated)  that  the  government  does  not 
contemplate  granting  any  cash  subsidies  to 
railways  this  session. 

BRITISH  PACIFIC  RAILWAY. 

INQUIRY. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES  (B.C.)  inquired  :— 

Has  Mr.  R.  V.  Rithet,  of  Victoria,  British  Col- 
umbia, A'ice-President  of  the  British  Pacific  Rail- 
way Company,  or  anyone  else  on  l>ehalf  of  said 
railway  company,  applied  for  the  usual  railway 
subsidy  of  8.3,'20()  per  mile  to  assist  in  building  their 
railway  ?  If  so,  is  it  the  intention  of  the  (Jovern- 
nient  lo  grant  the  application? 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— No 
application  has  been  made  by  Mr.  R.  P. 
Rithet  or  anyone  else  for  a  subsidy  of  $3,200 
per  mile,  in  aid  of  the  construction  of  the 
"  British  Pacific  Railway." 

THE  PROPOSED  MONUMENT  AT 
LOUTSBOURG. 

INQUIRY. 

Hon.  Mr.  POIRIER  inquired  :— 

Is  the  Oovernment  aware  that  the  "  Massachu- 
setts Society  of  Colonial  Wars  "  is  al>out  to  erect  a 


monument  at  Louisbourg.C^ape  Breton,  commemor- 
ative of  tbo  taking  of  that  place  in  1T45?  Whsl 
inscription  is  this  monument  to  liear?  Does  the 
site  of  the  old  fortress  of  I^iouisbourg  belong  to  tne 
Dominion  Oovernment  ?  If  not,  to  whom  does  it 
belong  ? 

He  said  :  I  find  that  a  member  of  t'.e 
other  House  has  put  the  question  whether 
the  Dominion  Government  had  granted  the 
Massachusetts  Society  of  Colonial  Wars 
leave  and  license  to  erect  a  monument  ut 
Louisbourg  commemorating  the  capture  of 
that  plaoe  in  1745,  and  that  the  answer  was 
'•  no."  I  am  further  assured  that  the  Min- 
ister of  Militia  has  refused  to  allow  Canadian 
militia  to  parade  at  this  celebration  on  our 
soil.  This  information  is  gratifying,  and  so 
much  of  a  vexed  question  is  settled,  but  who 
granted  that  permission  ?  One  would  natur- 
ally think  that  this  affair,  being  of  an  inter- 
national nature,  would  require  the  assent  of 
the  very  highest  authority  in  the  land.  Was 
permission  granted  to  the  Society  of  Colonial 
Wars  by  the  Imperial  authority  ?  I  do  not 
know,  but  I  cannot  believe  it.  The  British 
are  accustomed  to  win  battles,  but,  as  far  as 
my  knowledge  of  history  goes,  they  i-efrain 
from  acting  meanly  after  a  victory.  They 
know  how  to  conquer,  but  they  know,  too, 
hdw  to  be  magnanimous  and  act  with  pro- 
priety. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)— They 
put  up  their  own  monuments. 

Hon.  Mr.  POIRIER— They  put  up  their 
own  monuments,  and  I  do  not  know  that 
they  have  tried  to  go  into  foreign  lands  to 
erect  monuments  commemorating  their  vic- 
tories there.  If  they  were  todoso,  which  would 
be  absolutely  unseemly,  no  doubt  they  would 
find  themselves  in  many  cases  in  trouble, 
because  they  would  be  in  a  position  to  erect 
such  monuments  in  almost  every  civilized 
and  uncivilized  country  in  the  world.  But 
that  is  not  the  question  before  us  now.  The 
announcement  of  the  intention  to  erect  a 
monument  commemorating  the  victory  of 
1745  over  France  and  the  French  Acadians 
hay  aroustd  an  unp'easant  feeling  in  the 
maritime  provinces,  at  least  amongst  a  large 
portion  of  the  population.  I  am  the  re- 
cipient of  many  letters  on  the  question. 
INIany  newspapers  have  commented  upon  it, 
and  not  knowing  from  whom  the  American 
society  had  obtained  permission,  and  not 
believing  at  all  that  such  permission  had 
l)een  granted,  such  papers  aa  L' Evangeline 
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in  Nova  Scotia,  the  Courrier  des  Pro- 
vitu:e»  Maritimes  in  Gloucester,  and  the 
Moniteur  Acadien  in  Westmoreland  county, 
have  been  discussing  the  question.  The 
articles  are  not  nt  all  aggressive,  but  they 
show  in  what  spirit  that  commemoration  is 
received  among  a  large  portion  of  the  citizens 
of  the  lower  provinces.  I  will  simply  read 
the  conclusion  that  one  writer  arrives  at  in 
an  article  signed  by  himseif.  He  is  a  re- 
sponsible man  who  writes  in  the  Moniteur 
Acadien,  a  newspaper  published  at  She- 
diac.  Commenting  on  thin  celebration,  the 
writer  gives  the  history  of  thj  capture  of 
Louisbourg  in  1745,  and  by  way  of  conclu- 
sion says : 

It  is  certain  that  very  few  Canadians,  either  Kug- 
lish  or  French,  Protestant  or  Cutholic,  will  take 
any  pride  in  the  aggressive  demonstration  that  a 
few  Americans  of  tne  old  scliool  take  upon  tliem- 
gelves  to  make  at  Louislraurg. 

And  the  n-wspapei-  goes  on  and  gives  the 
full  reasons  why  it  should  be  discounten- 
anced. Now,  some  English-speaking  papers 
have  taken  up  the  question  to'>,  and  I  will 
simply  give  a  short  extract  from  a  Nova 
Scotia  paper,  the  Gasket,  published  I 
believe  in  the  county  represented  by  the 
late  Sir  John  Thompson  : — 

A  monument  at  ISalem  to  mark  the  8|K>t  where 
the  so-called  witches  were  burned  would  be  in 
order,  as  that  is  a  chapter  in  the  history  of  our 
neighbours  well  worth  commemorating  as  an  his- 
tiincal  fact,  but  if  a  monument  on  Canadiau  soil 
should  be  erected  by  aliens  on  the  spot  hallowed 
by  historical  scenes  and  fraught  with  painful 
suggestions  to  the  descendants  of  the  French 
nation,  who  now  form  a  part  of  this  country  of 
onrs,  appears  an  action  entirely  uncalled  for  and 
which  would  hardly  receive  the  support  of  Cana- 
dians in  general. 

No  such  insult  on  the  part  of  the  Imperial 
authorities  towards  the  French  Canadians  would 
be  contemplated  as  is  conveyed  by  this  action  of 
the  Massachusetts  Society  of  Colonial  Wars. 

T  will  give  you  no  more  readings  from 
newspapers,  these  will  suffice  to  show  the 
hon.  House  that  the  proposed  erection  of  a 
monu't.ent  is  received  in  anything  but  a 
friendly  spirit  by  many  of  our  people.  The 
fact  of  alien  people  taking  upon  themselves 
to  erect  a  monument  on  a  foreign  land  is,  in 
itself,  a  thing  unheard  of  among  civilized 
nations.  Why  should  the  Americans,  who 
are  more  or  less  friendly  to  the  empire,  come 
here  and  commemorate  a  military  event  in 
a  manner  calculated  to  give  offence  to  a  part 
of  the  population  who  are  loyal  subjects  to 
the  Crown  of  England  now,  or  to  the  whole 


population  I  may  say!  Would  the  United 
States  or  any  other  nation  tolerate  such  a 
thing  ?  I  do  not  believe  it.  No  doubt  they 
carried  Louisbourg,  hut  if  we  go  to  history 
we  must  also  admit  that  the  glory  of  that 
capture,  if  glory  there  was,  is  not  wholly 
Amer'can.  If  Pepperrell  and  his  chaplain 
and  his  followers  had  been  alone,  T  believe 
Louisbourg  wouldnever  have  fallen  into  their 
hands.  If  Commodore  Warren  had  not 
been  there,  no  demand  would  be  made  for 
the  erection  of  a  monument  to-day.  Louis- 
lx)urg  would  still  l)e  French.  Why  should 
the  Americans  come  and  take  upon  them- 
selves the  glory,  if  glory  there  is?  Their 
part  of  the  affair  is  not  a  glorious 
one,  and  th"  real  capture  of  Louis- 
bourg is  due  to  the  English — Warren  and 
his  oificers.  But  that  is  not  the  question. 
If  to-dav,  for  example,  it  is  proper  for  the 
Americans  to  come  here  and  erect  monu- 
ments of  their  supposed  glory  on  our  Cana- 
dian soil  and  stir  up  feelings  which  are  any- 
thing but  pleasant,  then  it  would  be  proper 
for  the  colonists  of  France,  the  Normans,  to 
erect  a  monument  where  the  battle  of  Hast- 
ings was  fought,  commemorating  the  con- 
quest of  England  by  the  French.  The 
English  would  not  tolerate  it,  and  no 
Frenchmen  would  ask  it,  because  it  would  be 
looked  upon  as  absolutely  unseemly ;  it  would 
look  ridiculous.  Supposing  now  that  Cana- 
dians were  to  go  and  erect  a  monument  at 
Carillon  where  Abercrombie  with  his  1 6,000 
men  were  routed  by  3,500  Frenchmen,  how 
would  the  press  take  it  ?  What  would  the 
American  Government  say  to  that  action? 
Of  course  our  people  would  not  dream  of 
such  an  unseemly  action,  or  demand  a  thing 
so  unreasonable.  Or  supposing  our  militia, 
commemorating  military  achievements  of 
ours,  were  to  go  with  or  without — I  believe 
in  this  Ix)uisbourg  case  it  was  without — per- 
mission and  erect  a  monument  at  Monon- 
gahela  where  Braddock  with  his  troops  and 
Washington  who  never  told  a  lie  were 
licked  by  the  Canadians— how  would 
the  Americans  accept  it  ?  We  would  hear  a 
justifiable  howl.  The  men  who  would 
attempt  such  a  thing  would  never  come 
back  to  this  soil  to  tell  the  story.  Why  should 
we  do,  or  allow  others  to  do  what  our 
neighbours  would  certainly  not  tolerate 
from  us  ?  If  this  monument  was  simply  in 
honour  of  the  dead,  it  would  be  right  enough. 
Those  people,  French,  English  and  Swiss — 
because  the  French  gnrriscn   was  composed 
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mostly  of  Swiss  who  died  a  military  death — 
died  for  their  country  or  their  pay  and  they 
deserve  commemoration,  but  if  I  understand 
the  meaning  of  the  proposed  monument  it  is  I 
not  to  be  erected  to  the  memory  of  the  dead,  i 
but  a<  an  apotheosis  of  war  and  victories.  It 
is  a  monument  that,  if  those  soldiers  who  are 
sleeping  their  last  slumber  could  understand 
it,  would  mean  glqrification  for  some  of 
them  and  the  reverse  for  the  others.  There 
is  no  occasion  for  that.  The  time  for  those 
bitter  wars  is  past,  and  if  we  are  going  to 
erect  monuments,  let  us  raise  monuments  to 
the  dead  without  discrimination.  Now  what 
inscription  is  thg,t  monument  to  bearl 
That  is  an  i  iportant  question.  We  have 
no  control  over  them,  apparently.  They 
are  going  there  to  erect  a  costly  monument 
of  marble  or  granite,  but  what  inscription  is 
it  going  to  bear  t  If  those  who  are  going 
to  erect  it  wish  to  be  true  to  history,  I  sup 
pose  they  will  have  to  portray  the  one  that 
first  landed  in  the  batterie  Royale,  and  who 
is  he  ?  They  will  have  to  put  the  picture  of 
an  Indian  who  was  given  a  bottle  of 
brandy  to  go  and  see  why  it  was  that 
there  was  no  cannonading  from  the  French 
fort  and  who  had  the  courage,  under  the 
influence  of  his  bottle  of  brandy,  to  go  up  to 
the  fort.  He  saw  nobody  there,  and  said, 
"  Hurrah,  we  have  the  fort."  1  suppose  he 
will  have  the  foremost  place  on  the  monu- 
ment, because  Ijouisbourg,  being  defended  by 
Swiss  mostly,  and  those  soldiers  not  being 
paid  and  their  rations  being  very  poor, 
oflfered  no  resistance  in  trying  to  defend  the 
"  batterie  Royale"  and  went  away  allowing  it 
to  be  taken  with  all  the  ammunition  and  all 
the  guns,  and  the  one  who  took  it  was  an 
Indian  from  Massachusetts,  not  one  of  our 
Indians,  who  are  temperance  people.  What 
next  1  Will  Pepperrell's  chaplain  b3  depicted 
on  one  of  the  four  faces  of  the  monument 
— because  there  will  be  four  faces — waiving 
an  axe  in  his  hand  and  announcing  that  he 
is  going  to  that  French  fortress  to  "demolish 
the  cross  and  other  emblems  of  idolatry  '(" 
I  suppose  so,  if  these  gentlemen  wish  to 
be  historical.  ,Will  they  also  mention  in 
the  inscription  on  the  monument  that 
four  hundred  men  who  were  sent  out,  after 
the  taking  of  the  fort,  to  destroy  all  the 
French  settlements  and  houses  in  Cape  Breton 
and  Prince  Edward  Island,  did  most  fully  and 
most  religiously  perform  their  work  amongst  a 
peaceful  population  1 1  suppose  that  the  episo<le 
will  also  be  inscribed  on  the  monument.  And, 


since  it  is  a  commemoration  of  a  great  deed, 
will  they  also  recall  the  fact  that  the  taking 
of  Louisbourg  was  accompanied  by  very  few- 
fatalities  ?  However,  after  the  fortress  was 
taken,  as  is  shown  by  the  report  of  Gov- 
ernor Shirley  himself,  within  a  very  short 
time,  890  colonial  sokiiers  did  die  within 
the  fortress  of  Louisbourg ;  but  not  from 
the  effects  of  balls  and  bullets,  nor  from 
cannons,  but  from  other  causes  which 
history  will  tell,  and  which,  for  fear  of  scan- 
dalizing our  temperance  people,  I  will  refrain 
from  mentioning.  I  suppose  those  foreigners 
are  going  to  commemorate  all  that ;  and 
they  will  have  to  do  so  if  they  wish  to  be 
true  to  history.  It  is  not  worth  while  to 
erect  a  monument  to  recall  such  feats,  and  if 
there  is  any  way  of  preventing  it,  either  by 
an  expression  of  public  opinion  or  the  action 
of  the  Imperial  authorities  or  of  this 
government  and  making  those  people, 
who  seem  to  have  no  sense  of  international 
decency,  understand  that  while  there  is 
nothingexoeedinssly  harmful  in  their  actions, 
there  is  something  unseemly  and  uncalled 
for  and  would  be  rendering  them  a  ser- 
vice indeed.  We  know  the  actual  senti- 
ment of  some  of  those  New  England 
States  towards  England  by  the  resolutions 
they  have  recently  passed  iinent  the  Nicara- 
gua troubles,  I  do  not  see  why  we  should 
allow  these  very  men  to  come  here  and 
erect  a  monument  on  our  land,  against 
the  peace  of  British  subjects  and  Canadian 
citizens.  Therefore,  on  behalf  of  a  large 
portion  of  the  people  of  the  maritime 
provinces  I  protest  against  the  erection 
of  a  monument  glorifying  the  action  of 
the  colonists  in  the  taking  of  Louisbourg  in 
1745,  as  unnecessary,  uncalled  for,  highly 
improper  and  offensive. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELI^ 
In  reply  to  the  hon.  gentleman,  who  has 
made  a  very  interesting  and  historical 
speech,  I  can  inform  him  that,  so  far  as  we 
know,  the  scheme  for  the  erection  of  a  monu- 
ment in  commemoration  of  the  taking  of 
Louisbourg  in  174-5,  by  the  militia  of  the 
state  of  5lassa(husetts,  originated  with  a 
historical  society  formed  in  Boston  and  in 
the  neighbouring  localities,  of  which  the 
Canadian  (Tovemment  had  no  knowledge, 
nor  was  its  consent  aske  t.  The  govern- 
ment have  no  knowledge  what  inscription 
is  to  1)6  placed  on  the  monument.  The 
Department  of  Militia  and  Defence  has  no 
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property  at  liouisbourg,  nor  has  it  any  know- 
ledgs  to  whom  the  property  upon  which 
the  proposed  monument  is  to  be  erected 
belongs. 

THIRD  READINGS. 

Bill  (E)  "  An  Act  further  to  amend  the 
Civil  Service  Act" — (Mr.  Angers). 

Bill  (27)  "An  Act  respecting  the  Alberta 
Railway  and  Coal  Company." — (Mr.  Mac- 
Innes). 

COPYRIGHT  ACT  AMENDMENT 
BILL. 

SECOND   READING. 

Hon.  Mr.  ANGERS  moved  the  second 
reading  of  Bill  (F)  "  An  Ace  to  amend  the 
Ac:  intituled  an  Act  respecting  Copyright." 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— I  wish  to  make 
some  remarks  upon  this  question  of  copy- 
right, and  as  the  hour  is  late  I  would  ask 
the  hun.  gentleman  to  postpone  the  second 
reading  of  the  bill  until  tomorrow. 

Hon.  Mr.  ANGERS— If  the  lion,  gentle- 
man only  wishes  to  speak  upon  the  bill,  and 
his  remarks  are  confined  to  it,  his  speech 
would  be  very  short.  The  bill  has  this  in 
view  :  at  the  request  of  Lord  Ripon  we 
have  agreed  to  bring  in  a  bill  to  obtain 
from  persons  depositing  books  for  copyright 
three  copies  instead  of  two.  At  present  we 
have  two  copies,  <  ne  for  a  recorJ  in  the 
Archives  Department  and  one  for  the 
Library  of  Parliament,  and  now  the  third 
copy  is  t'»  go  to  the  British  Museum.  That 
is  thp  sole  obj  ct  of  the  bill ;  it  only  alters 
the  word  -'two"  to  'three,"  and  states 
where  the  third  copy  is  to  go.  Of  course, 
the  hon.  gentleman  would  be  offerod  very 
limited  scope  in  ds'-ussing  the  copyright 
question  on  this  bill.  I  think  he  had  better 
create  some  other  occasion  where  he  could 
express  his  opinion  on  the  question  of  copy- 
right. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— I  was  mt  aware 
what  the  scope  of  the  bill  was,  but  I  will 
defer  my  remai  ks. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

INDIAN    ACT    AMENDMENT    BILL. 

SECOND   READINO. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL 
moved  the  second  reading  of  Bill  (G)    "  An 


Act  further  to  amend  the  Indian  Act."  He 
said :  Ihave  a  minute  of  the  amendments,  and 
perhaps  it  would  be  just  as  well  that  I  should 
give  them  to  the  House  now,  in  order  that 
members  may  be  better  able  to  judge  of  the 
merits  of  the  bill  when  it  goes  to  committee 
for  dbcussion  of  the  det  ails.  Clause  1  of  the 
bill  repeals  section  38  of  the  act  as  enacted 
by  section  3  of  chapter  32  of  the  Sf^tutas  of 
1894,  and  substitutes  a  section  which  gives 
wider  scope  as  to  leading  for  the  benefit  of 
individual  Indians  land  held  by  them. 
Even  under  the  provision  made  lost  session 
as  to  the  leasing  of  land  held  by  individual 
Indians  without  a  surrender,  cases  have 
arisen  in  which  such  land  could  not  be  leased 
without  the  consent  of  the  band,  though  it 
was  plainly  a  question  in  which  the  band 
was  not,  as  a  whole,  interested.  There  are 
Indians  who  are  neither  sick,  aged  nor  in- 
firm, nor  yet  engaged  in  occupations  pre- 
cluding them  from  cultivating  land,  who 
ought  to  be  free  to  lease  land  belonging  to 
them  (with  the  consent  of  the  department) 
which  they  do  n  .t  wish  to  cultivate,  and  it 
is  scarcely  fair  that  it  should  be  in  the 
power  of  members  of  the  band  to  prevent 
their  doing  so.  There  are  in  Canada 
Indians  living  on  their  accumulated  earn- 
ing..,, who  have  no  need  of  'ultivating  land  for 
their  support,  and  in  such  cases  it  is  felt  that 
the  department  should  be  free  to  authorize 
their  '.easing  the  land  held  by  tliem  on 
the  reserve  without  a  surrender.  As  it  is 
impossible  to  specify  accurately  in  the  Act  the 
different  cases  in  which  land  may  be  leased 
for  the  benefit  of  the  Indian  shareholders 
thereof,  it  is  thought  best  to  make  a  general 
provision  such  as  that  proposed,  leaving  the 
department  free  to  lease  land  in  such  cases 
as  it  considers  it  in  the  interest  of  the  Indian 
holders  to  lease  it  for  their  benefit.  It  will 
be  observed  that  the  proposed  section  is  so 
woided  as  to  preclud"  the  leasing  without  a 
surrender  of  any  land  except  such  as  is  held 
by  an  individual  Indian,  and  then  only  for 
h  s  benefit.  Clause  2  of  the  bill  substitute* 
a  new  section  for  section  70  of  the  act. 
There  has  been  some  question  as  to  the  exact 
meaning  of  section  70  as  it  stands  in  the 
act,  and  the  object  of  the  change  is  to  make 
clear  the  meaning  which  the  department 
has  always  acted  upon.  The  way  the  section 
now  reads  there  seems  mom  for  the  view 
that  the  Governor  has  not  authority  to  direct 
the  expenditure  of  capital  from  time  to  time, 
for  the  purposes  mentioned  in  the  three  last 
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lines  of  the  section,  and  he  can  only  order 
that  a  certain  percentage  or  portion  shall  be 
Met  aside  to  form  a  fund  for  the  slid  pur- 
poses. Moreover,  while  the  section,  as  it 
stands,  provides  for  contribution  being  made 
to  schools,  and  although  it  has  been  held 
that  capital  may,  under  that  section,  be  ex- 
pended in  building  schools  to  be  attended 
by  the  Indians,  it  is  thought  well  to  have 
the  proposed  words  added  so  as  to  make  the 
point  perfectly  clear.  It  has  been  held  that 
the  construction  of  roads  included  the  build- 
ing of  bridges,  but  doubt  has  been  thrown 
upon  that  inter{.'retation ;  it  has,  therefore, 
been  thought  well  to  insert  the  word 
"bridges"  and  also  the  words  "ditches  and 
water  courses,"  so  as  to  prevent  any  diffi- 
culty arising  in  future,  as  it  is  necessary 
that  the  Governor  in  Council  should  have 
the  power  to  expend  the  capital  of  a  band, 
in  doing  such  work  wi  hout  the  consent  of 
the  band,  for  otherwise  roads  leading 
through  reserves  might  be  allowed  to  get 
into  such  a  condition  as  to  detrimentally 
effect  the  interests  of  dwellers  in  neighbour- 
ing settlements,  and  if  the  Governor  in 
Council  has  not  power  to  build  and  support 
schools  out  of  such  money  without  the  con- 
sent of  the  Indians,  it  will  be  in  the  hands 
of  the  Indians  to  impede  th?  Indian 
educational  'policy  of  the  government. 
Clause  3  of  the  hill  substitutes  a  new 
section  for  section  75  of  the  Act.  Under 
the  law  as  it  stands,  it  would  appear  that 
the  Governor  in  Council  has  only  power  to 
depose  chiefs  chosen  under  the  elective  sys- 
tem after  the  same  has  been  applied  to  the 
band  by  Order  in  Council.  As  there  are 
very  many  bands  in  which  the  system  lias 
not  been  app.ied  and  cases  have  arisen  in 
which  the  interests  of  such  bands  call  for 
the  removal  of  chiefs  on  account  of  immor- 
ality, &c.,  it  has  been  telt  that  the  law 
should  be  .so  amended  as  to  make  it  clear 
that  the  Governor  in  Council  has  power  to 
remove  any  chief  for  the  causes  mentioned 
in  the  section.  In  amending  the  section  it 
is  thought  well  to  wipe  out  the  distinction 
between  head  chief  and  second  chief,  as  in 
councils  chosen  under  the  elective  system 
the  distinction  has  no  significance  and  only 
tends  to  confusion.  The  law  as  it  stands 
make  the  maximum  number  of  chiefs  which 
&  l)and  may  have  six  head  chiefs  and  twolve 
second  chiefs.  The  proposed  amendment 
makes  fifteen  the  maximum  number  of  chiefs. 
In  the  law  as  it  stands  there  is  no  provision 


under  which  an  Indian  who  l>ecomes  en- 
franchised can  be  paid  his  si. are  of  the 
moneys  of  a  band  unless  the  band  takes 
action  under  section  ninety-three  for 
the  general  enfranchisement  of  its  members. 
The  department  has  been  asked  by  enfran- 
chised Indians  for  their  share  of  their  t>and's 
money's,  and  as  it  is  thought  that  Indians 
who  so  desire  and  are  found  qualified  should 
be  given  their  share  of  the  capital,  as  well 
as  of  the  land  of  the  band,  and  thus  be 
entirely  removed  from  the  guardianship  of 
the  department  All  that  part  of  section 
93  (beginning  at  the  twelfth  line)  which 
provides  for  the  payment  of  band  funds,  &c., 
to  enfranchise  Indians  when  the  whole  band 
decide  upon  enfranchisement,  has  therefore 
been  embodied  in  section  SHa,  which  clau.se 
4  of  the  bill  proposes  to  add  to  the  Act, 
in  such  a  way  as  to  make  the  pro- 
visions as  to  payment  of  band  moneys 
apply  to  cases  of  individual  enfranchisement. 
As  the  new  section  88o  contains  all  neces- 
sary provisions  for  the  payment  to  enfran- 
chised Indians  of  their  share  of  band  moneys, 
it  is  not  necessary  to  repeat  them,  and 
clause  5  of  the  present  hill,  therefore,  pro- 
vides that  section  93  of  the  Act  which  con. 
tains  the  provisions  embodied  in  section  88a 
be  repealeid,  and  a  short  section  substituted, 
which  simply  provides  for  bands  taking 
action  for  general  enfranchisement,  and 
makes  all  provisions  as  to  enfranchisement 
of  individual  Indians  apply  in  such  cases. 
It  has  been  found  that  section  114  of  the 
Act  as  it  stands  is  insufficient  to  prevent 
the  holding  of  such  Indian  festivals  such  as 
the  Potlach  or  Tainauau-as.  The  late  Chief 
Justice  of  British  Columbia  expressed  the 
opinion  that  it  would  be  difficult  to  convict 
under  it.  It  has  been  held  that  the  more 
designation  of  the  festival  v.r  dance,  such  as 
the  Potlach  or  Tamanawas  is  not  sufficient  for 
conviction  of  an  Indian  or  other  person  en- 
gaging or  assisting  in  celebrating  it,  but  that 
what  is  done  thereat,  which  constitutes  the 
offence,  must  likewise  be  describ-'d.  As 
there  is  a  similar  dance  to  the  Potlach  cele- 
brateH  by  the  Indian  bands  in  the  North- 
west Territories,  known  as  Omas-ko-sim-moo- 
wok  or  "grass  dance,"  commonly  known  as 
"  Giving  away  dance,"  and  there  are,  no 
doubt,  Indian  celebrations  of  the  same  char- 
acter elsewhere,  all  of  which  consist  of  the 
giving  away,  parting  with,  or  exchanging  of 
large  quantities  of  per  onal  effects,  some- 
times all  that  the  pai  ticipants  own,  and  it  is 
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considered  better  to  prohibit  all  giving-away 
festivals,  as  they  are  conducive  of  extravar 
gance,  and  cause  much  loss  of  time  and  the 
assemblage  of  large  numbers  of  Indians, 
with  all  the  usual  attendant  evils.  The 
Tamanawas,  which  has  been  known  to  last 
from  October  until  March,  result  in  great 
wast-f  of  time  and  much  demoralizati  >n.  Tt 
consists  of  orgies  of  the  most  disgusting 
character,  viz.,  biting  the  arms  of  spectators, 
eating,  .  r  rather  tearing  to  pieces,  dogs  and 
human  bodies  exhumed  for  the  purpose. 
The  initiation  is  looked  upon  as  an  honour 
and  eagerly  sought  after.  Large  quantities 
of  property  being  given  to  the  head  Taman- 
awas man  for  admission  into  the  rites,  which 
are  made  as  mystical  as  possible.  It  is  known 
as  medicine  work,  and  is  a  prominent  and 
chief  feature  of  savage  life.  It  prevails  at 
Nass,  Kit-amnht,  Owickanoe,  Knight-inlet 
and  among  the  Kwa-kewlths  of  the  north 
coasts  of  Vancouver  Island  and  the  south- 
west coast  of  the  mainland  of  British  Col- 
umbia. The  proposed  clause  7  differs  from 
the  law  as  it  stands  in  that  it  gives  Indian 
agents  the  power  of  two  justices  of  the 
peace  in  cases  of  oJence  by  Indians,  against 
any  of  the  provisions  of  part  XV.  of  the 
Criminal  Code,  as  well  as  part  XIII.,  and  it 
gives  agents  magistral  powers  over  non- 
treaty  Indians.  It  is  thought  de.sirable  and 
admissible  also  that  ngents  should  be  em- 
powered to  try  Indians  for  vagrancy  under 
part  XV.  of  the  Code,  as  well  as  for  offences 
against  morality  under  part  XIII.  It  is 
frequently  difficult  to  bring  Indian.*,  guilt)' 
of  vagrancy,  before  two  justices  of  the 
peace,  and  evil  results  follow  from  such 
offences  h»ing  allowed  to  go  unpunished. 
In  drafting  the  section  as  it  stands  upon 
the  statute-book  at  present,  sight  was  lost 
of  the  fact  that  the  term  "Indians"  used 
therein  did  not,  as  defined  by  sec- 
tion 2,  paragraph  (A)  of  the  *  Indian 
Act,  include  all  the  Indian  population 
of  reserves,  for  in  some  ciuses,  part  of 
the  Indian  population  came  under  the 
designation  "  non-treaty  Indian,''  as  defined 
in  paragrap'i  (1)  of  tliesaid  section.  In  the 
proposed  amendment  this  oversight  is  reme- 
died. Clause  8  adds  two  new  sections  to  the 
Act,  viz.,  140  and  141.  Section  140  pro- 
vides that  when  an  Indian  leaves  one  band 
and  enters  another,  hs  shaie  of  the  capital 
of  the  band  that  he  leaves  shall  go  to  the 
credit  of  the  band  that  he  enters.  In  cer- 
tain transfers  from   one  band   to  another 


which  have  taken  place,  complaint  has  Iwen 
made  by  some  Indians  that  the  band  from 
which  an  Indian  withdrew  to  enter  another, 
gained  by  the  withdrawal,  while  the  mem- 
bers of  the  band  which  he  entered  lost  by 
having  their  share  of  interest  money  dimin- 
i-hed,  and  it  has  been  held  that  an  Indian 
leaving  one  band  and  entering  another  should 
take  with  him  his  share  at  least  of  the  capital. 
The  contention  is  considered  a  fair  one, 
and  the  proposed  section  has  been  drafted  to 
meet  such  cases.  Clause  141  provides  for  the 
reduction  of  the  price  at  which  Indian  lands 
have  been  sold  or  the  rent  at  which  they 
are  leased,  when  the  same  is  excessive. 
It  has  been  the  custom  of  the  department 
to  make  such  reductions  as  are  contemplated 
by  the  amendment,  it  having  been  considered 
that  the  department  was  within  its  right 
in  doing  so  when  the  circumstances  of  the 
case  warranted  a  reduction,  but  where  reduc- 
tions were  made  on  a  large  scale,  as  was  the 
case  on  the  Saugeen  Peninsula  in  1875,  the 
authority  of  His  Excellency  in  Council  was 
obtained.  When,  however,  the  question 
came  up  of  wiping  out  part  of  the  arrears' 
due  by  the  censitaires  of  Sault  St.  L  >uis,  the 
matter  was  referred  to  the  Department  of 
Justice  for  advice  as  to  the  course  to  be 
followed,  and  the  Minister  of  Justice 
expressed  the  opinion  that  it  would  Ikj 
neces.sary  to  have  the  authority  of  Parlia- 
ment for  foregoing  any  part  of  the  amount 
due.  This  gave  rise  to  doubt  as  to  the  legal- 
ity of  the  department's  reducing,  even  with 
the  authority  of  His  Excellency  in  Council, 
arrears  of  purcha.se  money  on  Indian  lands, 
or  the  interest  thereon,  and  on  the  advice 
of  the  Department  of  Justice  was  informed 
that  the  Minister  of  Justice  wts  of  the 
opinion  that  the  authority  of  Parliament 
was  necessary  for  the  making  of  such  roduc- 
tion.  The  cases  in  which  the  making  of 
.such  reductions  was  authorized  by  order  in 
council  of  the  .30th  September,  1875,  afford 
striking  examples  of  purchasers  of  land 
undertaking  to  pay  exorbitant  prices.  Several 
purchased  at  public  auction  in  1856  and 
1857,  when  speculation  in  land  was  rife,  and 
undertook  to  pay  as  high  as  S5  and  ^G  and  67 
an  acre  for  land  which  proved  to  be  whoUyun- 
fit  for  cultivation.  Others  who  bought  in  the 
ordinary  way  paid  in  accordance  with  a 
surveyor's  valuation,  which  was  made  when 
the  land  was  thickly  wooded  and  the  real 
estate  market  in  an  inflated  condition.  It 
would  have  been  utterly  impossible  to  have 
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collected  the  amountii  due  by  the  purchasers, 
and  to  have  evicted  them  would  have  been 
a  hardship.  Individual  ca-^es  of  a  similar  na- 
ture freely  come  before  the  department.  Too 
high  a  valuation  is  often  made  of  land,  and 
even  practical  farmers  are  frequently  de- 
ceived as  to  its  value,  finding  after  they  be- 
gin to  clear  that  there  is  no  depth  of  soil 
and  that  the  bare  rock  will  be  exposed  on  a 
fire  going  over  the  land.  But  the  opinion 
of  the  Minister  of  Justice,  bars  the  depart- 
ment from  giving  in  this,  and  other  cases, 
the  relief  which  it  is  customary  to  grant. 
Hence  the  authority  of  Parliament  is  asked 
for  makinq  reductions  by  way  of  foregoing 
part  of  the  jiurchase  money  due  or  the  in- 
terest thereon.  Very  few  reductions  have 
ever  been  made  in  rents  payable  under 
lease.  Indian  lands  are  mostly  leased  for 
the  benefit  of  the  individual  Indian  owners 
thereon,  and  only  occasionally  for  the  whole 
band,  and  when  reductions  in  rent  have 
been  made  in  cases  of  land  leased  for  the 
benefit  of  the  Indian  owner,  the  consent  of 
the  Indian  owner  has  first  been  obtained. 
It  is  doubtful,  however,  whether  the  depart- 
ment has  authority  to  reduce  rent,  even 
with  the  consent  of  the  Indian  owners ;  and, 
as  there  is  sometimes  very  good  reason  for 
reducing  rent,  it  is  thought  well  to  remove 
all  doubt  as  to  the  department's  right  to  do 
so.  There  are  a  number  of  cases  which  J 
could  cite  to  show  the  hardship  which  would 
be  inflicted  upon  purchasers,  were  the  full 
amount  exacted,  but  I  shall  not  weary  the 
House  with  them.  They  can  be  given  when 
in  Committee,  if  such  be  deemed  necessary. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDOXALD  (B.C.)— The 
hon.  gentleman  spoke  of  taking  power  under 
the  bill  to  pay  enfranchised  Indian.s  their  in- 
terest in  the  property  of  the  band.  What 
would  become  of  the  Indians  who  are  not 
enfranchised?  What  would  bee  >me  of 
widows  whose  husbands  were  entitled  to  a 
share  t  How  would  they  get  their  share  of 
the  common  fund  1  There  is  a  case  in  point 
with  which  I  am  acquainted.  There  is  a 
large  amount  of  money  in  the  hands  of  the 
government  from  the  Songhees  reserve. 
There  is  a  widow  now  belonging  to  the  band 
who  is  badly  off.  Her  husband  was  the 
chief  of  the  Songhees,  and  she  had  to  sell  her 
cattle  in  order  to  get  wine  and  other  com- 
forts for  her  husband  when  he  was  sick,  and 
after  her  husband's  death  she  lost  her  child, 
and  she  is  now  quite  de8titut<e.     She  applied 


the  other  day  to  the  Indian  agent  in  Vic- 
toria for  relief,  and  he  gave  her  nothing. 
He  told  her  to  go  to  work.  How  she  is  to 
get  work  I  do  not  know.  The  only  work 
that  ehe  c<juld  do  is  washing,  and  on  the  coast 
that  is  done  by  Chinamen  principally. 
There  is  no  work  for  women.  Men  can  go 
hunting  or  fishing  or  go  out  to  lat>our  in  the 
fields.  What  is  meant  by  "  enfranchising  " 
in  the  Act  ?  I  do  not  understand  the  term. 
Does  it  mean  that  a  man  is  entitled  to  vote 
at  elections  1 

Hon.   Sir   MACKENZIE    BOWELL— 

An  enfranchised  Indian  is  placed  in  the 
same  position  as  a  white  man,  and  holds  his 
property  in  his  own  name. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)— It  this 
case,  to  which  I  have  referred,  the  woman  is 
very  badly  off.  The  money  of  the  tribe  is  '.ying 
in  the  bank,  and  she  cann  .t  get  enough  to 
buy  a  loaf  of  bread.  Now,  with  regard  to  the 
Potlatch  and  the  Tamanawas,  the  govern- 
ment cannot  possibly  stop  thpse,  for  this 
reason  :  that  all  around  the  coast  the  In- 
dians at  the  villages  have  these  dances,  and 
the  government  have  not  police  all  over  the 
country,  and  they  never  will  have  police  at 
these  points.  The  Act  will  be,  in  a  great 
measure,  a  dead  letter  in  British  Columbia, 
where  those  dances  are  held.  Even  in  Vic- 
toria it  will  be  difiicult  to  stop  them,  but  out 
in  the  country  it  will  be  impossible  to  pre- 
vent them.  I  think  the  government  should 
not  pass  a  hill  which  would  be  a  dead  letter. 

Hon.  Mr.  BERNIER— I  should  like  to 
ask  if  the  superintendent  is  given  full  power 
under  the  first  clause  of  the  bill  to  lease  the 
lands  of  Indians  1  It  seems  to  me  that  this 
is  giving  to  the  superint«ndent  a  very  extra- 
ordinary power.  It  gives  him  solely  and 
fully  the  power  of  dispossessing  an  Indian 
of  his  land,  and  le  sing  it  without  the  inter- 
ference of  the  Indian  himself.  The  cases  in 
which  the  power  could  be  exercised  might 
be  described. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— In 
reply  to  the  hon.  member  for  Victoria,  I  am 
not  aware  of  the  regulations  governing  the 
disposition  of  an  Indian's  property  in  British 
Columbia,  but  I  have  made  a  note  of  it  and 
will  make  inquiry  and  I  hope  to  be  able  to 
get  the  information.  As  the  hon.  gentleman 
puts  it  the  case  seems  to  be  one  of  very  great 
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hardship.  If  there  is  any  property  belonging 
to  an  Indian  his  wife  or  children  ought  to 
get  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)— There 
is  810,000  of  that  money  in  the  hands  of  the 
government  now. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
There  may  be  some  restrict'ons  as  to  the 
mode  of  disposing  of  it  at  the  death  of  the 
Indian.  However,  I  give  no  opinion.  The 
hon.  gentleman  from  St.  Boniface  calls  my 
attention  to  another  point.  I  do  not  know 
whether  he  understands  the  meaning  of  the 
word  "  superintendent  "  in  the  Act — if  he 
means  the  superintendent  of  the  Indians  on 
the  reservation,  the  clause  does  not  apply. 
It  gives  the  power  to  the  Superintendent- 
General — that  is  the  head  of  the  depart- 
ment in  Ottawa,  who  would  have  to  instruct 
his  subordinate  what  should  ba.done.  The 
( lause  as  it  reads  now  contains  these  words : 

IniHaus  engaged  in  occupations  which  interfere 
with  their  cultivating  the  lands  on  the  reserve,  and 
all  sick,  infirm  or  aged  Indians  and  all  widows  and 
orphans  or  neglected  children. 

These  are  word*  which  are  struck  out  of 
the  new  clause.  You  could  only  lea.«e  for 
tlie  benefit  of  Indians  included  in  the  words 
which  I  have  just  read.  The  present  clause 
read; : 

No  reserve  or  portion  of  the  reserve  shall  be 
sold,  alienated  or  leased  until  the  same  has  Ixjen 
released  or  surrendered  to  the  Crown  for  the  pur- 
|>os«8  of  this  Act,  hut  the  Superintendent  General 
may  lease  for  the  l)enefit  of  any  Indian,  land  to 
which  he  is  entitled  without  the  same  being  re- 
leased or  sun-endered. 

Under  the  old  Act  land  could  not  be  leased 
or  re-leased  unless  it  had  been  surrendered. 
Tlie  Indian  holding  the  land  now  can  have  \ 
it  leased  for  his  benefit  whether  he  has  sur- 1 
rendered  it  or  not,  and  it  also  can  be  leased  i 
for  the  benefit  of  any  Indian.     It  is  not  re- 1 
Ktricted  to  those  who  are   cultivating   the  I 
land  on  the  reserve,  who  are  sick,  infirm  or  | 
aged,  or  widows  or  orphans  or   neglected 
children.     It  simply  gives  the  superintend- 
ent general   power  to  lease   land   for  the 
benefit  of  an    Inrlian  who  does  not  desire  to 
live  or  work  upon  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  BERNIER— Without  the  in- 
terference or  consent  of  the  Indian  himself? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Oh,  no ;  presumably 
on  his  application. 


Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— It 
only  gives  a  wider  power. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  think  that  there 
is  some  force  in  tl»e  objection  made  hj  the 
hon.  gentleman  fr.nn  St.  Boniface,  liecause, 
while  it  is  true  that  this  Act  is  supposed  to 
be  don?  by  >he  superintendent  genera],  who 
is  the  Minister  of  the  Interior,  everybody 
knows  that  the  minister  at  Ottawa  acts 
Ufion  the  recommendation  of  his  inferior 
officer  on  the  spot. 


Hon.    Sir    MACKENZIE 
Oh,  no. 


BOWELL— 


Hon.  Mr.  POWER— He  cannot  be  on 
the  spot  himself  and  he  must  act  on  the 
recommendation  of  his  subordinate.  I 
wish  to  point  out  to  the  leader  of  the  gov- 
ernment, with  a  view  to  his  considering  it 
between  the  present  time  and  the  time  when 
the  House  is  in  Committee,  the  possibility 
that  this  privilege  might  be  abused  in  this 
way — that  the  superintendent  general  might 
lease  land  which  continues  to  be  a  portion 
of  the  reserve  (that  is  what  the  latter  part 
of  the  clause  applies  to)  for  the  benefit  of 
any  Indian  without  the  same  Ijeing  released 
or  surrendered.  That  would  enable  the 
superintendent  general,  on  the  recomuienda- 
tion  of  a  local  oHicer,  to  lease,  nominally  for 
the  benefit  of  the  Indian,  land  in  the  middle 
of  a  reserve.  There  is  no  limitation  as  to 
the  person  to  whom  the  land  might  be  leased, 
and  you  can  imagine  a  white  speculator  leas- 
ing land  in  the  niddle  of  a  re  erve,  a  thing 
which  would  be  very  objectionable  and  which 
has  caused  serious  dilficulties  in  some  of  the 
older  provinces.  The  Minister  might  con- 
sider whether,  when  the  bill  goes  before  the 
committee,  he  could  not  provide  against  that. 
Then,  I  think  that  clause  141,  which  is  pio- 
po-^ed  to  be  added  to  the  Act,  gives  a  vi  ry 
sweeping  power  to  the  Governor  in  council, 
and  although  n'>  doubt  the  leader  of  the 
House  has  the  utmost  confidence  in  the 
present  Governor  in  council,  there  might 
arise  a  Governor  in  council  in  whom  he 
would  not  have  the  same  confidence  and  to 
whom  he  would  not  like  to  give  so  much 
power.  It  seems  to  me  that  it  would  be 
judicious  to  add  to  this  proposed  section  141 
a  provision  that  a  yearly  return,  showing  the 
case-  in  which  the  action  proposed  in  this  new 
section  hadlieen  taV en,  should  be  laid  before 
pai  lianient  so  that  an  opportunity  would  be 
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furnished  to  know  the  cases  in  which  the 
government  had  acted. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— The  contention 
which  the  hon.  gentleman  from  St  Boniface 
raises  is  this :  The  Indians  are  in  tribes,  the 
Act  allows  individual  Indians  to  withdraw 
from  the  tribe  and  from  the  treaty,  the 
government  pays  an  Indian,  under  such  cir- 
cumstances, no  more  treaty  money,  and  he 
falls  back  on  his  320  acres  of  land.  This 
amendment  is  for  the  purpose  of  allowing 
the  government  to  deal  with  the  case  of  an 
Indian  dying  and  leaving  a  helpless  family 
behind  him,  to  deal  with  that  land  in  the 
most  profitable  way  for  the  support  of  the 
family. 

The  bHl  was  read  the  second  time. 


DESCHENES 


BRIDGE 
BILL. 


COMPANY'S 


Second  Readino. 

Hon.  Mr.  McLABEN  moved  the  second 
reading  of  Bill  (30)  "  An  Act  to  incorporate 
the  Oeschenej  Bridge  Company." 

Hon.  Mr.  CLEMOW— This  bill  contains 
a  great  many  provisions  which  I  think 
should  be  inquired  into.  I  have  no  objection 
to  the  bill  itself,  but  there  are  some  extra- 
ordinary powers  asked  for,  which  it  would 
be  wf  11  for  the  committee  to  understand  and 
consider  when  the  bill  goes  before  the  Com- 
mittee o:i  Railways  and  Canals.  The 
bridging  of  the  Ott«iwa  is  a  sulyect  which 
re<|uiret  grave  consideration.  In  the  past, 
as  far  as  the  St.  Lawrence  River  is  concern- 
ed, it  has  l)een  found  necessary  to  limit 
the  number  of  bridges  over  that  river.  We 
must  bear  in  mind  that  the  (.  ttawa  will  form 
some  da}'  the  great  avenue  of  traffic  between 
thu  east  and  the  west.  I  expect  to  see  the 
Ottawa  and  Lake  Huron  Canal  constructed, 
and  it  would  be  well  to  consider  whether 
the  projxised  erecti(ins  will  interfere  with 
that  great  project  to  any  extent,  and  now  is 
the  time  to  make  provision  for  such  a  con- 
tingency. We  know  that  the  more  obstruc- 
tions, the  greater  will  be  the  difficulty  of 
buildint;  the  canal.  Already  the  obstruction 
to  the  navigation  of  the  Ottawa  ciused  by 
the  deposits  of  sawdust  and  mill  refuse  in 
the  river  has,  to  some  extent,  retarded  the 
enterprise.  This  route  is  the  natural 
one  between  the  ea.st  and  the    North-west, 


as  was  clearly  demonstrated  by  the 
Royal  Society  a  few  days  ago.  I  have 
no  doubt  that  some  day  the  Ottawa  Canal 
will  be  constructed,  and  now  is  the  time 
to  prevent  any  further  obstructions 
of  the  river.  We  know  that  the  dams 
and  booms  and  piers  which  have  been 
placed  in  the  Ottawa  affect  navigation. 
The  water  supply  at  the  Chaudiere  has 
been  interfered  with  to  a  very  great 
extent,  partly  the  result,  I  believe,  of 
the  erection  of  these  obstnictions.  Now  is  the 
time  to  provide  agtiinst  such  obstructions  in 
the  future,  and  that  is  why  I  call  the  atten- 
tion of  the  committee  to  this  matter  and  ask 
them  to  consider  i'  carefully.  I  know  that 
other  parties  are  applying  for  similar  privil- 
eges, for  the  construction  of  a  bridge  within 
a  few  hundred  yards  of  this  one  referred  to 
in  the  bill.  It  seems  perfectly  unnecessary 
that  two  bridges  should  be  required  to  do 
the  business  which  i.s  to  be  done  at  this 
point  for  years  to  come.  The  committee 
should  adopt  a  plan  of  having  but  one 
bridge  constructetl,  with  a  provision  that  it 
should  be  available  for  all  parties  requiring 
!o  use  it,  as  i<  the  case  with  railway  bridges. 
The  two  companies  should  come  to  an  under- 
standing and  use  but  one  bridge.  It  's  well 
that  the  committee  should  understand  that 
these  points  will  come  under  their  consider- 
ation, and  I  hope  that  the  promoters  of  the 
bill  will  have  sketches  of  the  point  where 
the  bridge  is  to  be  built  prepared,  and  that 
evidence  will  I  e  adduced  to  show  that  the 
bridge  will  not  impede  or  affect  the  naviga- 
tion of  the  river  in  the  future.  I  should 
much  prefer  that  '  hese  provisions  should  be 
made  statutory.  I  have  every  confidence  in 
this  government,  but  we  do  not  know  how 
long  the  present  government  may  be  in 
existence,  and  I  may  not  have  a-^  much  con- 
fidence in  their  successors.  It  is  better  to 
have  all  these  matters  statutory  in  their 
proWsions  in  order  t  at  no  difficulty  may 
arise  to  prevent  the  carrying  of   them  out. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
Such  a  provision  is  made  with  respect  to  the 
international  bridge  at  Ottawa. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLEMOW— Certainly,  and  the 
same  can  be  done  in  this  case.  I  throw  out 
this  suggestion  in  order  that  the  committee 
may  take  these  matters  into  consideration, 
and  that  nothing  shall  be  done  to  retartl  or 
prevent  the  construction  of  the  Ottawa  canal 
in  the  futur?. 
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Hon.  Mr.  McCALLUM — It  is  a  matter 
of  gratiAcatiou  that  my  hon.  friend  has  con- 
fidence in  the  government  in  this  instance. 
Does  he  know  that  there  is  a  regulation,  as 
far  aa  navigable  streams  are  concerned,  that 
plans  of  all  bridges  have  to  be  submitted  for 
the  approval  of  the  government  before  work 
can  be  proceeded  with  t  I  do  not  know  that 
it  is  necessary  to  warn  the  members  of  the 
committee  to  discharge  their  duties  with 
regard  to  this  bill  or  any  other  bill.  They 
are  prepared  to  guard  the  public  interest  in 
every  way.  I  am  gratified  to  know  that  my 
hon.  friend  ha<«  such  confidence  in  the 
government,  even  on  the  sawdust  question^ 

The  motion  was  agreed  to  and  the  bill 
was  read  the  second  time. 

The  Senate  adjourned  at  10  p.m. 


THE  SENATK 

Ottawa,  Tueaday,  28th  May,  1895. 

The  speaker  took  the  Chair  at  Three 
o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 
CUSTOMS  SEIZURE  AT  MONTREAL. 

INQUIRY. 

Hon.  Mr.  BELLEROSE  rose  to  inquire 
of  the  Grovernment — 

1.  At  what  (late  certain  books  or  pamphlets 
(tearing  among  other  titles  the  following: — "For 
SIft-py  Americans,  a  literal  Iratnt/atiou  from.  lA- 
ijuori'n  Thedcxjy,  or  Quentionjt  put  daily  Ity  the 
Rominh  /iriexln  to  icomen  in  the  Con/eiunonal,"  were 
eiiterad  at  the  custom-honse  at  jMoatreal  ? 

2.  Whether  these  books  were  not  confiscated  by 
the  officer  at  the  head  of  the  customs  at  Montreal 
as  being  of  too  immoral  and  too  indecent  a  char- 
acter for  circulation  ? 

.3.  If  so,  at  what  date  and  by  what  officer  ? 

4.  To  whom  were  these  books  consigned  ? 

5.  Whether  the  consisuee  or  importer  has  been 
prosecuted  according  to  law  ? 

H.  If  so,  at  what  date  ?  If  not,  why  the  law  has 
not  been  put  in  operation  ? 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
The  Comptroller  of  Customs  informs  me  that 
no  book  bearing  the  title  mentioned  by  the 
hon.  gentleman  has  been  seized,  but  there 
was  a  book  entitled  "  Fruits  of  the  Confes- 
sional." He  is  now  searching  for  the  papers, 
10 


and  hopes  to  be  able  in  a  few  days  to  give  a- 
full  answer  to  the  question. 

The  inquiry  was  postponed  until  Monday 
next. 

THE  COPYRIGHT  BILL. 

IN   COM.MITTBE. 

The  House  resolved  itself  into  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  on  Bill  (F)  "  An  Act 
to  amend  the  Act  intituled :  '  An  Act  to 
amend  the  Copyright  Act.'  " 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY,  from  the  com- 
mittee, reported  the  bill  without  amendment. 

SECOND  READINGS. 

Bill  (29)  "An  Act  to  incoproratethe  James 
Maclaren  Company  (Limited)." — (Mr.  Mc- 
Laren.) 

Bill  (32)  "  An  Act  respecting  the  Ottawa, 
Arnprior  and  Parry  Sound  Railway  Com- ' 
pany." — (Mr.  McLaren.) 

Bill  (50)  "  An  Act  respecting  the  Manitoba 
and  South-eastern  Railway  Company." — 
(Mr.  Bernier.) 

CANADA  AND  MICHIGAN  TUNNEL 
COMPANY'S  BILL. 

SECOND    READING. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMILLAN  moved  the  second 
reading  of  Bill  (36)  "  An  Act  to  amend  the 
Act  incorporating  the  Canada  and  Michigan 
Tunnel  Company,  and  to  change  the  name 
of  the  Company  to  the  Canada  and  Michigan 
Bridge  and  Tunnel  Company." 

He  said  :  This  is  simply  a  bill  to  change 
the  name  of  the  company  and  grant  them  tlie 
privilege  of  building  either  a  tunnel  or  a 
bridge. 

• 

Hon.  Mr.  McCALLUM— I  do  not  rise 
for  the  purpose  of  opposing  the  bill,  but  it 
makes  quite  a  difference  whether  you  go 
above  the  surface  of  the  river  or  under  the 
ground,  and  the  question  nmst  be  looked 
into  closely  in  order  to  see  if  you  are  going 
to  impede  navigation.  Therefore  I  think 
the  hon.  gentleman  should  explain  a  little 
more  fully  beforfc  we  adopt  the  principle  of 
the  bill. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMILLAN— The  true  mean- 
ing of  the    bill  is  this,  that  they  could  not 
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build  the  tunnel,  and  this  is  to  enable  them 
to  float  their  bonds  and  get  more  money 
with  which  to  build  a  bridge  instead  of  a 
tunnel.  As  far  as  the  principle  of  the  bill 
is  concerned,  I  know  very  little  about  it,  but 
when  it  goes  before  the  Railway  Committee 
•there  will  be  ample  opportunity  for  all  par- 
ties opposed  to  it  to  present  their  case  there. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to  and  the  bill 
was  read  the  second  time. 

SABLE  AND   SPANISH   BOOM    AND 
SLIDE  COMPANY'S  BILL. 

SECOND    READING. 

Hon.  M  r.  McC ALLUM  moved  the  second 
reading  of  Bill  (33)  "  An  Act  to  amend  the 
Act  to  grant  certain  powers  to  the  Sable  and 
Spanish  Boom  and  Slide  Company  of  Algoma 
(Limited)." 

He  said  :  Tliis  is  a  bill  in  amendment  of 
the  charter  granted  this  company.  It  is 
purely  a  domestic  arrangement  to  enable 
them  to  collect  tolls  in  order  to  pay  for  the 
improvement  of  the  dams  and  sildes  on  the 
river.  I  know  they  have  done  a  great  deal 
of  good  already  by  their  operation.?. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to  and  the  bill 
was  read  the  second  time. 

The  Senate  adjourned  at  3.45. 


THE  SENATE. 


Ottawa,  Wednesday,  29th  May,  1S95. 

The  SPEAKER  took  the  Chair  at  Three 
o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 
THE  CHUTE  DIVORCE  CASE. 

REPORT   OF  committee. 

Hon.  Mr.  KIRCHHOFFER,  from  the 
Committee  on  Divorce,presente  1  their  eighth 
report  on  the  petition  of  Julia  Ethel  Chute. 
He  said  :  The  effect  of  this  is,  not  that  she 
may  be  relieved  of  all  expenses,  but  that  the 
deposit  of  $200,  that  ordinarily  is  made  in 
such  cases  with  the  Clerk  of  the  Senate,  be 
dispensed  with.  A  number  of  affidavits  have 
been  laid  before  the  committee  from  which 
the  committee  are  satisfied  that  neither  the 


petitioner  nor  her  near  relatives  or  friends 
can  pay  the  money.  In  view  of  these  facts 
the  committee  recommend  that  the  rule 
requiring  a  deposit  of  $200  with  the  clerk 
be  dispensed  with.  I  move  that  the  report 
be  taken  into  consideration  tomorrow. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 
THE  ODELL  DIVORCE  CASE. 

REPORT   OF  THE   COMMITTEE. 

Hon.  Mr.  KIRCHHOFFER,  from  the 
Committee  on  Divorce,  presented  their  ninth 
report,  on  the  Odell  divorce  case.  He  said : 
On  a  former  occasion  the  recommendation 
of  the  committee  was  that  this  matter  should 
be  deferred  until  such  time  as  both  parties 
could  be  heard  by  counsel.  The  committee 
have  heard  both  parties  by  their  respective 
counsel,  and  have  decided  to  recommend  that 
the  petition  be  proceeded  with.  I  move 
that  the  report  be  taken  into  consideration 
to-morrow. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

THE  POST  OFFICE  SERVICE  IN 
VICTORIA,  B.  C. 

INQUIRY. 

Hon.  Mr.  MclNNES  (B.C.)  inquired  : 

Is  it  the  iutcntion  of  the  (Tovernnient  to  do  away 
with  the  provisionnl  allowance  of  ten  dollars  per 
month  to  the  post  oflice  clerks  and  letter  carrieis 
in  Victoria,  British  Columbia,  which  they  now 
receive  in  addition  to  their  salary,  and  suMtitate 
in  lieu  thereof  a  fixed  salary  ? 

If  so,  what  will  the  fixed  salary,  of  each,  lie  pei 
mouth  ? 

He  said  :  The  reason  for  asking  for  this 
information  from  the  government  is  in  con- 
sequence of  a  very  unsatisfactory  condition 
of  affairs  which  exists  in  Victoria.  The  allow- 
ance of  810  to  the  third  class  clerks  and  the 
letter  carriers  was  withheld  for  five  months. 
Their  regular  salary,  I  understand,  is  §31 
per  month,  and  after  paying  their  superan- 
nuation fee.  which  I  believe  is  $1.90,  it  only 
left  them  829. 10  to  live  on.  They  petitione<l 
the  government  and  it  is  alleged  got  the 
representatives  from  Victoria  in  the  House 
of  Commons  to  present  their  case  to  the 
Postmaster  General  time  and  again.  Finally, 
the  clerks  and  letter  carriers  became  des- 
perate, not  receiving  a  sufficient  amount  of 
pay  to  clothe  and  feed  themselves  and 
families,  they  went  on  strike  for  a  few  hours. 
In  the  meantime,  the  Board  of  Trade  took 
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up  the  matter.  At  a  meeting  of  the  Board 
of  Ti"ade,  the  members  from  Victoria  in 
the  Commons  were  present  and  stated 
that  they  did  not  at  all  blame  the  clerks 
and  the  letter  carriers  for  the  position 
that  they  had  taken.  However,  they  ad- 
vised them  to  go  back  to  their  duties.  They 
were  only  on  strike  a  few  hours,  but  a  few 
hours  after  they  had  returned  to  work  a 
telegram  was  received  from  the  Postmaster 
General  ordering  them  all  to  be  discharged. 
The  consequence  was  that  for  several  days 
the  Victoria  Post  Office  service  was  in  a 
thoroughly  demoralized  condition,  and  citi- 
zens, especially  business  men,  greatly  in- 
convenienced. The  people  of  Victoria  felt 
so  much  sympathy  with  these  poor  men 
that  a  large  meeting  was  held  in  the  city 
hall,  which  was  addressed  by  the  clergy 
of  all  denominations  (with  the  excep- 
tion, I  think,  of  the  Roman  Catholic 
Church)  and  by  other  public  men,  and  they 
urged,  in  the  strongest  possible  way  that 
the  government  immediately  reinstate 
those  clerks  and  letter  carriers  and  pay 
their  back  salaries — at  least  this  pro- 
visional allowance  of  810  which  had  accu- 
mulated to  the  amount  of  $50  for  each. 
I  believe  that  the  resolutions  passed  at  the 
public  meeting  were  forwarded  to  the  Poet- 
master  General,  and  a  copy  was  also  sent  to 
the  present  Premier,  who  was  then  acting 
Premier  in  the  absence  of  the  late  Sir  John 
Thompson.  Nothing  was  done,  I  under- 
stand, to  rectify  the  gross  injustice  done 
the.se  people,  until,  through  the  kind  inter 
cession  of  His  Excellency  with  the  present 
Prime  Minister  and  the  Postmaster  General, 
those  people  were  placed  back  in  their  former 
positions  and  received  their  back  pay.  As 
far  as  I  have  been  able  to  learn  there  is  no 
provisional  allowance  made  for  similar  em- 
ployees of  the  government  other  than  in  the 
province  of  Manitoba,  the  Territories  and 
British  C  jlumbia.  I  see  no  good  reason  why 
this  provisional  allowance  should  be  made. 
I  am  strongly  of  opinion  that  it  would  be 
much  better — certainly  better  for  those 
letter  carriers  and  post  office  clerks — if  they 
had  a  fixed  salary,  the  same  as  they  have  in 
other  provinces  of  the  Dominion.  Even  with 
the  provisional  allowance  of  810  added  to  their 
salary  of  $31,  and  deducting  their  superan- 
nuation fee,it  only  amounts  to  829. 1 0  a  month, 
a  salary  altogether  inadequate  to  the  positions 
they  occupy  and  services  rendered,  because 
I  need  not  remind  the  House  that  those 


officials  have  to  be  educated  and  responsible 
men  and  ought  to  live  in  keeping  with  their 
positions.  It  is  *  certainly  in  the  inter- 
est of  those  people,  and  I  believe  in  the 
interest  of  the  service  and  the  public,  that  a 
fixed  salary  should  be  allowed  each  of  those 
employees  and  that  it  should  not  be  less  than 
8o0  a  month.  Taking  into  consideration 
how  expen.sive  it  is  to  live  in  the  western 
provinces,  especially  British  Columbia  and 
the  Territories,  850  a  month  would  not 
go  as  far  towards  supporting  those  people 
and  their  wives  and  families  as  835  would 
in  the  older  provinces.  From  looking  over 
the  report  of  the  Postmaster  General  I 
think  that  in  nearly  all  the  cities  of  the  east 
ern  portion  of  Canada  they  receive  between 
$45  and  850  a  month.  I  hope  that  the  Gov- 
ernment will  at  once  increase  their  salaries 
to  not  less  than  the  figures  I  have  mentioned. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— It 
is  not  the  intention  of  the  government  at 
the  present  moment  to  do  away  with  the 
provisional  allowance  to  post  office  clerks  and 
letter  carriers  in  Victoria,  B.C.  When  they 
do  come  to  a  decision  to  do  away  with  that 
extra  provisional  allowance,  they  will  then 
adopt  a  scale  of  salary  commensurate  with 
the  positions  they  hold. 

BRITISH  COLUMBIA  MILITIA 
RIFLE  RANGE 

INQUIRY. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES  (B.C.)  inquired  : 

Is  it  tlie  intention  of  the  Oovemment  to  provide 
a  convenient  and  suitable  rifle  range  for  the  use 
of  the  large  bo<ly  of  Militia  in  Victoria,  British 
Columbia  ? 

If  so,  when  will  the  range  be  rea<Iy  for  use  ! 

He  said  :  I  may  inform  the  House  that 
in  Victoria  alone  we  have  something  in 
the  neighbourhood  of  400  volunteers  or 
militia  men,  and  we  have  no  rifle  range 
worthy  of  the  name  within  14  miles  of  the 
city.  We  have  one  at  Gold  Stream,  which 
is  away  out  on  the  Esquimalt  and  Nanaimo 
Railway,  1 4  miles  from  the  city  of  Victoria. 
One-half  of  the  year  there  is  only  one  pass- 
enger train  going  each  way  over  that  road, 
and  it  is  utterly  impossible  for  the  majority 
of  the  volunteers  to  spare  the  time  and  l)ear 
the  very  considerable  expense  of  going  out 
to  that  range  to  practise  rifle  shooting  as 
they  should.  We  have  an  old  range  that 
has  been  used  in  the  city  of  Victoria  known 
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as  Clover  Point  rifle  range.  It  is  on  a  nar- 
row neck  of  land  running  out  about  200 
yards  into  the  Gulf  of  Georgia  and  the  main 
drive  of  the  whole  city  of  Victoria  pass!>s 
immediately  along  the  very  edge  of  the  firing 
point  at  400, 500  and  600  yards  so  th  at  on  Sat  ur- 
day  afternoon  when  the  most  of  the  volunteers, 
who  are  meohanic.^:,  labourers  and  clerks, 
have  time  to  go  out  to  practise  rifle  shooting 
they  are  frequently  stopped  by  an  almost 
constant  stream  of  carriages  passing  along 
where  they  are  firing.  Besides,  this  range 
lias  been  kept  in  ref)air,  almost  solely  by 
the  local  riflemen  themselves.  I  am  not  a 
uiilitia  man ;  I  never  was,  and  I  suppose  I 
am  a  little  too  old  now  to  become  one.  How- 
ever, I  am  somewhat  of  a  rifle  crank,  my 
friends  tell  me.  I  know  a  little  about  rifle 
practice  and  how  to  use  the  rifle  and 
I  cannot  help  remarking  that  if  a  great 
(leal  of  the  money  that  is  now  spent  in 
drilling  the  men  was  expended  in  instructing 
the  volunteers  of  our  country  iu  the  use  of 
the  rifle,  they  would  be  a  great  deal  more 
effective  should  the  necessity  ever  arise  for 
their  active  service.  I  venture  to  say  that 
a  very  small  percentage,  probably  not  more 
than  10  per  cent,  of  the  volunteers  know 
how  to  use  effectively  any  rifle  that  may  be 
paced  in  their  hands,  especially  the  modern 
rifles,  and  one  of  the  greatest  necessities  to- 
day in  order  to  make  our  militia  efficient  is 
to  give  them  a  great  deal  more  rifle  practice, 
and  much  less  drill. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALMON— Hear,  hear. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES  (B.C.)— I  like  to  see 
a  body  of  military  wen  presenting  a  fine 
appearance,  but  at  the  same  time  it  would  be 
very  D)uch  better  that  they  should  be 
ac(|uainted  with  the  use  of  the  rifle  and 
make  drill  a  secondary  matter.  I  might  also 
siiy  that  this  rifle  range  at  Victoria  is  within 
the  limits  of  the  city  and  we  are  there  actually 
on  sufferance.  We  got  permission  from  the 
city  council,  but  that  permission  is  liable  to 
bf  withdi-ttwn  from  us  at  any  moment,  and 
I  think  it  is  too  bad,  after  spending  thirty- 
fiv(?  or  forty  thousand  dollars  in  building  a 
vt-ry  fine  drill  hall  there,  that  our  militia 
should  be  deprived  of  one  of  the  many 
necfssaries  to  equip  them  for  active  service. 
I  therefore  hope  the  goverimient  will 
Ht  (jnce  secure  a  convenient  rifle  range 
— and  there  ai-e  many  places  within  easy 
rench  of   the   city    of   Victoria  that    can 


be  got.  We  have  two  electric  tramways, 
one  running  northward  and  the  other  east- 
wards that  can  take  the  volunteers  within 
two  or  three  minutes  walk  of  places  where 
a  first  class  rifle  range  could  be  established 
at  a  very  moderate  cost. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— In 
answer  to  the  hon.  gentleman's  question  I 
can  inform  him  that  no  action  has  been 
taken  towards  providing  a  rifle  range  for 
the  militia  of  Victoria,  B.  C.  No  report 
from  the  local  officers  has  reached  the  gov- 
ernment as  to  the  necessity  at  present  for  a 
range  in  that  locality.  When  that  is  done, 
the  government  will  consider  the  matter, 
and  do  that  which  is  deemed  best  in  the 
interests  of  the  militia  force. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES  (B.  C.)— Will  the 
hon.  gentleman  allow  me  to  ask  if  the  repre- 
sentatives from  Victoria  have  ever  applied 
for  a  new  rifle  range  t  Can  hs  inform 
me  on  that  subject  1 

Hon.  Sir  AIACKENZIE  BOWELI^ 
No,  I  am  not  in  a  position  to  answer  that 
question.  I  have  given  the  hon.  gentleman 
the  answer  which  has  been  provided  by  the 
department. 

NEW    WESTMINSTER     PENITENTI- 
ARY. 

MOTION. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES  moved  : 

That  ail  humble  Address  lie  presented  to  His 
Excellency  the  Governor  (jeiieral :  prayiug  that 
His  Excellency  will  cause  to  be  laid  before  the 
Senate : — 

1.  A  copy  of  the  instructions  to  Mr.  Justice 
Drake,  1894,  relative  to  the  inquiry  into  the  man- 
agement of  the  New  Westminster  Penitentiary. 

2.  \  copy  of  all  the  evidence  given  before  the 
Royal  Commission  held  before  Mr.  Justice  Drake, 
in  1894,  relative  to  the  management  of  the  Xew 
Westminster  Penitentiary. 

.3.  A  copy  of  the  report  <if  Mr.  Justice  Drake 
thereon. 

He  said  :  The  only  thing  that  I  desire  to 
say  in  connection  with  this  motion  is  that  I 
waited  for  a  long  time  before  giving  this 
notice,  hoping  that  the  returns  called  for  in 
the  other  House  would  lie  brought  down,  but 
up  to  the  time  I  gave  the  notice  they  had 
not  been  submitted.  I  understand  that  since 
giving  this  notice  they  have  come  down.  I 
hope  the  hon.  minister  will  see  that  a  copy 
of  them  is  laid  on  the  table  of  the  Senate 
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-within  a  few  days.  I  might  also  state  that 
a  preliminary  report  was  brought  down 
some  days  ago.  I  tried  to  get  a  copy  of  it 
in  the  other  House,  or  see  it,  but  it  was  in 
the  possession  of  members  who  were  very 
much  interested  in  the  subject  and  I  was  not 
able  to  get  it.  When  the  other  papers  that 
1  have  called  for  are  brought  down  I  hope 
that  these  other  document.*)  will  be  brought 
down  as  well. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
There  is  no  objection  to  complying  with  the 
request  made  in  this  motion,  and  if  there 
are  any  other  papers  in  connection  with  the 
■case  not  called  for  in  this  motion,  I  shall 
endeavour  to  have  them  all  laid  before  the 
House  at  the  earliest  possible  moment. 
■Should  the  Printing  Committee  in  the  other 
House  order  that  they  be  printed,  it  would 
not  be  necessary  to  have  them  recopied  for 
this  House.  However,  we  will  have  them 
laid  before  the  House. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES— The  only  object  I 
have  is  to  get  possession  of  them  in  a 
reasonable  time. 

THE  INSOLVENCY  BILL. 

SECOND  RP.AniK(i. 

Hon.  SirM  ACKENZIE  BOWELL  moved 
the  second  reading  of  Bill  (A)  "An  Act 
respecting  Insolvency." 

Hon.  Mr.  MoCALLUM — Give  us  an  ex- 
planation of  the  bill. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
I  scarcely  think  that  I  should  be  justified  in 
wearying  the  House  with  so  long  a  state- 
ment as  I  made  last  year  explaining  the 
provisions  of  this  bill.  I  can  inform  my 
hon.  friend  that  there  are  no  changes  in  the 
principle  of  the  bill  as  it  passed  last  session. 
The  changes  that  have  been  made  in  the 
bill  are  more  verbal  in  character  than 
affecting  the  principle  involved  in  an  Insol- 
vency Act.  It  was  found,  on  a  close  study 
pi  the  bill,  that  so  many  changes  were 
made  in  it  last  session  that  there  were 
some  incongruities,  and  they  have  been 
changed,  but  the  alterations  are  more  in  the 
verbiage  than  anything  else. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— If  it  is  important,  in 
the  interest  of  the  people  of  Canada,  thnt 
an  insolvency  law  should  be  placed  on   the 


statute  book,  I  prt  sume  that  the  one  under 
consideration  is  as  free  from  objections  as 
any  that  could  be  devised,  except  on  a  few 
points  which  were  discussed  in  this  cham- 
ber last  year.  Since  the  House  rose  last 
year,  however,  I  have  failed  to  observe  any 
great  demand  in  the  country  for  the  pass- 
age of  an  Insolvency  Act.  In  Ontario  the 
law  now  authorizes  the  distribution  of  the 
estate  of  insolvent  debtors  in  two  ways, 
one  in  the  event  of  a  party  failing  a 
creditor  can  come  in,  much  in  the  same 
way  as  under  the  law  in  the  province  of 
Quebec.  The  law  also  provides  for  the 
distribution  of  the  assets  amongst  the 
creditors.  The  only  difference  between  that 
law  and  the  one  under  consideration  is  that 
the  Ontario  Act  omits  to  provide  (as  the 
province  had  not  the  power)  for  the  dis- 
charge of  the  insolvent ;  so  that,  as  far  as 
the  two-  larger  provinces  are  concerned, 
Ontario  and  Quebec,  there  is  really  at  the 
present  moment  no  great  necessity  for  the  pass- 
ing of  an  Insolvent  Act.  The  Ontario  Act 
has  been  passed  in  New  Brunswick  since  lost 
session,  and  I  have  no  doubt  it  will  be 
adopted,  if  not  in  the  same  words,  at  all 
events  in  the  same  spirit,  in  all  the  other 
provinces.  Under  those  provincial  Acts  the 
expense  is  much  less  than  under  the  mach- 
inery provided  for  in  this  Act.  Under  the 
circumstances,  we  should  consider  whether 
there  is  really  any  necessity  to  pass  this  bill. 
We  devoted  a  great  deal  of  time  to  the  sub- 
ject last  session,  and  no  doubt  improved  the 
bill  very  considerably.  One  does  not  desire 
seriously  to  go  into  the  consideration  of  the 
measure  now  unl&ss  there  is  some  assurance 
that  it  is  to  go  beyond  this  chamber,  and 
that  there  is  a  reasonable  probability  of  its 
being  passed  in  the  House  of  Common!;.  I 
am,  of  course,  unable  to  make  any  observa- 
tions on  that  point,  as  I  do  not  know  what 
the  sense  of  the  House  of  Commons  would 
be  on  the  subject,  although  I  recognize,  as 
every  one  must,  that  there  is  no  great  neces- 
sity for  such  a  law  at  present.  I  do  not 
propose'to  oppose  the  bill  at  this  stage,  but 
shall  be  very  glad  to  hear  the  opinions  of 
other  hon.  gentlemen. 

Hon.  Mr.  MacINNES  (Buriington)— In 
every  mercantile  community  an  insolvency 
law  is  necessary.  I  am  aware,  as  the  hon. 
gentleman  has  stated,  that  there  is  an  in- 
solvency law  in  several  of  the  provinces. 
There  is  none,  however,  in  the  province  of 
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Quebec,  where  the  coinnaon  law  is  found  to 
answer  the  purpose  very  well.  But  it  is 
exceedingly  desirable  that  the  law  should 
be  uniform  from  one  end  of  the  Dominion 
to  the  other.  It  is  objectionable  that  a  dis- 
charge cannot  be  given  under  the  provincial 
Act,  as  has  been  litated  by  the  honou  able 
gentleman  fronj  Ottawa.  The  object  in 
view  in  every  insolvency  law  should  be  to 
see  that  the  assets  of  the  insolvent  are 
equally  and  equitably  distributed  among  all 
the  creditors.  It  is  my  opinion,  also,  that 
the  insolvency  law  should  apply  to  all 
debtors  so  that  alt  should  participate  in  the 
advantages,  or  the  disad  vantages,  if  there 
are  any.  If  there  are  any  penalties  for 
wrong-doing  they  should  be  imposed  upon 
one  clasH  as  well  as  upon  another.  Any 
other  law  would,  iu  my  opinion,  be  wrong. 
This  insolvency  bill  is  a  step  in  the  right 
direction,  and  when  it  goes  into  committee 
of  the  whole,  amendments  can  be  considered 
more  fully  then  than  they  can  be  at  the 
second  reading. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN— I  am  very  glad 
that  some  attention  is  to  be  given  to  this 
measure.  The  course  pursued  last  year 
seemed  to  place  those  who  did  not  agree 
with  the  principle  of  an  insolvency  law  in 
an  unfortunate  position,  because,  although 
the  bill  was  brought  in  by  the  government 
it  was  referred  to  a  committee,  and  the 
committee,  after  considering  the  details, 
reported  the  bill.  The  argument  was  then 
used  that  the  committee  having  reported 
upon  the  measure  it  was  wrong  to  throw  it 
out,  or  even  to  discu!<8  its  princip'e.  I 
think  the  bill  is  a  step  in  the  wrong  direc- 
tion ;  it  would  be  a  step  in  the  right  direc- 
tion to  throw  it  out  now.  The  basis  of  legis- 
lation hitherto  in  the  British  colonies  and, 
in  fact,  all  civilized  countries,  has  been,  as 
far  as  possible,  never  to  impair  contracts 
which  have  been  legitimately  made  under 
existing  laws.  To  a  certain  extent  this 
general  rule  would  apply  in  opposition  to  the 
principle  of  an  Insolvency  Act,  bat  that 
general  rule,  like  all  general  rules,  should 
admit  of  exceptions,  and  the  question  now 
is  whether  suthcient  exceptions  exi  t  in  the 
present  state  of  the  country  to  justify  the 
government  in  passing  a  general  In.solvency 
Act.  The  remarkable  business  depression 
now  apparent  has  doubtless  influenced  the 
government  in  submitting  this  bill  a.s  a 
possible  remedy.     Just  as  in  1875,  the  gov- 


ernment was  actuated  when  the  country 
was  undergoing  a  similar  period  of  commer- 
cial trouble,  but  I  am  unwilling  to  believe 
that  an  insolvency  law  is  justifiable 
or  will  provide  an  adequate  remedy.  I 
am  forceid  to  this  conclusion  more  par- 
ticularly from  a  slight  retrospect  of  the 
history  of  the  past.  During  the  history  of 
confederation,  we  have  h^  on  the  statute- 
book  for  a  year  or  two  one  insolvency  law. 
Now,  permanency  is  necessary  to  ensure  the 
usefulness  of  a  law  of  this  kind  and  we  know 
very  well,  looking  at  the  history  of  legisla- 
tion in  thisdirection  inCanadaand  elsewhere, 
that  permanency  is  not  an  element  in  insol- 
vency laws.  During  the  last  century  in  the 
neighbouring  republic — where  surely  with 
the  amount  of  business  they  are  transacting 
there  would  be  as  much  necessity  for  moving 
in  this  line  as  in  any  other  country — they 
have,  on  only  one  or  two  occasions,  enacted 
a  temporary  insolvency  law,  which  lasted  a 
very  short  time  on  each  occasion.  At 
the  present  time  throughout  the  union 
they  are  discussing  two  bills,  one  a 
general  bankruptcy  law  under  federal 
auspices  to  apply  to  the  whole  union, 
and  another,  and  .shorter  act,  to  confer  upon 
the  different  states  the  power  to  lejrislate  in 
accordance  with  the  conditions  and  require- 
ments of  each  particular  state.  Then  if  we 
look  to  the  mother  land,  England,  what  do 
we  find  there  ?  We  find  there  that  they 
have  had  since  the  reign  of  Henry  VIII.  a 
bankruptcy  law,  or  rather  they  have  had  a 
law  for  the  relief  of  insolvent  debtors.  It 
would  be  more  properly  entitled  a  bill  forthe 
punishment  of  debtors.  Inthe  early  history  of 
that  country  debtorswere  imprisoned fordebt 
and  it  became  very  important  that  these  men, 
who  were  subject  to  long  terms  of  impri.son- 
ment,  should  be  relieved  from  unmerciful  and 
exacting  creditors.  That  is  the  foundation  of 
the  English  system  of  insolvency,  which  has 
frequently  changed,  but  we  know  very  well 
that  the  conditions  of  countries  difier,  and 
when  we  undertake  to  draw  a  parallel  be- 
tween countries,  we  should  look  into  their 
relative  conditions.  In  Great  Britain  the 
area  is  small,  70,000  odd  square  miles,  with 
population  of  about  40,000,000.  They 
are  peculiarly  a  commercial  people  within 
that  confined  and  restricted  area,  and  not 
only  that,  but  the  British  Government  is  not 
a  dual  government  as  ours  is.  In  this  coun- 
try, with  its  extensive  area  and  scattered 
people,  we  know  the  difiiculty  of  meeting  the 
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wants  and  wishes  and  requirements  of  diff- 
erent  localities.      We   have   machinery  in 
Canada,  as  they  have  in  the  neighbouring 
union,  by  which  laws  of  this  character  can 
be   made  to  suit  the  varying  circumstances 
of  the  several  sections  of  the  country.     I 
therefore  differ  from   the  hon.  gentleman 
from  Burlington  as  to  the  necessity  for  uni- 
formity.    But  if  there  were  a  necessity  for 
it,  we  would  hardly  secure  it  by  the  passage 
of  this  bill.     We  know  that  several  sections 
of  this  hill  are  simply  confirmatory,  if  I  mis- 
take not,  of  enactments  in  the  province  of 
Quebec,    indicating   that   it   would    not  be 
prudent   to    apply    a   general    bankruptcy 
law     to    that    province.     Then,    again,   it 
was    developed   during  the   discussion    in 
in  committee  last  year,  that  the   rising  pro- 
vince of  Manitoba  is   entirely   differently 
situated  from  other  provinces   with  refer- 
ence to  the  amount  of  property  subject  to 
execution.     In  Manitoba  some  twelve   or 
fifteen  hundred  dollars  worth  of  property  is 
exempt  from  any  law  which  we  may  pass  in 
this  parliament.     This  makes   another  dis- 
tinction, and  therefore  we  find  a  vast  differ- 
ence between  the  operation  of  this  bank- 
ruptcy law  as  applied   in  Manitoba  or  as 
applied  in  Prince  Eklward  Island  or  in  Nova 
Scotia.     So  in  its  provisions  and  details  and 
operation  it  is  impossible  to  secure  that  uni- 
formity to  which  my  hon.  friend   from  Bur- 
lington has  alluded.     My  hon.  friend    from 
Ottawa,  in  his  few   remarks,   stated  that 
whilst  last  year  there  had  been  some  appli- 
cation on  the  part  of  the  banks  and  boards 
of   trade    for    bankruptcy  legislation,    this 
year  there  have  been  no  petitions  for  it.  We 
have  never  heard  anything  indicating  a  de- 
sire on  the  part  of  the  farmers,  the  artisans, 
the  merchants  and  the  traders  of  this  coun- 
try for  a  law  of  this  kind.     There  was  some 
pressure  from  boards  of  trade,  but  even 
the  boards  of  trade  have  not  unanimously 
favoured   it.     Last  year   there    were     two 
or  three   petitions   from    boards   of    trade 
against  the  passage  of  this  bill.      That  was 
a  year  ago,  and  my  hon.  friend  has  referred 
to  the  altered  condition  of  things  since  then. 
It  was  not  generally  known  then  that  the 
Judicial   Committee  of  the   Privy  Council 
had  confirmed  the  local  Act  passed  by  the 
Ontario  Parliament,   which  does  away  with 
the  real  grievance  that  many  of  those  who 
appeared  before  the  committee  desired  to 
get  rid  of — that  is  to  say,  that  there  should 
be  an  equitable  distribution  of  estates  and  a 


cheap  way  of  examining  into  the  affairs  of 
an  insolvent  to  show  that  there  was  no 
fraud.  Since  that  Act  has  been  confirmed 
and  is  in  lively  operation,  the  New  Bruns- 
wick Government  has  taken  the  same  view 
and  we  have  on  the  stSsitute-book  of  New 
Brunswick  now  a  law  similar  in  many 
respects  to  the  Ontario  Act — I  think  pre- 
cisely the  same — which,  so  far  as  I  have 
seen  it  reported  in  the  St.  John  papers,  has 
met  the  requirements  of  the  St.  John  Board 
of  Trade.  That  is  what  the  boards  of  trade 
particularly  required,  because  the  necessity 
of  some  action  as  evinced  by  the  complaints 
from  Montreal,  arose  in  this  way — in  the 
lower  provinces  a  great  many  traders, 
who,  perhaps,  never  should  have  been  trusted 
at  all,  who  had  very  little  property  responsi- 
bility and  perhaps  less  aptitude  for  business 
life — after  procuring  credit  through  the 
commercial  agents  who  come  to  our  pro- 
vince like  a  wolf  on  the  fold,  credit  which 
should  never  have  been  forced  on  these  at 
all  because  they  were  in  no  position  for  trad- 
ing— after  a  year  or  two  when  failure  came, 
as  failure  almost  always  comes  in  such  cases, 
then  there  was  an  assignment  to  a  friendly 
assignee  with  preferences  to  their  local 
creditors,  leaving  the  Montreal  merchants, 
and  perhaps  the  Toronto  o-  Hamilton  sup- 
pliers, out  in  the  cold.  That  was  an  un- 
fortunate condition  of  things  which  ought 
to  be  remedied,  and  no  doubt  it  led  the 
wholesale  dealers  of  commercial  centres 
to  demand,  as  they  did  last  year,  a  bank- 
ruptcy law  to  meet  the  difficulty.  That  has 
all  been  met,  so  far  as  Ontario,  Quebec  and 
New  Brunswick  are  concerned.  A  similar 
bill  was  passed  in  the  Nova  Scotia  House 
of  Assembly,  but  was  thrown  out,  unfortun- 
ately by  a  small  majority  in  the  Legislative 
Council.  I  have  no  doubt  that  it  will  be 
passed  at  the  next  meeting  of  the  Nova 
Scotia  legislature.  When  we  have,  in 
a  very  cheap  way,  without  a  cumbrous 
general  law  of  155  sections,  such  as  this,  the 
means  to  meet  our  local  requirements  and 
provide  an  equitable  distribution  of  an 
insolvent  estate  without  preferences,  when 
we  have  everything  which  seems  to  be  re- 
quired to  ensure  the  honest  winding  up  of  an 
insolvent  estate  excepting  the  actual  dis- 
charge, I  do  not  see  any  great  necessity  for 
this  legislation.  If  men  are  really  striving 
to  pay  100  cents  on  the  $1  and  cannot  meet 
their  obligations,  I  do  not  think  we  ought  to 
put  it  within  the  power  of  anybody  to  drive 
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them  into  insolvency.  I  do  not  believe  that 
such  a  law  is  a  good  one.  In  many  cases,  if 
they  are  honest,  and  are  let  alone,  they  ulti- 
mately will  pay  their  debts.  If  they  do  not, 
and  have  to  make  a  distribution  all  around, 
I  do  not  think  there  would  be  one  case  in 
ten  where  a  creditor  would  refuse  to  give  a 
discharge  where  everything  has  been  done 
fairly  and  squarely  and  above  board.  That 
diificulty  ought  not  to  be  brought  up  as  really 
a  very  great  objection.  In  the  first  place,  the 
crediting  is  a  voluntary  thing.  Men  are  not 
compellpd  to  supply  these  people,  and  in  most 
cases  they  should  not  be  supplied.  For 
the  reasons  that  I  have  given  they  should  in 
many  cases  remain  upon  their  farms.  They 
should  not  be  so  ambitious  to  handle  dry 
goods.  They  have  not  the  aptitude  or 
training  for  it,  and  it  is  only  confusing  the 
legitimate  business  of  the  country.  But  if 
wholesale  dealers  chose  to  exercise  their  dis- 
cretion to  supply  them,  it  is  their  own  look 
out.  They  are  not  compelled  to  do  so,  and 
it  is  scarcely  fair  that  we  should  give  them 
the  power  to  force  these  people  into  insol- 
vency afterwards.  I  had  the  honour  last 
year  of  being  upon  the  committee,  and  I 
did  the  best  I  could  to  help  to  im- 
prove the  measure,  but  I  never  felt 
that  I  was  committed  to  the  princi- 
ple of  the  bill  in  any  way.  I  simply 
brought  to  bear  upon  it  whatever  I  could 
think  of  in  the  way  of  rendering  it  as  harm- 
less as  possible,  but  T  and  other  members  of 
the  committee  reserved  the  right  to  vote 
against  the  principle  of  the  bill ;  I  hope  the 
measure  will  receive  careful  consideration  be- 
fore it  is  allowed  to  become  law  and  that 
the  country  will  be  saved  what  I  think  will 
be  a  degradation  and  the  government  them- 
selves the  odium  of  passing  an  Act  that  can- 
not fail  to  be  injurious  to  the  interests  of 
the  country. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— I  hesitate  as  to 
the  position  T  should  take  upon  this  bill. 
Last  year  when  it  came  before  us  I  gave  all 
my  knowledge  and  ability  toward.s  the  per- 
fecting of  the  bill,  that  is  to  make  it  as 
little  injurious  as  possible.  I  did  not  like  it 
as  a  whole,  but  I  thought  it  better  to  let  it 
pass  its  third  reading  and  see  what  improve- 
ments might  be  made  in  it  elsewhere.  This 
year  I  was  in  hopes  that  it  would  not  come 
before  us,  at  least  that  it  would  be  intro- 
duced in  the  Commons.  The  feeling  of  the 
merchants  and  othere  in  the  province  from 


which  I  come  is  opposed  to  this  bill,  and  I 
had  hoped  the  government  would  have   de- 
layed it,  as  it  was  not  a  party  question,  until 
a  new  parliament  had  met,  when  the  mem- 
bers, fresh  from  the  people,  would  be  better 
able  to  deliberate  and  decide  upon  its  merits 
or  demerits.  Looking  back  at  the  old  law  of 
1869  to  1875  and  1880  and  seeing  the  vast 
amount  of  injury  done  by  it  during  that 
time,  I  doubt  the  wisdom  of  passing  such 
legislation.     Instead  of  raising  the  standard 
of  public  and  commercial  morality  and  secur- 
ing honest  and  fair  trade,  it  had  the  oppasite 
effect,  and  I  know  that  in  1880,  when  it  was 
abolished,  the  people  rejoiced  that  they  were 
freed  from  the  incubus.      The  country  has 
prospered  ever  since  and  I  do  not  see  at  the 
present  moment  any  necessity  for  a  bill  of 
this  kind.     Even  now  we  are  so  assured  by 
those  who  spoke  to-day  on   this  bill.      The 
leader  of  the  opposition  and  his  followers 
declare   that   the  country  is    not  in    that 
condition    to    require    it.      A    permanent 
Act  I  do  not   think   is    necessary   at   any 
time.     In  an  extreme    emergency  legisla- 
tion may   be  needed,  and  therefore   I  feel 
very   great  hesitancy    in  voting    for    the 
second  reading  of  this  bill.     I  should  like 
to  hear   from   other   hon.   gentlemen,    who 
know  what  the  impressions  are  in  their  patt 
of  the  country,  and  before  I  comsiit  myself 
to  it.     I  am  in   favour   of   a  general  law. 
My  objection  in  the  past  has  been  to  having 
a  law  for  each  province,  if  those  laws  were 
at  variance  with  each  other.     It  is  now  de- 
cided that  the  provinces  can  pass  insolvency 
laws.    Ontario,  Quebec  and  New  Brunswick 
have  their  laws  and  Nova  Scotia  will  follow. 
We  should  have  a  common  law  affecting  all 
provinces  alike,  and  I  was  in  hopes  that  the 
legislature  of  Nova  Scotia  last  year  would  fall 
into  line  with  Ontario  and  New  Brunswick. 
I  believe  the  bill  they  introduced  was  in 
harmony  with  that  of  New  Brunswick,  and 
if  I  could  be  shown  to-day  that  these  various 
bills  were  for  the  equitable  distribution  of 
estates  and  to  prevent  preferential  assign- 
ments, it  is  all  that  we  require.     If  that  can 
be  effected  so  that  the  laws  of  the  several 
provinces  will  be  alike  as  far  as  possible, 
that  is  all  that  should  be  asked.     Therefore, 
I  am  hesitating  at  this  moment.     I  very 
seldom  hesitate  as  to  what  vote  I  give  upon 
anything  because  I  am  generally  strong  in 
my  convictions  with  regard  to  legislation. 
I  should  like  to  hear  from  other  hon.  gen- 
tlemen from  various  parts  of  Canada,  as  to 
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whether  we  should  pass  this  bill  now.  My 
impression  is  that  no  harm  would  be  done 
if  it  were  delayed  until  after  the  next 
election  and  the  government  would  act 
wisely  by  not  pressing  this  bill. 

Hon.  Mr.  PRIMROSE— As  the  Debates 
show,  I  voted  last  session  against  this  bill, 
very  much  for  the  reasons  which  have  been  so 
well  given  by  thehon.  gentleman  from  Albert. 
During  the  reces.s  I  made  inquiries  in  the 
constituency  from  which  I  come,  as  far  as  I 
could,  and  found  I  might  say  almost  a  uni- 
versal consen<ius  of  opinion  that  they  would 
much  rather  not  have  such  legislation — that 
the  effect  in  very  many  cases  would  be,  to 
say  the  least  of  it,  prejudicial  instead  of 
beneficial.  I  do  not  intend  to  make  any  ex- 
tended remarks  on  this  occasion,  for  the 
simple  reason  that  the  hon.  member  from 
Albert  has  expressed  very  clearly  the  grounds 
upon  which  I  intend  to  act,  and  for  those 
reasons  I  shall  vote  against  the  bill. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCALLUM — It  is  well  known 
in  this  House,  and  throughout  the  country, 
that  I  am  not  favourable  to  legislation  such 
as  this,  and  I  am  surprised  that  the  govern- 
ment seek  it.  I  doubt  if  they  really  are  in 
favour  of  it,  although  it  is  brought  in  here. 
The  question  in  my  mind  is — Who  asked  the 
Senate  to  pass  this  liill  ?  Where  are  the 
petitions  asking  for  legislation  which  is 
going  to  change  the  whole  relations  of  the 
commerce  of  this  country  ?  We  should  he 
careful  before,  we  change  the  relations  be- 
tween creditor  and  debtor.  There  were  pe- 
titions here  last  year  from  Ijoards  of  trade 
and  wholesale  merchants  who  want  this 
legislation,  but,  as  has  been  pointed  out, 
these  wholesale  merchants  are  not  obliged  to 
trust  their  customers.  They  have  the  power 
to  protect  themselves  in  their  own  hands, 
and  I  do  not  see  why  this  parliament  should 
aid  them  to  collect  their  debts  b}*  enacting 
this  bill.  The  law  of  the  country  at  the 
present  time  ought  to  be  sufficient  for  them. 
The  merchants  are,  of  course,  respectable 
men,  but  they  should  not  ask  parliament  to 
legislate  for  them.  It  is  class  legislation. 
The  merchants  send  their  drummers  out, 
and  you  meet  them  at  every  cross-road 
coaxing  and  almost  forcing  people  to  buy 
goods ;  and  after  all  this,  they  wish  to 
get  the  power  to  put  their  customers  into 
insolvency  if  they  do  not  get  their  money  at 
once.      The   debtors   do   not   ask   for  this 


legislation.  A  great  deal  has  been  said 
about  the  poor  debtor,  but  they  do  not  want 
this  legislation.  If  this  bill  goes  on  the 
statute-book,  it  will  have  a  demoralizing 
effect  on  the  country.  When  we  had  it  be- 
fore, from  1875  to  1880,  what  was  the  re- 
sult ?  It  was  an  incubus  and  a  nightmare 
hanging  on  the  country  and  when  it  was  re- 
pealed in  1880  there  were  bon-fires  all  over 
the  country  and  people  were  glad  and 
shaking  hands  with  one  another  saying : 
"  Now  every  honest  man  has  a  chance  to 
get  along ;  he  has  not  got  to  compete  with 
the  schemer  who  goes  into  business  and 
undersells  him  and  then  goes  into  bank- 
ruptcy and  compromises  for  50  cents  on 
the  dollar."  We  had  the  experience  of 
the  previous  law  for  five  years,  and  this  is 
simply  a  transcript  of  it  with  a  little  varia- 
tion. Of  course,  we  change  the  name  and 
instead  of  "  assignee "  we  have  it  now 
"  receiver."  The  honest  people  of  this  coun- 
try do  not  want  this  law.  Honest  retail- 
ers have  .'-ucceeded  fairly  well,  but 
what  will  be  the  result  if  we  pass 
this  law  1  You  give  the  chance  to  the 
schemer  to  buy  goods  and  start  in  business, 
then  prepare  himself  for  difficulties  and  go 
into  insolvency  and  pay  50  cents  on  the 
dollar,  and  afterwards  start  anew  and  under- 
sell the  honest  retailer  who  will  be  obliged 
to  go  out  of  business  and  shut  up  shop. 
That  will  be  the  effect  of  it  if  we  make  the 
mistake  of  passing  such  a  measure.  I  have 
very  great  regard  and  admiration  for  the 
Prime  Minister  of  this  country,  but  he  is 
not  going  to  carry  me  awa}'  from  my  duty 
to  the  people.  I  would  consider  it  ruinous 
legislation.  It  has  been  stated  by  some 
hon.  gentlemen  that  the  bankers  and  whole- 
sale traders  met  before  the  committee,  and 
we  should  not  lose  the  time  that  we  spent 
last  year,  and  therefore  we  must  put  the  bill 
through  now.  It  would  be  better  that  we 
should  lose  the  whole  session  and  other 
sessions  than  to  pass  this  bill,  because  we 
know  what  the  disastrous  effect  of  an  In- 
solvent Act  was  before,  and  what  its  effect 
will  be  now.  Why  should  the  bankers  of 
the  country  have  anything  to  say  about  a 
bankruptcy  law  1  If  you  go  to  a  bank  to 
get  money,  they  want  you  to  furnish  a  good 
endorser,  and  they  are  sure  to  take  the  in- 
terest in  advance  every  time,  and  if  you  are 
not  able  at  the  end  of  three  months  to  pay, 
they  will  take  the  interest  again.  The  bank- 
ers of  this  country  ought  to  be  satisfied  with 
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the  advantages  they  already  possess.  I  am 
proud  to  say  that  our  banks  are  in  a  good 
position,  and  it  shows  the  honesty  of  the 
people — that  they  have  paid  their  debts 
fairly  well,  since  banking  is  so  profitable. 
Look  at  the  bank  stocks  of  this  country  and 
compare  their  value  with  what  it  was  fifteen 
years  ago.  Bank  stocks  have  risea  in  value 
since  the  old  insolvency  law  was  repealed  ; 
they  have  doubled,  and  it  has  helped  the 
country  very  much  all  this  time.  The  gov- 
ernment thought  that  the  people  were  so 
well  oflF  in  this  country  that  they  did  not 
want  to  pay  4  per  cent  on  deposits  in  the 
savings  banks  and  the  rate  is  down  now  to 
3^  and  3  per  cent.  The  banks  induced  the 
government  to  do  that ;  and  then  they  put 
down  the  interest  in  the  banks.  Supposing 
a  man  took  stocks  fifteen  years  ago,  to-day 
he  will  almost  double  his  money.  They  have 
been  paying  7  or  6  per  cent  all  the  time 
and  now  they  a?k  us  to  pass  this  bill. 
Did  anybody  ever  take  the  trouble  to  see 
the  amount  of  money  we  have  in  the  banks 
of  this  country  t  It  is  surprising.  We  can 
pay  cash  if  we  want  to.  I  said  before  if  the 
wholesale  merchants  kept  their  drummers  at 
home,  we  could  do  very  well.  The  people 
of  this  country  have  got  in  the  banks  $194,- 
924,776,  and  the  banks  are  paying  2  and  3 
per  cent.  It  is  not  necessary  that  whole- 
sale men  should  trust  the  people  quite  so 
much,  because  the  people  could  pay  cash  if 
they  wanted  to  do  so.  We  are  askfd  to 
legislate  for  the  banks  and  the  wholesale 
merchants  of  the  country,  while  the  masses 
of  the  people  do  not  want  legislation.  I  say 
this  fearlessly  and  honestly,  and  I  don't  care 
who  hears  me,  that  if  the  government  press 
such  legislation  as  this,  they  will  get  wrecked 
when  they  come  before  the  people.  I  have 
great  respect  for  the  Prime  Minister  of  this 
country;  I  think  very  much  of  him; 
and  I  feel  satisfied  that  many  in  this 
House,  from  the  respect  they  have  for  him, 
will  support  the  bill,  even  though  they 
know  that  the  legislation  is  wrong,  but  if  they 
had  to  go  before  the  country  very  few  of 
them  would  come  back  here.  Knowing  the 
disastrous  effect  that  the  former  law  had, 
I  want  to  oppose  the  bill  at  this  stage.  I 
do  not  want  it  to  go  any  further.  I  hope 
the  government  will  withdraw  it.  The  hon. 
gentleman  has  surely  seen  enough  to  know 
that  the  majority  of  this  House  do  not  want 
it.  I  am  sure  that  the  members  of  the 
House  of  Commons  do  not  want  it,  and  that 


it  will  not  pass  there.  I  ask  him  as  a  favour, 
and  in  the  interests  of  the  people,  and  of  the 
government,  and  all  honest  men  who  wish 
to  see  this  country  prosperous,  to  withdraw 
this  bill.  If  he  does  not,  as  far  as  I  am 
concerned,  I  must  do  my  duty  and  oppose 
the  bill  at  every  stage,  and  I  think  this  is 
the  proper  time  to  stop  its  progress.  It  is 
a  transcript  of  the  old  law,  only  a  little 
worse,  because,  in  the  old  Act,  a  man  had  to 
owe  $500  before  you  could  put  him  into  in- 
solvency, but  now  for  a  debt  of  $250  you 
can  send  a  man  into  bankruptcy  in  a  few 
days.  Under  the  present  law  for  collection, 
of  debts,  if  you  sue  a  man  for  $250,  he  can 
enter  a  defence  in  court,  and  h°  can  arrange 
the  whole  matter.  Under  this  bill  you  can 
crush  him  out  of  existence.  Therefore,  I 
cannot  be  a  party  to  such  a  measure,  and  I 
would  ask  hon.  gentlemen  not  to  let  their 
regard  for  the  Prime  Minister  carry  away 
their  conscience.  With  all  my  Conservative 
proclivities,  I  stand  here  in  opposition  to 
this  government  measure,  and  I  will  try  to 
do  my  duty  honestly.  I  therefore  move 
that  this  bill  be  not  now  read,  but  that  it  be 
read  the  second  time  this  day  six  months. 

Hon.  Mr.  BELLEROSE— I  cannot  give 
a  silent  vote  on  this  measure.  Hon.  gen- 
tlemen know  that  I  am  opposed  to  such 
legislation,  but  my  rea.son  for  the  opposition 
is  a  special  one.  I  believe  that  in  the  pro- 
vince of  Quebec  we  have  all  that  is  neces- 
sary, so  much  so  that  all  legislation  which 
has  taken  place  of  late  years  in  the  same 
direction  in  other  provinces  has  been  found 
to  work  a  great  deal  worse  than  the  legis- 
lation that  we  have  in  the  province  of  Que- 
bec. Not  only  in  our  province  but  in  other 
provinces  they  have  felt  that  they  are  in  a 
better  position  to  deal  with  insolvency  than 
the  Dominion  Parliament  is.  Nevertheless, 
I  am  not  yet  ready  to  tell  the  government 
that  their  eflorts  to  provide  a  general  insol- 
vency law  have  been  in  vain,  and  that  this 
House  .should  not  try  to  make  the  bill  work- 
able. The  bill  can  be  opposed  at  any  stage 
— you  may  ssk  for  the  si.x  months'  hoist  at 
the  third  reading,  if  the  House,  after  the 
committee  stage  thinks  that  the  bill  cannot 
be  made  workable.  It  is  too  soon  to  move 
the  six  months'  hoist  now,  and  I  regret  to 
say  that  I  cannot  support  the  amendment. 
It  has  been  argued  by  the  hon.  gentleman 
from  Burlington  that  it  is  necessary  to  «ssi- 
milate  the  laws  of  the  several  provinces.     I 
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do  not  agree  with  him.  If  you  do  so,  you 
will  find  great  difficulty.  I  have  been 
sitting  here  with  him  for  13  or  15 
sessions,  and  I  would  remind  him  that 
almost  every  session  we  have  passed 
laws  making  exceptions  in  the  case  of  the 
several  provinces.  It  is  impossible  in  a 
country  like  ours  to  have  uniformity  in  legis- 
lation. "We  must  consider  the  circumstances 
of  the  several  provinces.  Sometimes  the 
west  and  the  east  may  not  agree.  We  must 
at  times  take  into  consideration  special  cir- 
cumstances and  concede  something.  Though 
the  principle  of  a  bill  may  be  the  same  for 
all  the  Dominion,  yet  the  details  may  vary 
for  different  provinces.  Then  the  hon.  Sena- 
tor from  Burlington  said  that  he  believed  in 
the  principle  that  every  class  of  the  com- 
munity ought  to  be  brought  under  the  law 
of  bankruptcy.  That  is  not  only  bad  in 
principle,  but  it  is  also  unjust.  In  passing 
such  a  law  you  have  to  take  into  consider- 
ation the  difference  which  exists  between 
the  people  at  large  and  the  traders. 
Would  it  not  be  unjust  to  treat  the 
farmer  as  you  do  the  trader?  Why  is  it 
necessary  for  you  to  have  a  law  for  the 
traders?  It  is  because  if  a  debtor  is  not 
stopped  before  he  has  expended  the  whole  of 
what  he  has  on  hand,  the  creditor  is  in  great 
danger  of  getting  nothing.  If  there  is  an  in- 
solvency law  the  creditor  cnn  stop  the  debtor 
and  have  a  chance  of  recovering  25  or  50  per 
cent,  but  with  the  farmer  it  is  not  the  same. 
The  farmer  has  his  property,  and  when  the 
creditor  thinks  that  the  farmer  owes  too 
much,  and  has  been  too  long  in  repaying 
the  money,  he  may  at  once  sue  him,  get 
judgment  and  recover,  or  he  may  go  to  a 
notary,  have  a  mortgage  on  the  property, 
and  ttien  it  is  only  leaving  his  money  out  at 
5  or  6  per  cent,  and  it  is  to  the  advantage 
of  the  creditor.  Such  differences  existing 
would  it  not  be  unjust  to  make  the 
law  apply  to  all  classes  ?  Any  one  who 
knows  anything  about  the  people  genera'ly 
knows  that  ihe  farmer,  if  this  law  ap- 
plied to  him,  would  become  involved  until 
the  whole  of  his  property  was  swallowed 
up.  So  it  would  be  unjust  to  allow  the  farmer 
to  come  under  the  bankruptcy  law.  As 
regards  that  class  of  people,  it  would  he 
better  to  restrict  than  to  give  full  liberty  to 
go  on.  In  committee,  if  I  am  present,  I  shall 
vote  against  such  a  clause.  There  are  other 
clauses  for  which  I  shall  not  vote.  The  bill 
may  be  so  amended  in  committee,  so  that  I 


could  not  oppose  it,  because  such  legisla- 
tion may  be  required  in  provinces  which  have 
not  such  good  laws  as  we  have  in  Quebec.  I 
know  the  great  city  of  Montreal  supplies  the 
whole  Dominion  and  that  is  a  reason  why 
there  may  be  a  necessity  of  assimilating 
the  laws.  It  would  not  be  ■  fair  to  force 
our  merchants  to  study  all  the  laws  of  the 
several  provinces  from  the  Atlantic  to  the 
Pacific.  We  cannot  always,  as  legislators, 
insist  upon  our  own  views  ;  we  must  try  to 
promote  the  general  good,  and  it  is  on  that 
principle  that  I  am  speaking.  So,  after 
having  voted  against  the  six  months'  hoist, 
I  shall  oppose  all  the  clauses  of  the  bill 
which  I  think  are  not  in  the  general  interest. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALLAN — Like  the  hon.  gentle- 
man from  De  Lanaudi^re,  I  do  not  wish  to 
give  a  silent  vote.  I  may  say  very  frankly, 
for  my  own  part,  I  regret  that  the  govern- 
ment has  introduced  this  bill,  because,  so 
far  as  I  can  learn,  there  does  not  appear  to 
be  any  very  general  consensus  of  opuiion  in 
favour  of  such  a  measure,  at  all  events  in 
Ontario.  At  the  same  time,  as  I  do  not 
entertain  the  same  strong  convictions  against 
the  bill  that  the  hon.  member  for  Monc-k 
does,  I  shall  not  vote  against  it,  but  reserve 
my  objections  until  the  bill  goes  into  com- 
mittee. 

Hon.  Mr.  McDONALD  (C.B.)— I  am 
opposed  to  the  bill.  It  is  not  asked  for  ex- 
cept by  the  merchants  of  Montreal  and 
Toronto.  Such  legislation  is  not  wanted  in 
Nova  Scotia,  not  even  a  bill  for  the  equit- 
able distribution  of  insolvent  estates,  as  is 
proved  by  the  action  of  the  local  legislature 
last  session.  However,  I  think  that  action 
was  a  mistake,  and  that  provision  should  be 
made  for  an  equitable  distribution  of  insol- 
vent estates.  I  do  not  see  that  we  could 
very  well  pass  a  uniform  law  for  the  Do- 
minion without  combining  with  it  the  prin- 
ciple of  granting  a  discharge  to  an  insolvent 
debtor  from  the  responsibility  of  paying  his 
debts,  and  to  do  that  is  immoral.  I  do  not 
see  why  we  should  interfere  and  make  it 
legal  for  a  man  not  to  pay  his  debts.  This 
bill  is  simply  to  enable  the  dishonest  trader 
to  be  relieved  from  the  responsibility  of 
paying  his  debts.  There  is  no  necessity  for 
that.  The  honest  trader  will  always  be  able 
to  secure  a  discharge  from  his  creditors,  and 
a  dishonest  trader  should  not  receive  his 
discharge.     I  believe  the  consensus   of  the 
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country  is  against  this  bill,  and  that  it 
would  be  bef  er  for  the  country  to  withdraw 
it.     I  shall  vote  against  the  second  reading. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLEM  OW— There  seems  to 
be  a  g^eat  diversity  of  opinion  this  ses- 
sion as  compared  with  last  session.  Last 
year  I  thought  the  opinion  of  this  House 
was  favourable  to  an  insolvency  law  of 
some  kind.  There  has  been  an  agitation 
for  such  a  law  for  some  years.  The  people 
of  this  country  have  been  calling  for  some 
Act  whereby  the  honest  trader  would  get  a 
discharge  from  his  liabilities.  The  people  of 
this  country  consider  that  its  credit  has  been 
injured  in  England  for  the  want  of  some 
such  law.  Last  year,  it  is  true,  I  opposed  a 
great  many  clauses  of  the  bill.  I  agreed 
with  the  hon.  gentleman  from  De  Lanaudiere 
that  the  farmer  should  not  be  included,  but 
it  was  carried  against  me.  On  the  general 
principle,  however,  I  think  it  was  admitted 
very  generally  that  the  country  required 
some  such  act  whereby  the  honest  man 
would  get  a  discharge  from  his  liabilities.  It 
has  been  urged  that  there  is  a  law  in  Onta- 
rio which  takes  a  man's  estate  from  him  and 
distributes  it  among  his  creditors,  but  there 
was  no  power  to  give  that  man  his  discharge, 
and  that  was  one  of  the  principal  causes  for 
this  bill.  The  Dominion  Parliament  is  the 
only  authority  to  carry  such  an  8M:t  into 
effect.  I  am  sorry  to  see  such  a  feeling  pre- 
vailing to-day,  and  possibly  it  would  be  bet- 
ter to  adjourn  the  debate  and  give  time  for 
further  consideration.  I  believe  firmly  that 
a  great  many  people  of  this  country  are  de- 
sirous of  having  some  such  measure.  Whether 
this  bill  meets  their  views  or  not,  I  aui  not 
in  a  position  to  say.  It  does  not  meet  my 
view  entirely,  but  we  must  give  and  take 
and  we  made  the  very  best  possible  bill  that 
we  could,  and  took  a  great  deal  of  time  to 
consider  it,  and  it  is  rather  a  strange  thing 
that  we  should  now  cavalierly  dispose  of  the 
bill  I  therefore  move  the  adjournment  of 
the  debate. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER — I  am  surprised  at 
the  motion  made  by  the  hon.  gentleman 
from  Rideau.  The  hon.  gentleman  seems  to 
think  that  by  some  mysterious  influence 
the  minds  of  hon.  gentlemen  will  be  changed 
between  to-day  and  to-morrow.  The  mem- 
bers of  the  House  have  had  a  whole  year  to 
consider  this  bill  and  ascertain  the  feelings 
of  the  people  of  the  diflferent  parts  of  the 


country.  I  do  not  think  there  is  any  ground 
at  all  for  a  postponement  of  the  decision.  I 
was  also  surprised  to  hear  the  hon.  gentle- 
man from  Rideau  tell  this  House  that  for  a 
long  time  the  people  of  this  country  had 
been  clamouring  for  an  insolvency  law. 
The  hon.  gentleman  is  the  only  member 
who  has  heard  even  a  loud  whisper  in  favour 
of  an  insolvency  law.  The  statement  of  the 
hon.  gentleman  from  Monck  is  perfectly 
correct,  that  there  was  a  feeling  of  relief 
when  the  original  insolvency  law,  or  the 
law  as  amended  in  1875,  was  repealed  in 
the  session  of  1880.  There  was  a  feeling 
that  an  incubus  had  been  removed  from  the 
shoulders  of  the  people  in  trade  in  this 
country,  and  there  has  never  since  then  been 
any  manifestation  of  a  desire  on  the  part  of 
any  large  portion  of  the  population  for  an- 
other insolvency  law.  It  is  perfectly  cor- 
rect to  say  that  last  session  petitions  were 
presented  to  this  House  coming  from  the 
boards  of  trade  of  certain  citie.s,  Montreal 
and  Toronto  more  especially.  My  hon. 
friend  from  Monck  is  in  error  in  supposing 
that  the  bankers  made  any  especial  request 
for  the  passage  of  an  insolvency  law. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCALLUM— I  think  one 
hon.  gentleman  addressing  this  House  last 
session  said  that  the  committee  had  met  the 
banker.--. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— When  it  was  under- 
stood that  the  government  intended  to  in- 
troduce an  insolvency  law,  then  the  repre- 
sentatives of  the  banks  came  here  to  see 
that  they  got  fair  play.  It  has  been  sug- 
gested by  an  hon.  gentleman  in  my  neigh- 
bourhood, and  there  is  a  good  deal  in  the 
suggestion,  that  considering  that  this  bill 
was  carefully  considered  in  this  House  last 
session  and  sent  to  the  other  House,  it 
would  have  been,  on  the  whole,  more  ap- 
propriate to  introduce  it  this  year  in  the 
House  of  Commons.  I  cannot  help  making 
an  observation  on  the  ground  taking  by  the 
hon.  member  from  De  Lanaudiere,  that 
while  he  was  opposed  to  the  principle  of  the 
bill,  still  he  proposed  to  vote  for  its  second 
reading.  The  hon.  gentleman  told  us,  and 
told  us  truly,  that  they  have  in  the  province 
of  Quebec  a  law  which  suits  the  business 
men  of  that  province  admirably,  and  that 
they  do  not  wish  it  changed.  Does  not  the 
hon.  gentleman  realize  that  if  this  bill  is 
passed,  and  he  helps  to  pass  it  if  he  votes 
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for  the  second  reading,  then  that  admirable 
law  which  they  have  in  the  province  of 
Quebec  will  cease  to  be  operative  and  the 
province  of  Quebec,  like  the  rest  of 
the  Dominion,  will  come  under  the 
operation  of  the  measure  before  us? 
If  the  hon.  gentleman  is  satisfied  with  the 
present  law  of  the  province  of  Quebec,  and 
his  language  indicates  that  he  is,  then  he 
would  not  be  justified  in  voting  for  any  law 
which  proposes  to  change  it.  Every  one 
knows  the  story  of  the  man  who  was  well 
and  would  be  better,  and  the  result.  I  hope 
that  will  not  be  the  case  with  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman. Not  only  was  there  a  feeling  of 
relief  throughout  the  whole  country  when 
the  former  insolvency  law  was  repealed,  but 
there  was  a  teeling  of  regret  last  year 
through  the  country  when  the  impression 
got  abroad  that  another  insolvent  law  was 
likely  to  be  passed.  No  petitions  came  here 
in  favour  of  this  bill  last  year  from  any 
bodies  except  the  boards  of  trade.  Some 
boards  of  trade  were  opposed  to  this  meas- 
ure. If  I  am  not  mistaken  the  board  of 
trade  of  the  city  from  which  the  premier 
comes  sent  a  petition  against  this  bill  last 
year. 

Hon.  Mr.  READ  (Quinte)  -That  is  the 
only  one. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  do  not  kui.w 
whether  a  petition  against  it  came  from  the 
lx)ard  of  trade  of  Halifax,  but  I  know  the 
board  of  trade  of  Halifax  is  altogether  op- 
posed to  the  passage  of  an  insolvent  law,  and 
their  opposition  to  insolvency  legislation  was 
so  great  that  they  would  not  even  pass  a 
resolution  in  favour  of  the  insolvency  bill 
b(>fore  the  Nova  Scotia  legislature  this  year. 
There  have  been  no  petitions  for  this  mea- 
sure this  year  at  all.  It  may  be  said,  and 
probably  the  Prime  Minister  will  say,  that 
if  there  have  been  no  petitions  for  it  there 
have  been  none  against  it.  Why  have  there 
been  none  against  it  t  Simply  because  the 
impression  got  abroad  that  the  bill  was 
dropped — that  there  was  no  inclination  to 
proceed  with  the  measure.  I  know  that  was 
the  impression  in  the  city  from  which  I  come. 
It  will  be  remembered  that  in  the  speech  from 
the  throne  this  year  we  were  told  by  His 
Excellency's  advisers,  through  his  mouth, 
that  the  business  depression  which  had  pre- 
vailed so  extensively  throughout  the  world 
had  not  been  as  keenly  felt  in  Canada  as 


in  other  places.  One  great  reason  for 
that  was  that  we  had  no  insolvency 
law  here.  Just  on  account  of  the  absence 
of  an  insolvency  law  business  has  been  done 
in  a  careful  and  conservative  way.  Business 
people  did  not  take  any  risks,  either  sellers 
or  buyers.  A  small  dealer  w.io  felt  that  he 
hadtopay  100  cts.  iuthedollarwasvery  likely 
to  be  careful  not  to  buy  more  than  his  busi- 
ness called  for.  If  he  felt,  as  would  be  the 
case  if  this  bill  became  law,  that  he  could 
settle  with  his  creditors  for  50  cts.  on  the 
dollar,  he  would  not  be  so  careful  or  so  con- 
servative. I  feel  that  now,  when  the  opinion 
is  that  the  lowest  point  of  depression  has 
been  passed  and  that  times  are  likely  to  im- 
prove, to  pass  an  insolvent  law  the  practical 
effect  of  which  would  be  to  allow  a  man  to 
pay  $1  with  50  cents,  would  be  to  make  a 
very  great  mistake  and  to  take  a  step  which 
would  be  calculated  to  interfere  with  the 
revival  of  business  and  for  that  rea.son  I 
think  this  bill  should  not  pass.  It  is  true 
it  seems  a  regrettable  thing  that  we  should 
have  spent  a  considerable  amount  of  time 
on  this  bill  last  year  and  devoted  a  great 
deal  of  labor  to  it,  but  we  did  not  hurt 
ourselves  —  it  kept  us,  perhaps,  out  of 
mischief.  Our  object  was  to  make  the 
measure  as  little  injurious  as  possible,  but 
that  end  will  be  much  better  gained  if  the 
bill  does  not  pass  at  all.  The  position,  as  the 
hon.  member  from  Albert  said,  has  been 
changej  since  last  year.  The  bill  which 
was  passed  in  this  House  last  year  was  in- 
troduced at  the  instance  of  some  boards  of 
trade  of  the  upper  provinces.  Hon.  gen- 
tlemen, who  were  members  of  the  special 
committee  who  had  charge  of  this  bill  last 
year,  will  remember  that  the  representatives 
of  the  boards  of  trade  and  of  the  banks 
both  said  before  that  committee  that  if  they 
had  in  the  smaller  provinces  such  legislation 
as  existed  in  Quebec  and  Ontario,  they 
would  not  ask  for  a  Dominion  measure. 
Another  thing  has  been  stated  by  the  hon. 
member  from  Albert,  that  at  the  time  we 
met  last  year  there  was  some  doubt  as  to 
whether  or  not  the  Ontario  Act  was  within 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  legislature  of  that 
province.  Since  that  time  the  Judicial 
Committee  of  the  Privy  Council  have 
decided  that  the  Ontario  Act  is  intra  vires. 
The  Ontario  Act  has  given  satisfaction,  the 
Quebec  Act  has  given  satisfaction,  the  New 
Brunswick  Act  will  no  doubt  give  satisfac- 
tion in  that  province,   and  then  we   have 
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only  to  deal  with  'Nova  Scotia  and  one 
or  two  other  provinces.  As  to  Nova  Scotia, 
I  have  very  little  doubt  but  that  a  bill 
containing  similar  provisions  to  those  of  the 
Ontario  Act  will  be  passed  at  the  next  session 
of  the  local  legislature.  It  passed  the 
House  of  Assembly  during  the  late  session 
and  was  killed  in  the  council  just  at  the 
close  of  the  session,  largely  because  there 
was  not  time  to  look  after  it,  and  the  gov- 
ernment were  taken  by  surprise.  It  was 
killed  by  gentlemen  who  really  did  not  un- 
derstand, I  believe,  the  eflfect  of  their  action. 
It  has  been  stated  already  and  i's  undoubt- 
edly true  that  those  local  acts  are  suited  to 
the  wants  of  each  province.  The  province 
of  Quebec  has  a  law  which  satisfies  its  own 
people  admirably.  Ontario  has  a  law  which 
satisfies  her  people  admirably,  and  I  think 
the  local  acts  satisfy  the  people  better  than 
any  general  law  could. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— No,  no. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— As  a  matter  of  fact, 
I  think  the  law  which  prevails  in  Quebec 
would  not  probably  satisfy  all  the  other  pro- 
vinces, and  the  laws  which  prevail  in  the 
other  provinces  would  not  satisfy  Quebec  so 
well.  The  Ontario  law  is  likely  to  be  en- 
acted in  all  the  other  provinces,  and  you  will 
have  practically  a  uniform  law  everywhere 
except  in  the  province  of  Quebec.  There  is 
this  other  reason  why  we  should  not  inter- 
fere— the  insolvent  law  was  repealed  in  1880, 
now  fifteen  years  ago.  The  Dominion  Gov- 
ernment and  Parliament  have  stood  by  and 
allowed  the  local  legislatures  to  enact  laws 
for  the  purpose  of  dealing  with  insolvent 
estates,  and  these  laws  deal  with  them  in  a 
satisfactory  way,  and  to  come  in  now  at  the 
eleventh  hour  and  enact  a  law  which  we 
failed  to  enact  when  it  might  have  been 
looked  for,  is  uncalled  for  and  unwise.  It 
is  not  a  proper  course  of  action  to  take  at 
all.  It  should  be  taken  only  in  the  presence 
of  something  approaching  absolute  necessity. 
There  has  not  been  any  evidence  whatever 
produced  that  there  is  any  such  necessity 
now.  This  is  a  bill  which,  if  it  became  law, 
would  be  likely  to  disturb  the  business  re- 
lations of  the  whole  country,  and  the  pre- 
sumption is,  judging  from  our  experience 
with  former  insolvent  laws,  that  it  would 
disturb  business  with  injurious  results. 
There  is  no  necessity  for  it,  no  demand  for 


it,  and  therefore,  I  think  Parliament  would 
not  be  justified  in  passing  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— It  was  my  inten- 
tion to  support  the  motion  made  by  the  hoo. 
member  from  Welland  with  regard  to  the 
six  months'  hoist,  but  as  I  have  been  put 
down  as  a  seconder  of  the  motion  of  nay  hon. 
friend  for  the  adjournment  of  the  debate,  I 
think  that  that,  probably,  is  the  most  sensi- 
ble course  that  we  could  pursue  at  present. 
We  should  never  do  anything  in  haste.  This 
is  an  important  question,  the  question  of 
bringing  our  whole  relations  as  regards 
debtor  and  creditor  under  on  Act,  and  it 
should  not  be  disposed  of  hastily.  As  far  as 
I  am  able  to  judge  of  public  opinion,  I  have 
not  seen  any  particular  demand  since  we  met 
last  year  forthislnsolvency  Act,  and  it  would 
do  no  harm  if  the  bill  were  thrown  over 
from  one  year  to  another  until  a  demand 
does  spring  up.  If  it  would  improve  our 
credit  in  the  markets  of  the  old  world,  from 
a  free  trade  standpoint,  I  say  that  anything 
that  will  assist  in  that  direction  is  desirable, 
and  an  insolvency  bill  probably  is  more  for 
the  purpose  of  improving  our  commercial 
credit  abroad  so  as  to  bring  the  whole  of  our 
commercial  interests  into  one  unifoitn  chan- 
nel. In  that  respect  it  commends  itself  to 
my  mind.  But,  in  the  absence  of  any  public 
demand,  or  expression  of  opinion,  with  re- 
gard to  the  desirability  of  this  legislation,  I 
think  it  is  probably  premature  to  bring  the 
measure  before  the  country  at  the  present 
moment,  and  in  the  best  interests  of  the 
country,  it  would  be  desirable  to  support  the 
motion  for  the  adjournment  of  the  debate. 

Hon.  Mr.  REESOR— I  prefer  that  the 
debate  should  be  adjourned  to  give  members 
an  opportunity  of  discussing  it,  but  if  a 
division  is  forced  on  the  six  months'  hoist  I 
shall  vote  for  that.  I  have  no  expectation 
myself  that  the  bill  could  be  so  amended 
that  I  would  support  it.  I  agree  with  the 
arguments  of  those  who  say  that  the  public 
are  satisfied  with  the  laws  that  the  local 
legislatures  can  make  for  theaiselves  and  my 
impression  is  that  the  people  of  Ontario  are 
quite  satisfied  with  the  laws  that  they  have 
At  the  same  time,  a  bill  that  has  had  so 
nmch  supervision  should  be  allowed  to  stand 
over — it  should  go  to  the  committee  with  the 
reservation  that  we  shall  vote  as  we  like 
after  that. 
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Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— If 
I  can  judge  from  the  expression  of  opinions 
that  have  been  given  by  members  of  the 
Senate  who  have  spoken,  I  should  come  to 
the  conclusion  that  the  consensus  of  opinion 
•was  against  the  Insolvency  Act.  Thut  this 
is  the  sentiment  of  the  Canadian  comtnunit)' 
I  am  not  prepared  to  admit.  No  one  could 
find  fault,  however,  with  the  spirit  in  which 
this  question  has  been  discussed  by  members 
of  the  Senate.  They  have  given  freely  and 
frankly  their  opinion.  There  are  many 
reasons,  I  doubt  not,  that  have  led  many 
hon.  gentlemen  to  the  conclusion  which  they 
have  formed  ;  there  is  one  thing,  however, 
that  I  Was  somewhat  gratified  at  learning, 
— and  more  particularly  from  those  who 
have  so  long  denounced  the  policy  of  the 
government,  and  have  so  long  declared  their 
want  of  confidence  in  the  party  who  now 
rule  the  destinies  of  this  country, — that  is, 
that  the  country  is  in  such  a  state  at  present, 
business  has  improved  so  rapidly,  that  there 
is  no  necessity  for  any  legislation  which 
could  by  any  possibility  interfere  with  that 
prosperity.  That  is  the  confession  made  by 
the  hon.  leader  of  the  opposition,  and  by 
his  lieutenant  behind  him,  and  also  by  the 
hon.  gentleman  from  Albert. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  referred  to  the 
Governor  General's  speech. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I 
trust  that  upon  all  occasions  when  they  may 
find  it  necessary  to  express  sentiments  in 
opposition  to  any  bill  that  is  presented  to 
the  Senate,  that  they  may  be  prefaced  by 
such  remarks.  If  all  that  be  correct,  I 
would  almost  be  inclined  to  yield  to  the 
sentiments  expressed  ;  but  whatever  course 
we  may  follow  in  future  I  must  take  excep- 
tion to  some  of  the  reasons  that  have  been 
given  by  the  gentleman  who  have  opposed 
the  bill.  The  hon.  leader  of  the  opposition 
told  us  he  had  failed  to  discover  any  reason 
why  this  bill  should  be  introduced  at  the 
present  time.  Every  gentleman  who  has 
spoken  has  repeated  that  there  has  been  no 
demand  on  the  part  of  the  trading  com- 
munity of  Canada  for  the  reintroduction  of 
the  bill  or  its  being  placed  upon  the  statute- 
book.  Now  that  may  be  correct,  but  these 
hon.  gentlemen  should  remember  that  the 
late  premier  of  the  Dominion,  when  he  post- 
poned the  consideration  of  the  bill  in  the 
House   of   Commons   last   session,    made  a 


solemn  promise  that  it  should  be  presented 
to  Parliament  at  the  then  next  session, 
which  is  the  present  session,  and  the  people 
of  Canada,  I  am  glad  to  know,  had  sufficient 
confidence  in  the  leader  of  the  government 
at  that  time,  and  those  with  whom  he  was 
associated,  to  trust  in  the  promise  which  he 
made.  It  is  a  very  good  answer  to  the 
gentlemen  who  have  taken  this  objection 
to  say  that  that  promise  having  been  made 
by  the  leader  of  the  government  at  the  time, 
it  was  not  necessary  tTiat  boards  of  trade,  or 
merchants,  bankrupts  or  those  who  were  in- 
terested in  an  Insolvency  Act,  should  again 
petition  and  keep  continually  petitioning 
Parliament  It  must  be  a  pleasure  to  every 
Canadian  to  know  that  when  the  premier 
makes  a  solemn  promise  the  general  com- 
munity believe  in  him  and  act  in  accordance 
with  the  statement  he  has  made.  That  is 
the  only  answer  I  have  to  make  to  the 
objection  that  ther  e  has  been  no  petition  for 
the  reintroduction  of  the  bill.  Whether 
this  bill  is  to  become  law  or  not,  the  gov- 
ernment of  which  I  am  at  present  the  head 
have  done  their  duty  in  carrying  out  the 
promises  which  were  made  by  the  hon. 
gentleman  who  preceded  me.  The  sugges- 
tion made  by  the  leader  of  the  opposition  in 
this  House  is,  a  very  reasonable  one,  that  if 
itwei-e  not  intended  that  the  biU  should  be  in- 
troduced into  the  lower  House,  it  was  useless 
for  us  to  occupy  our  time  in  considering  it 
here.  I  am  fully  in  accord  with  that  senti- 
ment, believing  that  it  would  only  be  child's 
play  to  introduce  a  bill  into  this  House 
particularly  a  bill  involving  such  important 
principles  as  those  contained  in  an  insolvency 
law,  merely  for  the  purpose  of  sending  it  to 
another  House  knowing  that  it  would  be 
rejected  there,  or  perhaps  not  considered. 
If  I  could  believe  for  a  moment  that  that 
was  the  intention  of  the  Commons — I  know 
it  is  not  the  intention  of  the  government — 
T  would  not  proceed  one  step  further  with 
the  bill  even  if  this  House  approved  of  its 
principle.  The  fact  that  some  of  the  legis- 
latures have  passed  Acts  would  have  some 
force  if  all  the  local  legislatures  had  acted  in 
the  same  way,  and  if  the  provisions  of  the 
different  laws  in  the  different  provinces  were 
such  as  to  protect  creditors  in  different  parts 
not  only  of  the  Dominion,  but  of  Great 
Britain  as  well.  It  has  been  very  well  said 
by  the  hon.  member  for  Marquette  that  a 
bill  of  this  kind  would  have  some  effect  upon 
the  credit  of  the  Dominion  abroad      It  has 
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been  alleged  by  English  merchants,  and  by 
merchants  in  other  European  countries,  that 
there  was  no  law  in  Canada  by  which  they 
could  be  protected  if  they  gave  credit  to 
Canadian  merchants.  The  practice  in  the 
past  has  been,  in  too  many  cases,  that  where 
there  were  dishunest  men,  to  whom  my  hon. 
friend  from  Monck  referred  so  often,  they 
have  taken  advantage  of  that  Act  and  made 
assignments  or  effected  settlements  by  which 
the  European  creditors  were  cheated  out  of 
every  dollar  that  wad  due  to  them. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCALLUM— I  do  not  think 
I  said  cheated. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
The  hon.  gentleman  spoke  of  dishonest  men. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCALLUM— And  honest 
men  too. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I 
will  come  to  that'presently — and  that  these 
men  would  take  advantage  of  a  bankruptcy 
law  in  order  to  cheat  their  creditors  and 
undersell  their  competitors  and  thereby  in- 
jure the  trader  who  was  pursuing  an  honest 
and  legitimate  business.  That  was  one  rea- 
son why  it  was  thought  in  the  interest  of  the 
credit  of  the  country  that  a  Bankruptcy  Act 
should  be  placed  upon  the  statute-book. 
One  hon.  gentleman  objected  to  the  bill  be- 
cause there  were  certain  exceptions,  or  cer- 
tain provisions  which  did  not  apply  to  the 
province  of  Quebec  in  the  same  manner  that 
they  applied  to  other  provinces.  Now  that 
is  a  clause  which  does  not  in  the  least  affect 
1  he  principle  of  the  bill ;  it  is  simply  a  pro- 
vision to  carry  out  the  law  as  it  exists  in  the 
province,  in  the  advertising  of  and  the  dis- 
position of  the  property  and  particularly  of 
the  real  estate  of  the  debtor.  That  is  the 
only  exception  in  the  bill,  and  it  cannot  be 
considered  at  all  fatal  to  its  passage.  I  do 
not  know  what  the  hon.  gentleman  who 
spoke  of  the  bill  as  not  coming  before  the 
House  in  a  legitimate  manner  meant.  I 
should  take  it  for  granted  that  any  bill  in- 
troduced and  going  through  its  proper  stages 
was  legitimately  before  this  House,  and  I 
object  to  the  term  that  this  bill  is  an  illegit- 
imate one  in  any  sense. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  do  not  know 
whether  the  hon.  gentleman  refers  to  me, 
but  I  never  used  such  an  expression. 


Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I 
have  no  recollection  of  attributing  the 
expression  to  the  hon.  gentleman. 

Hon.  Mr.  POW^ER— I  said  it  did  not 
come  here  in  the  ordinary  way. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I 
took  down  the  exact  words  that  were  used 
but  I  mentioned  no  names. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN — I  suppose  the 
reference  is  to  some  remark  of  mine.  I 
intimated  that  it  was  not  presented  in  this 
chamber  in  the  ordinary  way  that  govern- 
ment measures  are  presented.  It  was 
brought  here  without  the  principle  being 
discussed  on  the  second  reading  in  any  way, 
and  referred  to  committee,  and  it  came 
rather,  as  I  said,  as  the  emanation  of  a  com- 
mittee of  this  House  than  as  emanating 
from  the  government.  I  did  not  intend  to 
apply  it  in  the  sense  that  the  hon.  the  First 
Minister  mentions.  The  hon.  leader  also 
made  a  reference  to  my  objecting  to  the 
bill  on  account  of  there  being  a  variation  in 
it  as  far  as  relates  to  the  province  of  Quebec. 
I  )nade  that  observation,  not  as  an  objection 
to  the  bill,  but  because  my  hon.  friend  from 
Hamilton  said  it  would  be  a  uniform  measui-e. 
I  said  it  would  not  be  uniform,  because  the 
same  provision  would  not  apply  to  Quebec  as 
to  the  other  provinces  ;  I  did  not  speak  of  it 
as  an  objection  to  the  bill  at  all.  Then  my 
hon.  friend  alluded  to  me  along  with  my 
hon.  friend  from  Ottawa  and  my  hon.  friend 
from  Halifax,  alleging  that  I  stated  that  the 
country  was  not  now  in  a  state  of  depression, 
and  thereupon  congratulating  himself.  T 
did  not  say  that.  I  stated  that  I  assumed 
that  the  bill  was  introduced  last  year  on 
account  of  the  state  of  depression  in  the 
country. 

Hon  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I 
have  no  objection  to  the  interruption  of  the 
hon.  member,  although  it  is  rather  unusual  to 
interrupt  a  speaker  and  make  a  second 
speech. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN — I  was  correcting 
three  misrepresentations  with  one  interrup- 
tion. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
The  hon.  gentleman,  like  many  others, 
has  to  explain  what  be  really  did  say,  or 
what  he  meant.       It  must  also  be  gratify- 
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ing  to  the  hon.  gentleman  to  explain 
what  might  be  considered  an  expression  of 
approval  of  what  had  been  done,  or  an 
admission  that  the  country  was  not  in  as 
bad  a  state  last  year  as  it  was  in  1875  and 
1876.  I  know  from  past  experience  that 
men  holding  rather  strong  political  opinions 
are  very  apt  to  give  expression  to  them  and 
then,  when  their  resil  honest  sentiments  are 
expressed,  they  forget  that  they  have  been 
politicians,  and  give  vent  to  that  which  is 
really  correct.  I  am  glad  to  know  that 
that  sentiment  pervades  all  members  of  this 
House.  However,  I  am  not  going  to  discuss 
the  merits  of  the  bill  at  any  length,  nor  to 
refer  to  all  that  has  been  said.  There  was 
one  sentiment  expressed  by  the  hon.  mem- 
ber from  Lunenburg,  which  I  thought  had 
very  great  force  among  the  many  opposite 
views  that  were  presented.  He  thought 
that  as  there  was  likely  to  be  an  election  in 
a  short  time,  this  measure  might  very  prop- 
erly be  delayed  until  the  expression  of 
opinion  of  the  Dominion  had  been  given. 
There  is  a  great  deal  of  force  in  that  state- 
ment. If  this  (]uestion  were  to  be  a  test 
question  at  the  polb,  I  would  accede  at  once 
to  the  suggestion  which  had  lieen  made, 
but  that  will  in  all  probability  not  be 
thought  of  unless  it  is  considered  in  connec- 
tion with  the  great  trade  question  of  the 
country,  and  it  is  just  as  well  to  decide 
whether  this  bill  shall  become  law  at  the 
pre-sent  moment,  or  not.  The  great  and 
paramount  reason  for  placing  an  Act  of  this 
character  upon  the  statute-book  is  to  deal 
with  the  great  question  affecting  debtor  and 
creditor  and  make  the  law  general.  We 
should  have  as  great  uniformity  as  possible 
throughout  the  whole  Dominion.  By  doing 
that  the  creditor  who  trusts  his  goods  to  any 
person  in  a  remote  part  of  the  country  knows 
that  in  case  of  a  failure  he  will  have  as  fair 
an  opportunity  of  receiving  his  proportion  of 
whatever  assets  there  may  be  as  the  man 
who  lives  near  by.  I  am  not  so  sure  that 
the  statem-^nt  made  by  the  hon.  member 
from  Halifax  is  correct,  so  far  as  the 
province  of  Ontario  is  concerned.  It  is  true 
that  there  is  a  law  upon  the  statutes  provid- 
ing for  the  distribution  of  assets ;  but  a 
Montreal  merchant,  the  president  of  the 
board  of  trade,  called  my  attention  to-day 
to  the  fact  that  a  debtor  can  mortgage  all 
his  book  accounts.  Now  if  that  be  correct 
— and  I  have  no  doubt  it  is  from  the  state- 
ment he  has  made ;  I  have  not  investigated 
11 


it  myself  or  examined   it — then   the   result- 
would  be — — 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— He  could  not  do  it  if 
he  was  insolvent  at  the  time. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— He 
does  it  before  he  goes  into  insolvency. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— It  would  be  the  same 
under  the  Insolvent  Act ;  it  would  be  void 
as  against  the  creditors  if  there  was  fraud. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— If 
he  is  indebted  he  can  mortgage  it  to  the 
party  he  owes. 

Hon.  Mr.  McKINDSEY— Only  for  a 
bona-iide  loan. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
Then  that  makes  it  a  great  deal  worse,  because 
if  a  dishonest  trader,  or  a  man  who  desires  to 
be  dishonest,  has  a  book  account  worth 
810,000  or  §15,000,  he  can  raise  his  $10,000 
in  cash  by  mortgaging  them  and  put  the 
money  in  his  pocket.  He  is  in  a  much  better 
position  than  if  he  were  not  able  to  mortgage 
and  raise  the  money  at  all,  unless  he  could  be 
compelled,  in  the  borrowing  of  that  money, 
to  pay  off  his  other  indebtedness,  and  that  is 
what  the  honest  man  would  do  ;  but  the  In- 
solvency Act  is  for  the  purpose  of  prevent- 
ing, as  far  as  possible,  a  dishonest  man  from 
disposing  of  his  property  to  the  disadvant- 
age of  his  creditors.  There  is  no  doubt  about 
that ;  and  it  is  not,  as  my  hon.  friend  from 
Monck  imagines,  for  the  purpose  of  giving 
an  opportunity  to  a  dishonest  man  to  cheat 
his  creditors.  The  dishonest  man,  who  goes 
into  trade  for  the  purpose  of  making  money 
at  the  expense  of  tho-e  who  trust  him  and 
for  the  purpose  of  defrauding  his  creditors, 
will  do  so  no  matter  whether  there  is  an  in- 
solvency law  on  the  statute-book  or  not. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCALLUM — You  encourage 
them  by  this  bill. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
Myhon.  friend  says  the  bill  entourages  them. 
Instead  of  giving  the  dishonest  man  a  greater' 
opportunity  to  cheat  his  creditors,  this  bill 
would  prevent  him.  I  am  quite  in  accord  with 
all  that  has  been  said  in  reference  to  the  work 
ing  of  the  old  law.  The  assignees  and  the 
lawyers,  under  the  old  Act,  did  appropriate 
the  greater  portion  of  the  different  estates — 
at  least  that  is  alleged   to  have  been  done. 
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The  receiver  under  this  bill  does  not  occupy 
tlie  sanie  position  in  any  way.  The  receiver 
only  takes  possession  of  the  property  of  the 
debtor  and  holds  it  without  dealing  with 
it  in  any  way  until  the  creditors  appoint 
their  liquidator ;  the  object  of  the  bill 
is  to  throw  the  whole  responsibility  on  those 
who  are  most  interested,  the  creditor,  of 
dealing  with  and  disposing  of  the  estate  in- 
stead of  leaving  it,  as  the  old  law  did,  in 
the  hands  of  assignees  and  those  by  whom 
they  were  surrounded  to  dispose  of  and 
absorb.  So  much  for  that  portion  of  the 
bill.  1 1  has  been  objected  that  the  bankers 
and  the  merchants  are  the  parties  most 
interested  in  the  passing  of  this  bill.  There 
can  be  no  doubt  of  that  fact.  It  is  from 
the  fact  that  the  wholesale  merchants  and 
the  bankers  are  the  parties  who  give 
credit  to  the  persons  who  ultimately  go 
into  bankruptcy,  and  that  being  the 
case,  I  know  of  no  class  of  men  who  could 
be  so  deeply  interested  in  .securing  a  proper 
and  legitimate  distribution  of  the  estates  n.s 
those  who  have  trusted  them.  I  am  in  full 
accord  with  my  hon.  friend  behind  me  who 
said  a  few  moments  ago  thai  he  could  see  no 
reason  why  a  Imnkruptcy  act  should  not  ap- 
ply to  all  classes  of  the  community.  I  ex- 
pressed that  view  very  strongly  years  ago  in 
the  House  of  Commons ;  I  expressed  it  also 
when  this  bill  was  before  the  House  last 
session,  and  when  it  was  before  the  Com- 
mittee. The  great  majority  of  the  gent'e- 
men  present  took  a  diiierent  view  ;  and  in 
that,  as  in  some  other  cases,  much  against 
my  will,  I  had  to  yield  to  the  opinion  of  the 
majority.  My  opinion,  however,  on  that 
point  has  not  at  all  changed.  I  know  of  no 
rea-on  why  the  law  as  it  exists  in  England 
should  not  exist  in  Canada,  any  Bankruptcy 
Act  which  is  put  upon  the  statute-book 
should  apply  to  all  debtors,  whether  a  chim- 
ney sweep  or  a  formerly  fyrincely  merchant. 
In  that  respect  I  think  the  principle  upon 
which  the  English  law  is  based  is  the  cor- 
rect one,  that  every  man  should  stand  before 
the  law  in  the  same  position  and  in  the 
same  light.  However,  I  know  that  mer- 
«hants,  and  others  who  are  not  traders, 
take  a  different  view  in  Canada, 
and  the  ma,iority  under  our  system 
must  rule;  but  it  is  one  of  those 
instances  where,  speaking  individually,  I 
think  the  majority  is  wrong.  The  difficulties 
that  have  presented  themselves  in  the  past 
continue  in   the  future.     In   Nova  Scotia 


there  is  no  such  act  upon  the  statute  Ixwk 
as  that  which  exists  in  New  Brunswick,  and 
in  the  provinces  of  Ontario  and  Quebec. 
Neither  is  there  any  such  law  existing  ir 
Manitoba  or  in  British  Columbia.  I  cannot 
understand  how  the  objection  which  was 
raised,  1  think,  by  the  hon.  gentleman  from 
Albert — that  is  the  reference  which  he  made 
to  the  law  of  exemption — can  apply  in  any 
way  to  this  question  of  bankruptcy.  The 
law  as  it  stands  upon  the  statute-book  in 
Ontario  exempts  certain  properties  from 
seizure  for  debt.  It  goes  to  a  much  greater 
length  in  the  province  of  ^Manitoba  ;  but  if 
a  merchant  gives  his  goods  to  a  retailer  in 
Manitoba  or  in  Ontario,  he  knows,  or  ought 
to  know,  that  that  is  the  law  of  the  land, 
and  to  that  extent  his  security  is  of  no  avail, 
and  consequently  he  gives  thie  credit  with  a 
full  knowledge  of  what  security  he  has — the 
honesty  of  the  man  himself.  If  the  law 
were  to  abolish  the  power  of  collection  of 
debts  altogether,  then  the  trader  who  trusted 
his  goods  would  know  that  he  was  giving 
them  to  the  party  who  purchased,  upon  his 
sole  responsibility  and  honesty.  But  as  that 
does  not  exist,  and  as  there  should  be  a  fair 
and  equitable  distribution  of  the  debtor's 
estate  when  he  goes  into  insolvency,  I  see  no 
reason  why  this  bill  should  not  be  placed  upon 
thestatute-book.  In  reference  to  the  motion  for 
the  six  months'  hoist,  of  course  if  that  carries 
it  puts  an  end  to  the 'bill,  so  far  as  this 
House  is  concerned,  and  for  this  parliament 
and  perhaps  for  all  others.  I  am  very  much 
obliged  to  the  hon.  gentleman  for  the  good 
opinion  he  expressed  of  me.  I  do  not  think, 
however,  that  there  is  any  gentleman  in  this 
House  who  would  cast  his  vote  on  that  con- 
sideration. I  should  not  expect  or  ask,  no 
matter  how  high  an  opinion  anyone  might 
have  of  myself  individually,  that  he  would 
cast  his  vote  contrarj'  to  the  principles  which 
he  holds,  or  against  the  dictates  of  his  con- 
science. That  would  be  asking  a  good  deal 
too  much.  I,  however,  do  .say  to  my  hon. 
friend  that  the  six  mouths'  hoist  is  rather 
a  summary  mode  of  disposing  of  a  bill  of 
this  character.  I  do  not  complain  even  of 
that,  because  I  know  what  strong  views  my 
hon.  friend  has  upon  the  question  and  the 
sooner  he  could  kill  the  bill  the  better  he 
would  like  it.  The  motion  made  by  my 
hon.  friend  for  an  adjournment  of  the  debate 
is  one  that  is  usually  adopted  in  all  delibera- 
tive assemblies  when  a  question  of  this 
character,  and  one  which  involves  so  grave 
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a  consideration,  is  under  discussion,  where 
the  Government,  or  the  individual  (if  a  pri- 
vate measure)  would  desire  to  consider  the 
question  as  to  whether  he  would  press  it, 
or  not,  and  knowing  that  to  be  the  practice 
in  all  deliberative  bodies  unless  there  is  a 
determination  to  kill  or  strangle  the  bill. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— I  do  not  think  that 
that  is  the  intention  of  the  House.  After 
the  remarks  which  have  fallen  from  the  hon. 
Premier,  I  presume  there  will  be  the  usual 
courtesy  extended  to  him  that  there  would 
be  to  any  mover  of  a  bill  and  that  the  ad- 
journment will  be  granted.  I  intended, 
however,  had  that  motion  for  the  six  months' 
hoist  been  pressed,  to  vote  for  it. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I 
was  intimating  what  the  practice  was  on  these 
questions,  and  I  am  glad  to  know  that  one  of 
the  best  parliamentarians  in  the  House  takes 
the  same  view  that  I  do.  It  is  an  important 
measure,  and  much  time  has  been  given  to 
the  preparation  of  it;  but  to  those  who 
think  an  Insolvency  Act  should  not  be 
placed  upon  the  statute-book  of  Canada,  I 
frankly  admit  that  it  is  their  duty  to  oppose 
it.  I  would  not  ask  any  man  to  vote  for  a 
bill  of  that  kind  if  he  thought  it  was  going 
to  prove  detrimental  to  the  interests  of  the 
country.  But  I  do  wish  to  impress  this 
upon  the  House,  that  it  has  been  strongly 
urged  upon  the  government  that  some 
measure  should  be  placed  upon  the  statute- 
book  which  would  give  the  merchants  of 
Great  Britain  and  foreign  countries  confi- 
•dence,  not  merely  in  the  laws  of  their  coun- 
try, but  that  they  should  not  be  deprived  of 
their  rights  in  the  proper  redistribution  of 
estates  when  the  traders  of  this  country  be- 
-came  insolvent.  I  might  go  on  for  an  hour 
and  point  out,  as  every  merchant  who  has 
done  business  in  Canada  knows,  and  as  every 
banker  knows,  frauds  and  iniquities 
have  been  perpetrated  in  the  past  in  the 
manner  in  which  foreign  creditors  have  been 
deprived  of  their  share  of  the  estate  of 
debtors.  In  those  provinces  where  there  is 
no  such  law  and  the  creditor  can  take  ad- 
vantage of  his  position  and  his  proximity  to 
the  debtor,  and  thereby  get  an  assignment 
by  which  he  can  secure  his  debts  at  the  ex- 
pense of  another,  that  is  a  reason  why  they 
would  oppose  a  general  act.  But  I  do  not 
think  it  is  a  statemanslike  view  to  take  of  a 
question  of  this  kind.  I  have  no  more  to  say 


at  present,  but  as  it  has  been  moved  by  my 
hon.  friend  from  Rideau  that  the  debate  be 
adjourned,  I  shall  accede  to  that,  as  far  as  I 
am  concerned,  and  vote  for  it  if  it  is  the  will 
of  the  House  that  it  should  be  done. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  would  like  to  m  ike 
a  correction.  The  hon.  Pi-emier  stated  that 
an  English  gentleman  had  informed  him  that 
as  the  law  stood  in  his  province,  where  there 
was  distribution  of  estates  a  par'y  could 
mortgage  his  bo  k  accounts.  Well,  I  am 
inclined  to  think  that  the  law  of  Ontario  on 
that  subject  is  even  better  than  the  proposed 
provisions  in  the  Insolvency  Bill.  Under 
the  Insolvency  Act  the  time  fixed  within 
which  it  shall  be  lawful  for  a  party  who  sub- 
sequently goes  into  the  insolvency  court  to 
make  any  assignment  or  transfer  is  30  days. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— You 
are  referring  to  what  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— To  the  observation 
that  one  of  the  necessities  for  an  Insolvency 
Act  was  that  a  merchant  might  mortgage 
his  book  accounts  and  subsequently  go  into 
insolvency. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I 
was  not  referring  to  the  English  Bankruptcy 
Act.  I  was  referring  to  the  Act  relating  to 
the  distribution  of  estates  as  it  stood  upon 
the  statute-book  in  Ontario. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— But  that  has  been  an 
argument  used  to  show  the  necessity  for  an 
Insolvency  Act,  that  at  present  a  merchant 
might  m  rtgage  his  book  ace  unts.  I  »ay 
the  position  taken  under  the  Insolvency 
Bill  is  not  us  pound  and  judicious  a  one 
as  the  provision  in  the  Ontario  Act.  Under 
the  proposed  insolvency  law  and  assignment 
or  transfer  made  anterior  to  the  insolvency 
might  be  good.  The  clause  in  the  Ontario 
Act  would  be  more  satisfactorj'  than  the 
one  in  this  bill. 

Hon.  Mr.  BELLEROSE— Did  I  under- 
stand the  premier  to  say  that  in  England 
the  same  law  applies  to  the  whole  commu- 
nity, and  to  ask  why  .should  there  be  a 
difference  between  this  country  and  Eng- 
land ? 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— It 
designates  them  as  debtors  no  matter  who  or 
what  they  are. 
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Hon.  Mr.  BELLEROSE— I  find  a  great 
difference  between  the  circumstances  of 
England  and  of  Canada.  In  England,  there 
is  an  aristocracy,  who  are  quite  wealthy  ; 
then  there  is  a  great  middle  cla«s,  who  are 
the  tradesmen — the  debtors  ;  then  there  are 
the  working  men,  but  these  men  have  no 
property  generally.  In  Canada,  there  is 
only  one  class,  the  middle  class — the  proprie- 
tors, the  owners  of  the  soil, — and  to  make 
them  subject  to  this  law  is  quite  unjust,  be- 
cause they  have  in  their  hands  sufficient  to 
cover  any  debt  they  may  contract. 

The  motion  to  adjourn  the  debate  was 
agreed  to. 

THIRD  READING. 

Bill  (F)  "  An  Act  to  amend  the  Act  in- 
titulpd,  '  An  Act  to  amend  the  Copyright 
Act." ' — (Mr.  Angers.) 

INDIAN  ACT  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

IN   COMMITTEE. 

The  House  resolved  itself  into  a  committee 
of  the  whole  on  Bill  (G)  "  An  Act  further 
to  am'jnd  the  Indian  Act." 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I 
tliink  there  is  a  little  ambiguity  in  the  word- 
ing' of  the  first  clause,  which  might  lead  to 
some  misapprehension  as  to  its  meaning; 
ami  I  would  therefore  move  that  the  word 
"  but "  in  the  third  line  be  struck  out,  and 
tiiat  the  words  "  provided  that  "  be  substi- 
tuted thei-efor.  The  first  portion  of  the 
clause  prevents  the  leasing  or  alienating  or 
selling  of  any  portion  of  the  reserve  until  it 
has  been  released  or  surrendered.  Then  it 
s  lys  "  but  the  superintendent  general  may 
le  ise."  It  might  be  inferred  that  the  latter 
clause  was  contradictory  to  the  first.  The 
Minist"  r  of  Justice  suggested  that  these 
words  "  provided  that "  would  convey  the 
meaning  letter. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— That  alters  the 
wording  of  the  clause,  but  it  does  not  alter 
the  meaning.  My  objection  to  this  pro- 
vision is  this :  These  Indians  are  treated 
as  the  wards  of  the  country.  They  are 
treated  as  children,  and  properly  so.  The 
Indian  Act  makes  special  provision  to  hin- 
der tlie  reserves,  which  are  set  aside  for  the 
Indians,  ftom  being  appropriated  to  other 
uses  than  those  of  the  bands  of  Indians  resid- 


ing on  them.  The  old  Indian  Act  forbade  any 
reserve,  or  a  portion  of  a  reserve,  being  sold 
or  alienated  until  it  was  surrendered  to  the 
Crown,  except  in  the  case  of  Indians  being 
sick  or  otherwise  unfit  to  cultivate  their 
land,  in  which  case  the  superintendent 
general  had  power  to  lease  the  lands  to  which 
those  persons  were  entitled.  That  limits 
the  power  of  the  superintendent  gen- 
eral. The  old  Act  conta'ns  provision  pre- 
venting any  reserve  from  being  released 
except  with  certain  solemnities.  What 
does  this  clause  propose  to  do  1  It  proposes 
that  the  supeiinteudent  general  may  lease 
for  any  Indian  the  land  to  which  he  is  en- 
titled without  any  release  or  surrender.  The 
superintendent  general  takes  his  information 
from  the  officer  who  is  specially  charged 
with  the  management  of  Indian  afifairs. 
That  officer  may  or  may  not  be  a  reliable 
man.  It  is  presumed  that  he  would  be. 
But  the  acting  head  of  the  Indian  Depart- 
ment at  Ottawa  takes  his  information  from 
the  Indian  officer  near  the  reserve.  We 
have  no  guarantee  that  those  men  are 
any  better  than  their  neighbours.  I 
presume  that  they  are  of  good  character 
generally,  but  we  have  instancas  in  which 
they  have  been  proved  to  be  subject 
to  temptation  to  do  wrong,  and  we  put  them 
under  greater  temptation  than  we  should 
when  we  allow  an  Indian  officer  in  some 
remote  part  of  Manitoba  or  British  Colum- 
bia, or  some  other  place  distant  from  Ottawa, 
to  recommend  that  a  certain  portion  of  the 
reserve  be  leased  ;  and  that  portion  may  be 
leased  to  white  friends  of  the  agent.  There 
is  no  provision  forbidding  the  leasing  of  a 
portion  of  the  reserve  to  some  person  other 
than  a  meml)er  of  the  band,  and  it  must 
strike  the  House  that  it  would  be  highly 
objectionable  that  white  speculators  should 
be  allowed  to  come  in  and  lease  land,  possi- 
bly in  the  n.iddle  of  an  Indian  reserve.  I 
have  not,  unfortunately,  made  myself  fami- 
liar with  the  whole  of  the  Indian  Act,  and 
that  is  one  reason  why  I  should  have  pre- 
ferred to  have  this  matter  adjourned  until 
another  day,  but  so  far  iis  I  can  see,  there 
is  nothing  to  prevent  an  Indian  officer 
recommending  that  a  portion  of  an  Indian 
reserve  be  leased  to  some  white  friend. 
1  hese  Indians  are,  as  T  have  said,  regarded 
as  infants  in  the  eye  of  the  law,  and  should 
be  protected,  and  there  should  not  be  any 
opportunity  given  for  speculators  to  go  on 
those  reserves  and  gtt  possession  of  their 
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lands.  Serious  difficulties  have  already 
arisen  where  outside  persons  have  got  on 
the  reserves  in  the  eastern  provinces.  There 
should  be  some  qualification  of  those  powers 
given  the  superintendent  general.  I  do  not 
think  any  f>erson  who  is  not  a  member  of 
the  band,  should  be  allowed  to  occupy  land 
on  an  Indian  reserve.  I  submit  that,  how- 
ever, for  the  consideration  of  the  committee. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— Is  the  super- 
intendent general  the  Minister  of  the 
Interior  ? 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BO  WELL— Yes. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— Then  I  do  not 
see  the  same  objection  that  I  otherwise 
would  have  to  this  clause. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— The 
remarks  of  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Halifax 
are  evidence  that  he  has  not  given  much 
.study  to  the  settlement  upon  these  reserves. 
If  he  will  some  Saturday,  when  I  have  time, 
come  with  me  to  the  Bay  of  Quints  I  will 
t&ke  him  to  an  Indian  reserve  where  he  will 
find  two-thirds  of  the  lessees  of  Indian  lands 
are  white  men.  y, 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— It  is  a  great  abuse. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
No,  because  if  that  were  not  the  case  the 
lands  would  be  lying  waste  and  the  Indians 
would  not  receive  the  benefit  M-hich  arises 
from  the  rents  paid  for  those  lands.  There 
is  a  very  large  reserve  in  the  towruship  of 
Tyendinaga,  and  that  is  an  illustration  of 
the  whole,  so  far  as  Ontario  is  concerned. 
There  are  many  Indians  occupied  in  stores 
and  shops.  I  know  of  one  who  is  l)ook- 
keeper  of  the  great  firm  of  the  Kathbun  Co., 
which  is  one  of  the  largest  lumbering  firms 
in  Canada.  Other  Indians  have  their 
allotments  of  land — it  applies  as  mucli  to 
them  as  it  could  to  any  Indian  who  forms 
part  of  the  band.  The  gentleman  to  whom 
I  have  seferred  as  being  a  book-keeper  in 
the  Rathbun  Co.  is  an  educated  man — a 
gentleman  in  every  sense  of  the  word.  He 
does  not  think  proper  to  live  upon  his  land, 
but  he  goes  into  a  lumlieriug  establish- 
ment and  occupies  the  same  position  there 
that  a  white  man  would  as  lx)ok-keeper  of 
the  establishment.  If  my  hon.  friend's 
views  were  carried  out,  this  Indian's  land 
could  not  be  leased  or  rented  for  his  benefit. 


unless  it  were  done  for  the  purposes  that 
are  defined  in  the  old  act  where  Indians  are 
engag''d  in  occupations  which  interfere  with 
their  cultivation  of  the  land.  These  words 
are  struck  out  of  theamended  Act  and  enab'e 
the  superintendent  general  to  lease  property 
such  as  that  to  which  I  have  called  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  for  the  advantage  of  a  man 
who  may  be  occupied  inpursuitsoutside  of  the 
reserve.  The  state  of  affairs  to  which  my 
hon.  friend  objects  has  existed  ever  since  the 
law  has  been  on  the  statute-liook.  The 
clauses  to  which  he  refers  makes  provision 
that  you  cannot  dispose  of  or  lease  those 
lands  without  the  consent  of  the  band,  but 
this  takes  power  to  enable  the  superintendrtit 
general,  in  cases  such  as  that  to  which  I  have 
referred,  to  lease  the  land  of  the  Indian  for 
his  benefit.  Otherwise  it  could  not  be  done. 
That  is  really  the  only  change  in  the  law. 
I  am  quite  sure  if  my  hon.  friend  were 
acquainted  with  the  practical  working  of  it, 
he  would  withdraw  his  objection. 

Hon.  Mr.  BERNIER— Does  the  hon. 
gentleman  say  that  this  law  does  not  take 
away  the  right  of  the  band  to  consent  1 
Does  it  require  in  every  case  the  consent  of 
the  band  1 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— No 
not  for  the  individual,  nor  did  the  old  law.  If 
you  wanted  to  lease  a  farm,  or  a  portion  of 
a  reserve  which  belonged  to  an  individual 
Indian  who  did  not  live  upon  the  reserve 
but  earned  his  living  otherwise,  under  the 
law  as  it  stands  on  the  statute-book  j'ou 
could  only  Ipase  it  under  such  circumstances 
as  are  specified  in  the  law.  The  provision 
of  the  new  law  is  that  you  could  lease  it  for 
the  benefit  of  tho  person  who  owns  the 
land  without  the  consent  of  the  band. 


Hon.  Mr.  BERNIER- 

con-sent  1 


-And  without  his 


Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— Oh 
no,  not  at  all.  Under  no  law  could  you 
take  a  man's  property  and  lea.se  it  without 
hiji  consent. 

Hon.  Mr.  BERNIER— As  this  clause 
reads  it  would  appear  to  be  so. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
That  is  provided  for  in  other  clauses.  The 
amendment  simply  amounts  to  this,  that  the 
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superintendent  general  may  lease  the  prop- 
erty l)elonging  to  an  Indian,  who  does  not 
desire  to  live  upon  his  land,  for  his  benefit. 
There  are,  as  I  pointed  out  before,  Indians 
in  Ontario  who  live  upon  their  income  and 
they  do  not  want  to  work  their  farms.  They 
go  into  the  towns  to  live.  Tliey  own  their 
property  and  it  is  leased  for  their  benefit. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— It  is  perfectly  trurf 
that  I  looked  at  the  law  from  the  standpoint 
of  remote  regions. 

Hon.  Mr.  MacINNES,  from  the  com- 
mittee, reported  that  they  had  made  progress 
with  the  bill  and  asked  leave  to  sit  again. 

The  Senate  then  adjourned. 


THE  SENATE. 


Ottawa,  Thursday,  itOUi,  May,  1895. 

The  SPEAKER  took  the  Chair  at  Three 
o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 
THIRD  READINGS. 


Bill  (27)  "  An  Act  respecting  the  Alberta 
Railway  and  Coal  Company." — (Mr.  Mac- 
Innes,  Burlington.) 

Bill  (36)  "An  Act  to  amend  the  Act  incor 
porating  the  Canada  and  Michigan  Tunnel 
Company,  and  to  change  the  name  of  the 
company  to  the  Canada  and  Michigan  Bridge 
and  Tunnel  Company." — (Mr.  McMillan.) 

Bill  (32)  "  An  Act  respecting  the  Ottawa 
and  Parry  Sound  Railway  Company." — ( Jlr. 
McLaren.) 

Bill  (50)  "An  Act  respecting  the  Manitoba 
and  South-eastern  Railway  Company." — 
(Mr.  Bernier.) 


REBATfe  ON  EXPORTS. 

MOTCON. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON  moved  : 

That  an  humble  address  be  presentcLl  to  Hi^ 
Excellency  the  Governor  General ;  praying  that 
His  Exuellency  will  uause  to  be  laiJ  before  the 
.Senate,  a  return  showing  tlie  loss  to  the  revenue- 
occasioned  by  the  payment  of  rebates  of  custom.* 
duties  un  articles  exported. 

He  said  :     Before  putting   the   questi«^n   I 
should  like  to  make  a  few  remarks  explana- 
toiy  to  the  position  that  I  feel  we  are   phic- 
ed  in  with  regard  to  the  question  of  rebate* 
on  exports.     It  is  a  question  that   is    emiii- 
tly  fit  I  think  for  a  member  from  the  North- 
west Territoi  ies  to  discuss  before  this  honour- 
able House,  l)ecause  we  are  growers  of  wheat 
and  the  raw  products  of  the   country,  and 
are  depending   upon    the    machinery    and 
other  things   necessary  for  us  to  produce 
ti'iat  grain.    I  wish  to  point  out  how  far  the 
the  question  of  rebates  on  exports  is  likely 
to  effect  us  in  competing  with  those  nations 
with   whom   it   is   proposed   to  give    more 
favourable  terms  for  the  purchase  of   mach- 
inery than  we  in  the  North-west  Territories 
and  in  Canada  generally  are  to  be  allowed 
to  enjoy.     A  great  discussion  has  just  been 
brought  to  a  close  in  the  budget  debate    to 
which  we  have  listened   and   heard,  and  in 
which  both  the  parties  have  discussed   the 
commercial  questions  affecting  the   country. 
Last  night  I  had  the  pleasure  of  listening  to 
a  very  eloquent  speech  from    the  Secretary 
of  State  in  which  he  pre.'aented  the  commer- 
cial policy  of  the  country  from    the   stand- 
point of  protection.  I  may  congratulate  the 
government  upon  having  brought   into   its 
council  a  man  who  has  displayed  so  much 
ability  as  he   displayed  in  presenting  the 
arguments  on  behalf  of  the  policy  that  has 
been  pursued   by  the   present  government 
for      the     last     seventeen      or     eighteen 
years.     My  hon.  friend  on  my  left  says  it  is 
a  good  cause — it  is  a  bad  cause  in  its  com- 
mercial aspect,  as  time  has  proved.     Both 
parties  have  presented  their  views  on  the 
commercial  policy  of  the  country.     As  bon. 
gentlemen  know  when  I  rise  to  present  my 
views  upon   the   commercial  question  it  is 
always  upon  the  basis  of  free  trade.   Liberal 
leaders  have  in  the  House  of  Commons  dur- 
ing the  course  of   the  debate  advanced  in 
some  instances  sound  free  trade  argument-;, 
but  unfortunately  the   Liberal  party  as  a 


Digitized  by 


Google 


[MAY  30,  1895] 


167 


whole  has  announced  its  policy  when  in 
convention  assembled  a  couple  of  years  ago, 
and  they  have  mixed  up  reciprocity  with 
free  trade.  In  my  opinion,  the  Liberal  party 
want  to  throw  their  protectionists  overboard 
before  they  can  present  to  the  Canadian 
people  a  sound  commercial  policy  that  will 
lay  the  foundation  of  permanency,  economy 
and  expansion.  The  same  argument  might 
also  properly  be  applied  to  the  Conservative 
party,  if  they  desire  to  retain  the  confidence 
of  the  people.  Time  works  changes  in  the 
public  mind.  I  presume,  that  the  protec- 
tionists in  the  Liberal  ranks  have  held  down 
the  free  tradei-s  so  that  there  may  be  an  open 
door  in  order  that  they  may  modify  the  views 
of  the  party  on  the  line  of  protectionist  inter- 
ests that  may  exist  in  the  Liberal  ranks.  I 
consider  that  reciprocity  and  free  trade  are 
two  different  things.  They  do  not  amalga- 
mate— they  cannot  amalgamate.  You  can 
not  have  reciprocity  and  free  trade  at  the 
same  time.  Reciprocity  conceives  the  idea 
of  trading  freely  with  one  country  to  the 
exclusion  of  other  countries  in  the  world. 
Free  trade  means  that  you  shall  open  your 
doors  to  the  competition  of  the  world  in 
order  that  by  that  means  the  cheapness  of 
production  for  all  the  commodities  of 
life  may  be  so  assured  to  the 
labour  and  industry  of  the  country  that 
they  may  compete  successfully  in  the  larger 
markets  of  the  world  which  are  open  to  those 
who  are  able  and  have  the  resources  and 
the  faculty  of  producing  or  manufacturing. 
For  that  reason  I  desire  to  preface  my  ques- 
tion with  some  remarks  on  the  question  of 
free  trade  and  of  revenue  which  is  involved 
of  course  with  it.  The  rebate  on  exports  is 
really  a  bounty  on  exports — and  what  has 
induced  the  government  to  adopt  a  new 
policy  in  regard  to  rebate  on  exports  which 
has  free  trade  for  its  foundation  t  The 
reason  they  have  adopted  a  new  policy,  I 
think  probably  commences  with  the  agitation 
launched  by  the  Massey  Manufacturing 
Company.  That  company  is  a  large  agricul- 
tural machine  company,  with  a  large  capital 
employed  in  the  city  of  Toronto.  They  have 
been  manufacturing  agricultural  machines 
very  largely  for  us  in  the  North-west  Terri- 
tories and  in  Manitoba.  They  have  sold  us 
machines  there  on  credit  and  long  credit — 
one,  two  and  three  years,  and  the  difficulties 
that  we  have  had  to  contend  with,  the  cost 
of  the  machinery,  the  distance,  the  freight 
rates  and  one  thing  or  another  has  operated 


to  such  an  extent  that  the  Massey  Manufac- 
turing Company  have  been  obliged  to  with- 
draw a  large  portion  of  their  trade  and 
change  the  conditions  on  which  they  con- 
ducted it.  Because  they  found'  we  were  not 
able — not  that  we  were  not  willing,  but 
we  were  entirely  unable  out  of  the  receipts 
in  pursuing  our  industry  in  that  country  in 
the  growth  of  wheat,  we  were  not  able  to 
meet  the  heavy  demands  made  upon  us  for 
the  purchase  of  machinery  for  the  producing 
of  that  wheat,  and  they  had  to  seek  some 
other  market  for  the  employment  of  skilled 
labour  and  their  capital  which  they  had  at 
their  command.  They  conceived  that  it 
would  be  necessary  for  them  possibly  to 
change  the  location  of  their  works — to  move 
from  Toronto  to  Buffalo  in  order  that  they 
might  manufacture  for  the  United  States 
market,  where  they  could  get  the  articles 
entering  into  ths  production  of  their  mach- 
inery for  less  money,  where  they  can  get  iron 
at  $9  a  ton,  coal  without  duty,  oal  oil 
at  8  or  10  cents  a  gallon,  and  crude 
coal  oil  at  less  than  1  cent  a  gallon, 
etc.,  etc.  All  these  things  enter  into  their 
machinery,  and  if  they  wish  to  get  into  the 
markets  of  the  world  with  a  cheaper  article 
it  will  be  necessary  for  them  to  move  from 
the  city  of  Toronto  to  the  United  States  in 
order  that  they  may  have  the  benefit  of  the 
cheaper  araoles  to  enlarge  their  operations 
and  enter  the  markets  of  the  world  for  the 
production  of  their  machinery.     ' 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— To 

a  protective  country. 

Hon  Mr.  BOULTON— Yes,  but  from  a 
country  where  the  articles  they  require  are 
higher  than  they  are  in  the  United  States 
in  consequence  of  unnecessary  taxation. 
We  in  Canada  have  a  protective  policy,  and, 
although  in  the  United  States  iron,  through 
the  competition  of  the  south  entering  into 
competition  with  the  north,  has  brought 
the  price  down  to  .$9  a  ton,  we  put  on  .50  per 
cent  duty  before  the  Massey  Manufacturing 
Company  can  purchase  that  iron  or  iron  pro- 
duced in  Great  Britain  or  elsewhere  by  com- 
petition. It  is  quite  evident  to  any  one  that 
it  is  impossible  for  the  Massey  Manufac- 
turing Company  to  go  beyond  the  confines 
of  the  protected  area  of  Canada  for  a  mar- 
ket for  their  machinery,  when  they  have 
had  to  pay  40  per  cent  or  JjO  per  cent  more 
for  the  raw  material  they  require  for  the 
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product  of  their  manufactures,  and  compete 
with  a  country  that  gets  it  at  a  lower  price. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCALLUM— They  can  do  it 
by  a  rebate. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— That  is  exactly 
whatlam  coming  to.  I  was  merely  explaining 
why  the  government  in  oi-der  to  retain  the 
Massey  Company  and  other  companies  with- 
in the  confines  of  Canada  to  pursue  an  in- 
dusty  that  they  had  all  the  facilities  for  pur- 
suing in  the  confines  of  Canada  and  make 
this  a  field  for  operating  instead  of  the 
United  States  for  foreign  markets,  that  the 
government  adopted  the  policy  of  giving  a 
rebate  on  exports  ;  that  is  to  say,  that  any 
machines  that  are  made  by  the  Massey  Com- 
pany to  be  exported  to  Russia,  the  Argen- 
tine Republic,  Au<!tralia  or  the  European 
continent  or  any  other  part  of  the  world 
should  have  the  benefit  of  the  cheaper 
material  for  manufacturing  purposes  than 
we  are  to  be  allowed  to  compete  with  in 
Canada  in  the  purchase  of  machines  from 
the  Massey  Manufacturing  Compan}'.  Now, 
hon.  gentlemen  the  price  of  our  wheat  is 
gauged .  entirely  by  the  export  value.  We 
have  to  compete  for  the  sale  of  our  wheat 
in  the  English  market,  which  is  the  great 
consuming  market,  and  consumes  all  the 
surplus  product  that  the  world  offers,  and 
the  price  of  our  wheat  is  gauged  entirely  by 
the  value  that  wo  obtain  in  competition  with 
other  countries  in  Great  Britain.  We  have 
to  compete  there  with  Russia,  the  Argentine 
Republic,  Australia  and  with  India  and  all 
other  countries.  Now,  the  policy  of  giving 
a  rebate  on  exports  is  a  policy  to  enable  the 
manufacturer  in  Canada  who  is  protected  by 
the  advantages  that  Canada  offers.  They 
are  going  to  be  put  by  a  remission  of  taxa- 
tion upon  their  raw  material  in  a  position  to 
sell  to  our  competitors  machines  for  the  pro- 
duction of  wheat,  and  every  other  line  of 
industry  in  which  we  enter  into  competition 
with  them  at  a  lower  rate  than  is  to  be 
allowed  to  be  purchased  by  the  people  of 
Canada. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCALLUM — Supposing  we 
do  notmanufacturethem  in  this  country  at  all. 
They  cannot  export  them.  The  people  get 
the  benefit  of  the  employment  here  if 
they  are  taken  into  other  countries.  The 
object  of  manufacturing  is  to  get  the  money 
made  for  the  labour  of  the  people  and  manu- 


facturing men.  If  they  did  not  manufac- 
ture them  here,  of  course  they  would  not 
want  the  drawback  ;  so,  really,  the  govern- 
ment loses  no  money  by  manufacturing 
these  machines  in  this  country  but  on  the 
contrary,  when  they  export  them  to  other 
countries  we  get  the  benefit  by  our  people 
being  employed  in  their  construction. 

Hon.   Mr.    BOULTON— Well,   the  hon. 
gentleman  has  put  it  from  the  manufactur- 
ers' standpoint,  or,  perhaps,  from  the  protec- 
tionists' standpoint,    but    all    manufactur- 
ers are  not  protectionists.     The  hon.  gentle- 
man has  put  it,  probably,  from  the  stand- 
point  in   which   he   enjoys   the   benefit   of 
being  in  proximity  to  the  manufacturer  a'  a 
farmer  which  he  is — a  large  farmer.     He 
puts  it  from  that  standpoint.     I  would  how- 
ever point  out  to  the Houseof  Commons  that 
under  a  system  of  free  trade  the  growth  of 
our  towns  and  cities  will  be  greatly  stimulat- 
ed under  the  commercial  system  of  free  trade. 
I  am  presenting  it  from  the  standpoint  of  the 
farming  community  of  the  great  West,  which 
depends   entirely    upon   .seeking   a  foreign 
market,  thousands  of  miles  away,  for  the 
sale  of   their  product.     If  by   a  diflferent 
system   those   centres   which   consume  our 
wheat  can  be  brought  closer  under  a  mort^ 
enlightened    jwlicy.       We    are    put    at    a 
very    great      disadvantage     in     producing 
our     wheat    with    machinery     that     costs 
more  than  we  ax-c  b}-  legislation  permitted 
to   purchase,   while   Russia   and    people  in 
other  countries  enjoy  a  rebate.     Now,  I  do 
not    think  that   anj'   one   can  successfully 
argue  and  succes^sfull}'  refute  the  statement 
that  if  it  is  necessary  for  the  Ma.ssey  Manu- 
facturing Company  to  get  into  the  markets 
of  the  world  to  sell  a  machine  that  will  find 
a  ready  sale  in  the  markets  of  the  world, 
and   that  in  order  to  enable   them   to  do 
so,  it  is  necessary  to  put  them  in  a  position 
to  produce  that  articlecheaper,  that  they  have 
to  compete  closer  and  have  to  sell  for  les.«, 
then  I  say,  hon.  gentlemen,  it   unquestion- 
ably must  be  .sold  to  those  foreign  countries 
cheaper  tban  it  would  be  allowed  to  be  .sold 
to  the  people  of  Canada,  and  what  I  wish  to 
argue  is  that  if  it  is  advisable  to  stimulate 
our    manufacturing   industries  —  my   hon. 
friend  from  Welland  stated  by  a  reliate  on 
exports — why  is  it  not  advisable  to  put  the 
people  of  Canada  in  a  position  to  sell  every- 
thing they  are  able  to  .-sell  in  the  markets  of 
the  world  by  a  rebate   on  exports  or  oa 
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duties  of  all  kinds  that  enter  into  their  in- 
dustrial life.  I  do  not  say  only  upon 
exports,  but  a  rebate  of  duty  on  everything. 
That  is  what  free  trade  is.  Free  trade  is 
the  competition  that  has  only  been  secured 
by  the  people  of  Great  Britain ;  not  secured 
because  it  is  forbidden  to  anybody  else,  but 
it  is  secured  l)ecause  other  countries  have 
failed  to  realize  the  full  strength  of  the 
policy  of  Great  Britain  in  so  applying  her 
commercial  principles  that  the  cheapness  of 
her  pro.'lucte  can  enable  her  to  conduct 
enormous  productive  enterprises  in  various 
industries  and  to  sell  the  product  of  that 
industry  in  the  markets  of  the  world  and  to 
compete  with  every  other  country  in  the 
world  and  penetrate  their  barriers.  If  the 
people  of  Great  Britain  are  enabled  to  do 
that  to-day, then  I  say  all  that  we  have  to  do  is 
to  apply  the  same  economic  conditions  to  our- 
selves in  Canada  the  same  commercial  con- 
ditions will  flow  fri'-m  it,  will  Vw.  ours.  A 
great  argument  which  is  advanced  on  be- 
half of  protection  is  that  by  con6ning  with- 
in our  own  bounds  the  power  of  manufac- 
turing for  the  people  in  a  restricted  area, 
that  by  that  means  we  build  up  commercial 
centres,  and  bring  them  closer  to  the  farm- 
ing population.  What  I  have  to  say  is  this, 
that  the  commercial  centres  that  are  built 
up  in  Canada,  and  have  been  built  up  in 
Canada  are  confined  in  their  operations  and 
in  their  growth  entirely  to  the  purchasing 
power  of  the  5,000,000  people.  The  manu- 
facturing has  got  to  stop,  the  growth  of 
towns  has  got  to  stop,  the  growth  of  every- 
thing has  got  to  stop  the  very  moment  the 
purchasing  power  of  5,000,000  people  have 
been  fully  satisfied  if  they  have  no  power  as 
far  as  our  manufacturing  is  concerned  to  go 
beyond  the  confines  of  Canada  for  the  sale 
of  articles  that  it  is  eminently  fited  that  we 
in  Canada  are  enabled  to  pooduce  in  conse- 
quence of  our  magnificient  water  power,  in 
consequence  of  the  intelligence  and  industry 
of  our  population,  in  consequence  of  the 
facilities  that  we  have  for  exporting  to  the 
markets  of  the  world  by  ocean  transport, 
the  cheapest  form  of  transport  that  there  is 
known.  We  have  all  those  facilities,  we 
have  all  those  conditions  hon.  gentlemen. 
We  have  the  avenues  opened  up  by  the  com- 
merce of  Great  Britian.  We  have  that 
commerce  protected  by  the  navy  of  Great 
Britain.  We  have  all  those  advantages 
which  are  ours  and  costing  us  nothing.  I 
wish  to  impress  upon  this  House  the  fact 


that  this  rebate  on  exports  is  putting  our 
competitors  in  a  better  position  to  sell  their 
wheat  at  a  lower  price  and  forcing  us  into 
closer  competition  to  sell  our  wheat  in  con- 
sequence of  the  cheapening  of  the  mach- 
inery which  they  are  employing  to-day. 
It  is  really  an  export  Iwunty,  and  we  have 
seen  what  the  effect  of  an  export  bounty 
has  been  in  Germany  and  Frsnce  and  con- 
tinental countries  in  the  case  of  sugar.  The 
continental  countries  de\eloped  the  policy 
of  making  this  sugar  to  compet«  with  the 
cane  sugar  from  the  West  India  Islands,  the 
Java  Islands  and  other  countries  that  pro- 
duce it,  and  they  gave  an  export  duty  on 
sugar,  and  the  result  of  it  was  after  their 
own  market  was  glutted,  and  ruin  stared 
this  exotic  industry  in  the  face,  in  ortler  to 
get  it  abroad  and  enter  it  in  competition 
with  the  cane  sugar,  they  found  it  necessary 
to  tax  themselves  to  an  enormous  extent  to 
maintain  the  industry  ;  and  what  has  been 
the  result?  The  result  has  been  that  in 
France  the  tax  has  risen"  as  high  as  eighteen 
million  dollars  a  year  that  the  sugar  indus- 
tries of  France  were  paid  in  order  to  enable 
them  to  get  beyond  France  with  their  sugar. 
The  people  of  Germany  taxed  themselves 
eis»ht  million  dollars  a  year  in  order  to  give 
cheaper  sugar  to  Great  Britain  and  other 
countries.  Now  what  was  the  result  of  the 
people  of  the  oountiy  itself  1  In  Germany 
it  was  brought  out  that  the  people  of  Eng- 
land, while  they  were  maintaining  a  very 
large  import  of  cheap  sugar,  were  getting  a 
consuming  power  of  75  pounds  per  head  of 
the  population  while  the  people  of  (Jermany 
were  only  able  to  consume,  for  their  own 
use,  15  pounds  per  head,  in  consequenc  of 
the  increased  price  by  protection  and  lessen- 
ed purchasing  power. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Hear,  hear. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— Now,  that  was 
the  effect.  They  were  impoverishing  their 
own  people — they  were  reducing  their  pur- 
chasing power  through  the  taxation  they 
were  putting  upon  themselves  in  order  to 
foster  an  exotic  growth  instead  of  leaving  it 
to  the  freedom  that  free  trade  would  give 
them  to  develop  their  industries  by  natural 
means.  If  we  commence  a  policy  of  that 
kind  under  a  policy  of  rebates  on  exports  we 
are  going  to  arrive  at  exactly  the  same  posi- 
tion. If  we  give  rebate  on  exports  of  agri- 
cultural  machinery  why  not  on  exports  of 
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beet  root  sugar,  why  not  on  cheese,  butter 
and  every  artictle  produced  in  the  country  ] 
If  you  do  so  you  are  going  to  find  chat  the 
revenue  of  836,000,000  a  year  is  by  no  means 
going  to  be  sufficient  to  run  the  country 
when  you  have  arrived  at  a  development  of 
a  policy  of  that  kind  and  try  to  regulate  an 
equal  dbtribution  of  the  profits  of  labour  by 
legislation.  The  people  will  have  to  put 
their  hands  in  their  pockets  and  submit  to 
an  extra  taxation  of  620,000,000  or  §25,- 
000,000  a  year  according  to  the  growth 
and  development  of  the  policy.  There- 
fore, I  have  risen  in  my  place  here  to 
hold  out  a  warning  voice  in  order  that  this 
policy  may  not  be  pursued  any  further  un- 
less the  same  benefits  are  accorded  to  the 
Canadian  pe  >ple  themselves.  A  more 
wholesome  policy  than  that  of  giving 
rebates  on  exports  is  open  to  the  people  of 
Canada— that  is  the  entire  abolition  of  duties 
on  the  neces>aries  of  life  and  all  that  enters 
into  the  industries  of  the  people,  whether  it 
be  coal  oil,  iron,  cotton,  sugar  or  any  of  those 
articles  that  we  require  and  that  are  now  high- 
ly protected  by  the  protective  duties  imposed 
during  the  past  seventeen  years.  Of  course 
there  is  no  doubt  a1x>ut  it  that  the  question 
of  revenue  enters  into  any  discussion  with 
regard  to  the  question  that  I  am  now  bring- 
ing before  the  House.  Tt  is  therefore  neces- 
sary for  me  to  outline  some  idea  as  to  how 
therevenuemay  be  raised  before  I  can  justify 
the  position  that  I  am  taking.  Hon.  gentle- 
men, when  I  have  before  discussed  this  ques- 
tion of  free  trade,  have  asked,  how  are  you 
going  to  raise  the  revenue,  and  that  has 
always  been  to  the  people  of  Canada  a  very 
serious  matter.  As  one  gentleman  said  to 
me,  show  me  how  you  are  going  to  raise  a 
revenue  under  free  trade  and  I  will  vote 
for  it,  but  I  cannot  see  how  a  revenue  is  to 
be  raised  under  the  system  that  you  suggest. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— If  the  hon.  gentle- 
man will  excuse  me,  this  subject  which  he 
proposes  to  deil  with  now  is  very  interest- 
ing and  important,  but  I  cannot  .see  that  it 
has  any  direct  connection  with  the  notice 
that  he  has  given. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— We  ought  to 
hear  the  hon.  gentleman  out.  He  is  goin^ 
to  show  us  how  he  is  going  to  get  a  revenue 
under  free  trade. 

Hon.  ]\rr.  POWER— The  hon.  gentleman 
from  Shell  River  must  see  this,  that  however 


pleased  we  might  be  to  listen  to  him  for 
I  some  time,  we  would  not,  perhaps,  be  so 
I  willing  to  have  the  hon.  gentlem.in  from 
I  Lunenburg  and  some  other  hon.  gentlem*-n 
[  rising  to  make  speeches  on  the  general  ques- 
i  tion  of  free  trade  and  protection  when  the 
I  hon.  gentleman  sits  down,  as  they  will  have 
I  a  right  to  do. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— Or 
to  receive  a  lecture  from  the  senior  member 
!  from  Halifax. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— I  was  particularly 
anxious  to   have  a   free   discussion  of   this 
question  in  its  relation  to  revenue  and  I  con- 
sulted with  my  hon.  friendfrom  Halifax  (who 
on  matters  of  procedure  is  a  good  authority) 
I  how  it  was  best  to  get  it  before  the  House,  so 
that  I   might  not   be   confined.     The  hon, 
I  gentleman  will   see   that   the    question  of 
I  revenue  is  involved  in  a  matter  of  this  kind 
I  because  there  has  to  be  something  to  replace 
the  revenue  loss  to  the  country  by  the  adop- 
1  tion  of  free  trade. 


Hon. 
proper. 


Mr.   POWER— That  is   perfectly 


j      Hon.  Mr.    BOULTON— The   rebate    of 
I  duties  means  that  certain  articles  come  into 
'  the  country  paying  a  duty  and  when  they  go 
out  of  the  country  again  these  duties  are  re- 
funded.     I  happen  to  know  that  there  ai-e 
150  binders   manufactured,  by  the   Massey 
M'fg.  Co.  ready  for  export  to  Russia.      The 
government  is  called  upon  to  pay  any  duties 
that  may  have  entered  into  the  construction 
i  of  those  1 50  binders. 

Hon.  Mr.  MacINNES  (Burlington)— You 
mean  dutiable  goods? 

I  Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON -Yes.  The  gov- 
ernment will  return  to  them  the  money 
I  that  the  Massey  Company  paid  on  the 
!  articles  entering  into  those  exports.  It 
I  brings  the  question  of  revenue  prominently 
1  before  the  House  in  the  discussion  of  this 
I  question.  I  wi.sh  to  show  how<  a  revenue 
j  can  be  raised  to  replace  these  rebates  on 
!  exports  and  rebates  of  duties  not  only  for 
'  the  people  of  Russia  but  for  the  people  of 
I  ('anada  as  well.  I  do  not  expect  the  gov- 
I  ernment  is  going  to  make  any  relaxation  or 
I  change  in  their  policy  unless  they  know 
I  how    they    can     replace     the    revenue    in 
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regard  to  a  thing  of  this  kind,  and  J  am 
anxious  not  only  that  there  shall  be  a  rebate 
of  duties  for  Russia  and  other  countries,  but 
also  for  the  people  of  the  North-west  Terri- 
tories and  the  people  of  Canada  generally. 
For  that  rea-son,  with  the  hon.  gentleman's 
permission,  I  will  just  deal  with  the  question 
of  revenue.  The  budget  speech  brought 
down  by  the  Finance  Minister  shows  that 
that  there  has  been  a  deficit  which  he  was 
obliged  to  make  up  of  two  millions  of  dollars, 
and  in  order  to  do  so,  what  did  he  do  ?  He 
commenced  placing  sugar  back  again  on  the 
dutiable  list.  Only  three  or  four  years 
he  took  three  cents  a  pound  off  raw  sugar 
and  released  that  much  from  taxation. 

Hon.  Mr.  MacINNES  (Burlington)— Are 
not  the  people  of  Canada  supplied  with  the 
cheapest  sugar  in  the  world  1 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— I  was  offered  in 
mj  home  in  the  North-west  Territories  22 
pounds  of  German  beet  root  sugar  for  $1,  or 
18  pounds  of  Montreal  refined  sugar.  Of 
course,  1  took  the  22  pounds  of  German  sugar. 

Hon.  Mr.  MoMILLAN — The  sugar  was 
not  as  good. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON- That  is  what  the 
storekeeper  told  me,  but  we  thought  diiier- 
ently — four  pounds  is  quite  a  difference.  In 
consequence  of  the  beet  root  sugar  coming 
into  the  country  the  result  has  been,  in  order 
to  keep  the  sale  of  beet  root  sugar  down,  the 
Canadian  refiners  have  made  a  great  effort, 
and  by  giving  28,  30  and  35  pounds  of  sugar 
for  §1  they  have  managed  to  keep  out  the 
cheaper  sugar.  The  Finance  Minister  puts 
a  duty  of  one-half  cent  on  the  raw  and  in- 
crease correspondingly  the  protection  on  the 
refined,  so  that  the  duty  on  refined  .sugar 
now  is  one  and  one-eighth  cents  per  pound. 
That  half  cent  on  the  raw  will  utterly  pre- 
clude the  German  beet  root  sugar  from  the 
market,  while  they  enjoy  the  benefit  of  six- 
tenths  of  a  cent  protection  on  the  refining. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELI^ 
How  do  you  establish  that  fact  ]  The  rela- 
tive protection  to  the  refined  is  precisely  the 
same  now  as  it  was  before.  There  is  not  a 
mill  difference,  except  the  percentnge  lost  on 
the  raw  sugar,  which  is  against  the  refiner. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— It  is  not  only 
protection  but  it.  is  the  duty  on  the  raw 


which  helps  to  keep  out  the  German  sugar 
as  well  as  the  protection.  It  strikes  me  if 
we  want  to  counteract  the  bounty  given  by 
Germany  and  refuse  their  cheap  sugar,  a 
cent  a  pound  without  ;'ny  protection 
would  effect  it.  The  Germans  cannot 
sell  in  the  Canadian  market  for  the 
same  price  as  if  it  was  free.  Just  the  same 
as  tea — tea  is  admitted  free. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
Sugar  never  was  free. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— Raw  sugar  was. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELI.— 
But  you  do  not  buy  raw  sugar. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— It  was  raisetl  from 
14  to  16  Dutch  standard,  and  when  it  was 
raised  to  16  Dutch  standard  we  were  then 
able  to  purchase  brown  sugar.  I  may  be 
wrong  and  the  hon.  gentleman  may  be  right 
in  it,  but  I  am  inclined  to  think  that  the 
imposition  of  a  half  cent  on  the  raw  helps 
with  the  protection  more  effectually  to  keep 
out  the  German  beet  root  sugar. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
The  old  duty  was  six-tenths  of  a  cent  per  lb. 
on  all  refined  sugar  and  raw  was  admitted 
free.  A  half  cent  additional  has  been  placed 
on  the  retinexl,  and  a  half  cent  on  the  raw  so 
relatively  the  two  kinds  of  sugar  occupy  the 
same  position  precisely,  except  as  to  the  loss 
in  the  manufacture  of  the  raw  sugar,  which, 
as  I  have  already  stated,  is  against  the 
refiner. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— I  accept  the  hon. 
gentleman's  correction,  and  assume  that  he 
is  correct.  But  there  is  the  protection  at 
all  events.  The  hon.  Finance  Minister 
when  he  restored  the  revenue  to  its  proper 
po.sition  and  provided  for  the  deficit  that 
was  staring  him  in  the  face  put  this  duty  of 
a  half  cent  on  the  raw  sugar  which  is  going 
to  add  $1,600,000  a  year  to  the  revenue.  If 
I  was  going  to  tackle  that  question  of  reve- 
nue, I  would  proceed  in  an  entirely  different 
way.  I  would  have  left  the  Canadian 
homes  alone  with  their  ch<>ap  sugar — I 
would  have  left  the  taxation  on  sugar  alone. 
We  have  in  Canada  a  grand  country  for 
growing  fruit.  That  fruit  can  \ye  manufac- 
tured and  transported  to  the  markets  of  the 
world  if  we  had  sugar  as  cheap  as  the  people 
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of  England  have  it  under  free  trade — per- 
fectly free,  Canadian  refiners  competing 
with  German  refiners,  or  lefiners  elsewhere, 
the  economy  of  free  trade  and  trans- 
poitation  will  counteract  the  bounty.  If 
the  price  of  sugar  is  brought  down  to 
that  bisis  our  farmers  can  increase  the  pro- 
ductiveness of  their  farms  and  put  in  their 
fruits  and  manufacture  jams  and  jellies  of 
all  kinds  and  conduct  a  larger  trade  which 
is  not  only  a  trade  in  the  raw  article  which 
the  farmers  produce,  but  the  manufactured 
article  as  well.  Half  a  cent  a  pound  on  the 
raw  sugar  and  half  a  cent  additional  on 
refined  sugar  will  utterly  preclude  the 
development  of  that  industry  beyond  the 
restricted  area  of  Canada.  So  far  as  the 
5,000,000  of  people  in  Canada  are  concerned 
it  will  not  afiect  them  except  that  they  will 
get  less  sugar  and  will  be  able  to  grow  less 
fruit  for  the  production  of  jams  and  jellies 
that  would  be  open  to  them  under  different 
conditions.  The  excise  offers  a  far  better 
field  for  the  resuscitation  of  the  revenue  for 
the  providing  of  a  revenue  to  carry  on  the 
operations  of  the  country,  and  enable  us  to 
come  down  to  a  basis  of  absolutely  free  traOb. 
Now  what  is  the  condition  of  things  to-daly  1 
The  excise  under  the  last  budget  is  §1.70  a 
gallon  and  the  duty  S2.25  per  gallon  on 
spirits.  The  manufacture  and  consumption 
of  spirit  generally  in  Canada  is  3,000,000 
gallons  annually.  Tt  maintains  in  round 
numbers  that  amount  for  the  last  four  or 
five  years.  There  has  been  very  little  vari- 
ation—about 12,000,000  for  the  last  four 
years  has  been  manufactured  in  Canada  ac- 
cording to  the  Inland  Revenue  returns. 
Under  the  present  excise  that  would  pay 
§1.70  per  gallon.  Then  in  addition  to  that 
3,000,000  gallons  manufactured  in  the  coun- 
try we  have  1,000,000  gallons  imported  and 
the  import  of  1,000,000  gallons  spirit 
is  protected  by  a  duty  of  ^2.25,  so 
that  any  other  nation  that  wishes  to 
send  in  whiskey  to  this  country  has  to 
pay  a  duty  of  $2.25.  The  difference  between 
the  excise  of  81.70  and  the  protection  of 
S2.25  is  55  cents  a  gallon — that  is,  the  pro- 
tection afforded  to  our  distillers  in  the  manu- 
facture of  3,000,000  gallons  of  spirit 
produced  in  Canada.  §1,500,000  is  the 
protection  that  is  afforded  to  them,  which 
protection  gives  them  a  profit  of  81,500,000, 
which  I  say  should  justly  belong  to  the 
revenue.  How  can  that  be  restored  to  the 
revenue  ?     By  making  the   excise   and  the 


duty  exactly  the  same.  The  duty  is  82.25, 
and  therefore  there  can  be  no  objection 
from  a  smuggling  point  of  view  or  any  other 
point  of  viow  to  raise  the  excise  up  to  §2.25. 
If  you  do  that  then  the  revenue  will  get  tue 
benefit  of  $1,500,000  by  simply  taking  off 
the  protection  that  the  distillers  enjoy  and 
putting  it  on  the  excise.  There  is  just  one 
simple  operation  by  which  the  revenue 
might  be  restored  without  putting  it  on 
the  sugar  of  the  country.  But  that  if  by 
no  means  all.  We  have  then  in  addition  the 
import  of  wine — 435,000  gallons,  on  which 
the  duty  is  $308,000.  I  have  not  gone  into 
the  protection  on  that  at  all.  Then  the  duty 
on  ale  and  beer  is  16  cts  a  gallon  if  it  i'«  im- 
ported in  casks  and  24c  a  gallon  if  imported 
in  bottles.  The  duty  collected  on  that  i.<5 
so  small  that  the  revenue  is  virtually  noth- 
ing, so  little  is  imported.  Then  we  come  to 
the  question  of  beer  manufactured  in  Can- 
ada. If  you  treat  beer  exactly  in  the  .same 
way  you  produce  identically  the  same  re  Hit's. 
We  consume  in  Canada  18,000,000  gallon? 
of  beer  made  in  the  country.  That  is  pro- 
tected by  1 6  cts.  a  gallon.  There  is  an  excise 
on  malt,  which  enters  into  the  manufacture 
of  beer  of  1 J  cts.  a  pound  and  there  are 
about  4  lbs.  of  malt  to  a  gallon  of  lieer. 
Therefore  the  excise  that  beer  pays  is  about  6 
cts.  agallon.  The  protection  is  16  cts.  a  gallon 
and  the  difference  between  the  import  duty 
and  the  excise  is  10  cts.  per  gallon.  Therefore 
the  18,000,000  gallons  of  l»er  produced  in 
Cannda  is  protected  by  10  cts.  a  gallon.  If 
that  10  cts.  were  turnedinto  excise,  instead  of 
having  a  cent  and  a  half  on  malt  by  putting 
4  cts.  on  malt  you  will  resu8citat«the  revenue 
by  $1,000,000  by  that  simple  process. 

Hon.  Mr.  MacINNES  (Burlington)— 
Then  we  would  be  taxed  all  the  same. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— We  are  taxed  on 
the  18,000,000  gallons  of  beer,  but  it  doe.s 
not  go  into  the  revenue.  That  is  what  I 
complain  of.  All  we  get  out  of  beer,  by 
excise,  at  the  present  time  is  §1,000,000. 
The  sale  of  lieer  is  protected  in  the  country 
by  a  protection  of  16  cents.  The  brewers 
can,  amongst  themselves,  arrange  an  increase 
of  price  of  their  beer,  so  that  they  get  this 
full  benefit  of  the  16  cents.  Bring  the  dis- 
tilleries and  brewi  ries  under  the  keen  com- 
petition that  we,  as  farmers,  have  to  pursue 
our  industries  upon,  and  without  putting  it 
up  to  16  cents  a  gallon,  by  putting  it  only 
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about  1 1  centB  a  gallon  ar  d  transferring  the 
protective  tax  to  excise,  you  immediately 
add  another  million  dollars.  The  distillers 
and  brewers  need  not  fear  the  competition 
they  will  be  subjected  to,  they  have  raw 
materials  chpiaper  than  their  competitors. 
Scotch  and  Irish  spirits  which  ea'.er  into 
competition  at  present  are  largely  made  from 
corn  transported  across  the  Atlantic  and  the 
manufactured  article  transported  back  again. 
Canadian  barley  is  available  to  our  brewers 
and  maltsters  for  50  or  60cts. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALMON— What  wil'  you  do 
with  this  revenue  when  the  Scott  Act  is 
passed  in  every  county  of  this  Dominion  1 
What  becomes  of  your  revenue  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— The  hon.  gentle- 
man will  understand  that  I  am  not  arguing 
the  ({uestion  on  any  position  that  may  here- 
after be  assumed.  I  am  arguing  on  the 
question  as  it  exists  to-day.  I  am  not  argu- 
ing on  behalf  of  prohibition.  I  do  not  want 
it  to  be  understood  that  I  am — I  do  not 
think  that  prohibition  would  be  a  good 
thing  for  the  country.  There  is  one  broad 
principle  on  which  I  put  those  views  for- 
ward— I  do  not  think  it  is  right  to  make 
that  a  crime  by  legislation  which  is  not  a 
crime  without.  To  that  extent  I  am  not  in 
accord  with  the  prohibitionists.  On  that 
broad  principle  I  am  opposed  to  prohibition 
but  I  am  also  opposed  to  the  building  up  of 
a  great  influence  such  as  our  liquor  interests 
and  protecting  them  to  the  enormous  extent 
that  they  are  being  protected  to-day,  giving 
them  an  influence  in  the  country  that  may 
be  exercised  in  an  injurious  manner  to  the 
physical  well-being  of  the  country  as  a 
whole.  It  only  costs  25  cents  to  make  a 
gallon  of  whiskey.  That  25  cents  is  pro- 
tected by  55  cents.  There  is  a  protection  of 
from  200  per  cent  to  300  per  cent  afforded 
to  the  distillers,  and  1 00  per  cent  to  1 50  per 
cent  protection  afforded  to  the  brewers. 
Hon.  gentlemen  will  recognize  that  in  the 
consumption  of  that  there  is  a  great  deal  of 
money  turned  over.  That  money  should  go 
into  legitimate  channels — into  the  revenue 
of  the  country  instead  of  being  given  as  a 
private  profit  to  the  individuals  who  are  pro- 
moting those  industries  by  special  legislation. 
I  have  mentioned  only  two  or  three  industries 
among  the  many  that  I  propose  to  deal  with 
in  the  same  way,  not  for  the  purpose  of  de- 
stroying those  industries  or  diminishing  the 


capital  or  industry  of  Canada  but  for  the 
purpose  of  developing  our  resources,  increas- 
ing our  wealth  and  adding  to  the  volume  of 
our  export  trade — cheapening  everything 
and  adding  to  the  comforts  of  the  people  in 
a  ratio  far  beyond  what  anybody  in  this 
House  can  appreciate  now.  It  may  be  ac- 
cepted as  a  fact  that  if  you  release  labour 
and  industry  from  taxation  imposed  by 
special  legislation,  you  create  capital.  Tax 
it  and  you  d'-stroy  capital — capital  is  the 
production  of  labour,  wealth  is  the  distribu- 
tion of  its  profit.  What  I  wish  to  establish 
further,  hon.  gentlemen,  is  that  with  regard 
to  tobacco  exactly  the  same  thing  occurs. 
Tobacco  is  charged  with  an  excise  of  25 
cents  per  pound  and  it  is  protected  by  a 
duty  of  35  cents  specific  and  12j^  per  cent 
ad  valorem  Raw  tobacco  is  admitted  free, 
but  its  manufacture  is  protected  by  35  cents 
sfiecific  and  12^  cents  ad  valorem,  in  all 
about  40  cents  per  pound.  If  protection 
were  removed  anJ  the  excise  made  50  cents 
the  revenue  would  be  inci-eased  by  25 
cents  per  pound,  or  on  the  present  con- 
sumption of  10,000,000  pounds  $2,500,000 
cigars  are  protected  by  a  specific  duty  of  $2 
per  pound  and  25  per  cent  ad  valorem,  and 
in  1893-94  cigars  yielded  a  revenue  from 
excise  of  $700,000,  What  I  .say  is,  tobacco 
will  bear  a  tax  of  50  cents  per  pound.  That 
would  be  10  cents  per  pound  more  than  the 
present  tax. 


Hon.  Mr.  McCALLUM- 
be  free  trade. 


-That  would  not 


Hon.  Mr.  BOUliTON— Yes  ;  free  trade 
means  throwing  the  labour  and  industry  of 
the  country  open  to  that  competition  which 
would  enable  it  to  produce  so  ch'^aply  that 
it  may  extend  its  operations  and  not  be 
restricted  to  a  small  area  and  thereby  secure 
permanent  employment.  Tt  is  perfectly  clear 
that  those  who  buy  their  coal  oil  for  9  cents 
a  gallon  have  more  to  spend  on  other  neces- 
.saries  than  those  who  have  to  pay  30  cents 
for  it ;  this  creates  a  demand  for  employment 
to  provide  them.  Free  trade  is  the  founda- 
tion of  that  healthy  competition.  I  am  now 
showing  that  by  a  change  in  the  mode  of 
levying  duties  and  excise  on  tobacco,  spirits, 
beer  and  wine  from  which  we  derive  a  re- 
venue now  of  $11,000,000,  we  would  be 
raising  $18,475,497  on  present  consumption. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH-The  hon.  gen- 
tleman says  that  he  would  allow  tobacco  to 
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come  in  free  and  raise  the  excise  <Juty  on  the 
manufactured  article.  Does  he  mean  that 
he  would  allow  tobacco  to  come  in  free  in 
its  manufactured  as  well  as  in  its  raw  state  t 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— I  mean  of  course 
that  the  10,000,000  pounds  of  tobacco  would 
come  in  free  as  it  comes  to-day.  It  is  .sub- 
ject to  an  excise  upon  manufacture  of  25 
cents  per  pound.  What  I  say  is  let  the  raw 
tobacco  come  in  free  but  subject  it  to  an 
excise  of  50  cents  a  pound  and  remove  pro- 
tection. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)— Where 
will  the  benefit  be  then  to  the  consumer  if 
he  pays  50  cents  excise  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— You  understand 
that  tobacco  and  spirits  are  legitimate 
objects  of  taxation,  they  are  not  absolutely 
necessaries.  While  it  is  not  wise  to  tax 
Hour,  rice  or  coal  oil  or  those  things  neces- 
sary for  the  comforts  of  our  families  gener- 
ally, spirit  and  tobacco  do  not  enter  into 
the  necessaries  of  life. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDO'nALD  (B.C.)— What 
benefit  will  it  be  to  the  consumer  if  he  pays 
as  much  as  the  other? 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— You  are  paying 
to-day  the  price  of  whiskey  atS2.25  a  gallon 
You  are  not  going  to  increase  the  price  of 
these  articles  by  the  system  which  I  propose 
except  tobacco  which  will  be  increased  10 
cents.  The  consumer  would  only  be  worse 
off  to  the  extent  of  10  cents  on  tobacco,  and 
I  advocate  raising  the  excise  on  spirits  by 
25  cents.  Now  in  England  the  duty  on 
tobacco  is  75  cents,  and  the  people  of  Eng- 
land c  nsume  per  capita  less  tobacco  than 
we  do  in  Canada. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLEMOW— They  have  free 
trade  and  cannot  afford  to  buy  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— It  is  a  very  curious 
thing  that  if  you  ever  want  any  money  you 
go  to  that  free  trade  country  to  get  it. 
Tobacco  is  made  dearer  by  the  revenue  and 
the  revenue  gets  all  there  is  in  the  tax. 
The  consumption  of  this  article  is  always 
increased  by  the  increase  of  prosperity  of 
the  people,  and  the  consumption  is  affected 
in  the  diverse  ratio  by  the  increase  in  the 
cost  of  purchase.  Now  the  British  Isles 
derive  a  revenue  from  excise  and  from 
liquors  and    tobacco  at  $5.50    per    head. 


Canada  only  derives  a  revenue  of  .?1.60 
per  head  from  the  same  sources.  The 
hon.  Finance  Minister  told  us  in  his  budget 
speech  the  other  day  that  the  people  of  Can- 
ada consumed  three-quarters  of  a  gallon  a 
head,  I  think  that  is  very  little  lielow  what 
the  people  of  Great  Britain  consume  in  the 
I  way  of  spirits.  Now,  while  the  people  of 
!  Great  Britain  are  consuming  liquor  to  the 
same  extent  as  the  people  of  Canada,  con- 
suming less  tobacco,  but  more  beer,  they 
are  raising  a  per  capita  revenue  of  ?5.50  by 
the  free  trade  policy  they  persue  in  the 
regulation  of  that  free  trade  and  tarffic  as 
against  Canada,  raising  $1.60  per  head  con- 
suming more  tobacco  and  the  same  spirits, 
and  only  a  difference  in  the  amount  of  beer. 
So  if  we  want  to  raise  a  revenue,  and  do 
justice  to  the  people  of  the  country,  and  to 
the  trade  of  the  country,  we  cannot  do  that 
justice  by  giving  a  re1)ate  on  exports,  and 
putting  foreign  nations  in  a  better  position 
to  compete  with  us. 


Hon.  Mr.  McCALLUM- 
selves  in  a  better  position. 


-We   put  our- 


Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— Putting  foreign 
nations  in  a  better  position  to  compete  with 
us  in  the  markets  of  the  world  where  we 
have   to  sell  our  products   in  competition 
with    theirs.     Isn't  it  a   better   policy   to 
put    the    regulation   of    this    traffic   upon 
the   basis   that    I   am    laying    down    that 
I  will  give  us  a  revenue  of  $3.50  per  head 
I  upon  present  consumption,  where  to-day  we 
I  are  only  deriving  a  revenue  of   $1.60    per 
I  head.     That  is  one  mode  in  which  I  would 
raise  the  revenue  by  pursuing   that   policy 
and  taking  that  position  by  increasing  tax- 
ation on  tobacco  only"N,0c.  and  by  increas- 
ing the  excise  on  spirits  25c. — you  will  in- 
crease your  ^e^'enue  $7,500,000  to-day.     Is 
not  that  a  source  of  revenue  to  the  people 
of  Canada  1 


Hon.  Mr. 
tax  tea? 


McINNES  (B.  C.)— Why  not 


I      Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— That  is  another 
'  question  altogether.     You  can  tax  anything 


you  please.  At  the  present  moment  we  are 
taxing  rice  and  clothing  and  everything 
that  comes  into  the  country.  We  are  rais- 
ing nineteen  millions  of  taxation  on  seventy- 
one  millions  of  imports  which  come  into  the 
country  and  thereby  create  a  hidden  tax. 
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Hon.  Mr.  DEVER — By  simply  making 
the  revenue  on  tobacco  throujjh  the  customs 
the  same  rate  as  the  excise,  you  would  raise 
two  million  dollars,  because  then  the  whole 
duty  of  25  cents  a  pound  would  be  paid  upon 
the  tobacco  coming  into  the  country,  whereas 
now  we  are  giving  the  diflfereuce  between 
25  and  35. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— That  is  just 
exactly  what  I  have  been  arguing. 

Hon.  Mr.  DEVER— If  you  wojld  put  it 
on  that  basis  the  House  would  understand 
it. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON- -My  hon.  fr:end 
will  have  an  opportunity  of  replying  to  the 
position  I  havetaken,andIshallbegladofhis 
assistance  in  making  it  clearer.  I  am  merely 
pointing  out  to  this  honourable  House  that 
in  the  question  of  levying  our  duties  upon 
spirits  and  tobaccos,  while  in  Great  Britain 
the  revenue  derived  from  this  source  is 
§5.50  per  head  it  is  only  $1.60  per  head 
here,  and  by  adopting  the  duty  and  excise 
that  I  have  presented  to  this  hon.  House, 
that  we  would  increase  our  revenue  from 
SI. 60  per  head  from  these  sources  to  $3.50 
per  head  and  it  is  a  more  legitimate  object 
of  taxation  than  the  taxation  of  the  neces- 
saries of  life,  than  the  taxation  of  all  that  en- 
ters into  the  cheapness  of  production  in  pur- 
suing our  industries  andin  this  way  we  bring 
down  the  price  of  sugar  again  to  30  pounds  to 
the  dollar.  Thecustomsrevenueas  Ihave  said 
before  isderived  from  the  taxation  onseventy- 
one  million  dollars  on  imports.  That  is  the 
value  we  imported  in  1894.  The  duty  was 
nineteen  million  dollars  on  that  seventy-one 
million  dollars  according  to  the  last  reports 
of  1894.  Of  that  nineteen  million  dollars 
there  is  three  million  dollars  collected  on 
spirits, etc.,  includedinwhati  have  been  argu- 
ing and  therefore  that  brings  us  down  to  the 
discussion  of  how  sixteen  million  dollars 
is  to  be  provided  to  maintain  our  present 
revenue  of  thirty-six  million.  The  re- 
venue is  derived  from  three  sources. 
One  is  public  works,  and  the  post  ofKce, 
itc,  eight  million  dollars,  another  is  the 
excise,  eight  million  dollars  and  the  other 
b  duties.  Now  we  have  to  deal  with  nine- 
teen million  dollars  in  duties.  Three  mil- 
lion dollars  of  that  is  already  dealt  with  in 
the  excise ;  and  therefore  we  have  simply  to 
consider  how  we  can  raise  sixteen  million 


dollars  for  the  treasury  in  order  to  enable 
us  to  initiate  the  policy  of  free  tr.ide  and  so 
open  the  markets  of  Canada  to  the  competi- 
tion of  the  world,  in  order  to  induce  a 
growth  of  our  industries  and  allow  it  to  be 
expanded  beyond  the  narrow  confines  of  the 
consumption  of  five  million  people,  that  we 
can  get  out  to  the  market  where  there  are 
fi\'e  or  six  hundred  millions  of  people  ready 
to  be  supplied  with  articles  we  can  produce 
or  manufacture. 

The  next  question  of  revenue  that  we  have 
to  deal  with  is  the  post  office.  There  is 
S,51 7,000  expended  in  the  post  office  de- 
partment and  the  receipts  are  $2,809,0001eav- 
ing  a  deficit  in  operating  our  post  office  of 
8708,000.  Now  these  receipts  are  derived 
from  a  postal  le venue  of  three  cents  and  of 
course  under  free  trade  the  business  of  our 
post  office  will  be  extended  enormously  in 
consequence  of  the  correspondencethat  will  be 
carried  on  with  foreign  nations  and  the  rapid 
growth  of  business  generally  in  the  country. 
There  is  no  doubt  about  that.  The  revenue 
of  Great  Britain  in  the' post  office  depart- 
ment is  fifty  million  a  year.  People  will 
say  "  Oh  well,  (Jreat  Britain  is  a  wealthy 
country  ;  it  is  conducting  great  operations." 
I  have  shown  you  to-day  that  while  we 
thought  it  was  the  prosperity  of  England  and 
the  consumptive  power  of  England  in  rais- 
ing $5.50  a  he.id  in  the  excise  it  is  simply 
the  difference  of  paying  the  excise  into  the 
treasury  of  the  country  instead  of  giving  it 
to  private  profit.  So  it  is  with  the  post 
office.  The  post  office  will  be  increased  so 
that  the  deficit  will  be  chanced  to  a  surplus 
of  five  hundred  thousand  dollars.  The  per 
capita  return  of  the  post  office  in  the  Unit- 
ed Kingdom  is  .?1.10  at  two  cents  postage. 
The  per  capita  revenue  in  Canada  is  55c.  at 
three  cents  postage.  I  have  not  the  .slight- 
est doubt  that  the  five  years  after  the 
adoption  of  the  policy  of  free  trade  you 
will  wipe  out  that  deficit  of  8707,000 
and  replace  it  with  a  surplus  of  §500,- 
000.  Of  course  that  is  simply  supposition, 
but  at  the  same  time  we  are  not  arguing 
upon  any  theory  such  as  preceded  the  adop- 
tion of  free  trade  in  Great  Britain.  We  are 
arguing  with  the  solid  experience  of  the 
mother  country  which  has  for  fifty  years  en- 
joyed the  principles  of  free  trade,  and  it 
stands  to-day  pre-eminent  in  the  countries 
of  the  world  in  its  commercial  supremacy,  in 
the  power  of  its  revenue  and  the  com'ort 
and  prosperity  of  the  people. 
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Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)— What 
is  the  duty  on  spirit  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— It  is  ten  and  six- 
pence a  gallon,  $2.62^. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)-But  the 

percentage  1 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— The  duty  is  less 
than  the  excise. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)— It  is 
225  per  cent. 

Hon.  Air.  BOULTON— The  excise  on 
spirits  is  ten  and  sixpence  and  the  duty  is  a 
triHe  less  ;  but  I  would  like  to  point  out  to 
hon.  gentlemen  that  the  revenue  of  Great 
Britain  to-day  is  one  of  the  few  revenues 
that  has  stood  the  last  few  years  of  depres- 
sion. It  has  raised  and  raised  until  now  it 
has  turned  the  corner  of  £100,000,000, 
there  is  no  stand  and  deliver  position,  which 
is  the  policy  of  protection.  It  is  a  voluntary 
contribution  by  the  people.  The  only  tax- 
ation there  is  upon  the  necessaries  of  life  in 
Great  Britain  amounts  to  12Jc.  per  head. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALMON — Income  tax. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— No;  I  am  now 
speaking  of  the  taxation  on  the  necessaries 
of  life.  An  income  tax  is  a  forced  tax.  The 
taxation  on  the  necessaries  of  life  is  a  forced 
tax  also.  If  a  man  has  an  income  of  $750  a 
year  he  is  not  taxed,  but  the  income  tax  is 
on  the  wealth  of  the  country.  I  am  now 
speaking  about  the  question  of  duties  and 
the  revenues  derived  from  the  nece<ssaries  of 
life  under  our  system  if  we  want  to  buy  a 
machine,  a  gallon  of  coal  oil,  a  pound  of  rice 
or  anything  at  all  it  is  taxed  or  protected. 
A  barrel  of  flour  is  taxed  75  cents.  Every- 
thing else  i  •:  protected  and  the  duties  col- 
lected on  §71,000,000  is  a  stan<l  and  deliver 
imposition  on  the  necessaries  of  life  to  the 
extent  of  ;J  16,000,000.  I  do  not  think  any 
hon.  gentleman  can  combat  that  position. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON  (P. E. I.)— What 
about  tea? 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— That  is  one  of 
the  necessaries  of  life.  We  import  .?38,000,- 
000  of  free  goods  in  which  tea  and  raw 
material  is  included.  The  $71,000,000  are 
the  dutiable  goods,  upon  which  there  is  a 
revenue  derived  of  819,000,000,  and  $3,000,- 
000  of  that  is  on  spirit-s  and  tobncco,  and 


the  rest  is  the  necessaries  of  life.  The 
people  of  Great  Britain  are  only  taxed  on 
the  necessaries  of  life  124  cents  per  head, 
which  is  mainly  composea  of  a  tax  on  tea, 
and  taxation  on  the  necessaries  of  life  to  the 
people  of  Canada  is  $3.20  per  head.  In 
England  the  tax  on  the  necessaries  of  life, 
which  is  almost  entirely  composed  of  tea,  is 
12^  cents  per  head.  In  Canada  there  is 
$3.20  per  head  imposed  on  the  duties  levied 
on  the  $71,000,000  of  imports,  and  there- 
fore we  have  to  compare  that  with  Great 
Britain,  and  recollect,  hon.  gentlemen,  there 
is  no  hidden  ttix,  no  protection,  no  tax  for 
rebates  on  export.  Then  there  is  the  revenue 
which  is  derived  from  the  prosperity  of  the 
people  through  the  post  office.  That  is  £  1 0,- 
000,000ayear.  There  are  £20,000,000  a  year 
from  customs,  mainly  spirits,  £26,000,000 
from  excise,  and  £15,000,000  from  stamps, 
itc. ;  but  we  have  not  got  a  great  navy  to  keep 
up,  or  an  army,  or  ambassadors  and  consuls 
all  over  the  world,  and  it  is  not  necessary 
fomytoput  anj'thing  on  income.  lam 
going  to  show  you  how,  without  putting 
anything  on'^y  one  of  those  things,  thai; 
we  can  entirel j''>-4:gmove  taxation  from  the 
country  and  still  m^iptain  the  $16,000,000 
of  revenue  which  is^ow  imposed  on  the 
necessaries  of  life;  but  th^uestion  I  was  just 
pointing  out  was  that  whilS  there  are  people 
who  say — and  it  is  argued  that  the  pras- 
perity  of  the  United  KingdoiNi  is  not  what  the 
people  imagine  it  to  be — I  SfW,  hon.  gentle- 
men, you  have  got  to  go  to  thtxpublic  returns 
and  see  that  that  is  not  the  ca.ste,  that  we  tind 
that  the  English  people  are  Maintaining  a 
revenue  by  a  very  large  portio^,  one-half  of 
which  is  contributed  by  voluntt^  taxation. 
That  is,  out  of  their  prosperiffiy  they  pour 
into  the  coffers  of  the  countryTmore  than 
one-half  of  their  revenue  ;  and  thien  take  the 
British  Board  of  Trade  Returnti— what  do 
they  show  ?  They  show  that  $2,0P0, 000,000 
is  the  value  of  the  imports  and!  that  the 
exports  from  Great  Britain  aPiount  to 
$1,080,000,000. 

Hon.    Mr.    McCALLUM— Thl^t   covers 
Great  Britain  and  Ireland. 


Hon.  Mr.   BOULTON— Yes,   oi 
but  the  value  of  the  imports  is  £408,  [ 
and  the  value  of  the  exports  £216,  j 
You  will  see  the  peculiar  anomaly 
imports  are  almost  double  the  export^^ 
prosperity  is  so  great  that  they  are 
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to  purchase  that  much  more  in  the  way  of 
imports  than  their  exports  because  hon. 
gentlemen  will  understand  that  in  conduct- 
ing ajOTairs  between  nations  there  is  no  such 
thing  as  money  changing  hands.  It  is  purely 
a  trade  relation. 

Hon.  Mr.  MacINNES— Where  does  the 
wealth  come  from  1 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— It  comes  from 
the  product  of  labour.  Another  argument 
that  is  used  is  that  the  people  of  Great  Bri- 
tain are  importing  enoruiously  foreign  and 
colonial  goods.  That  is  a  mistake.  They 
imported  last  year  £68,000,000  out  of 
je408,000,000  worth  of  manufactured  and 
partially  manufactured  goods  from  abroad, 
but  they  exported  at  the  same  time  of 
those  very  same  goods  £57,000,000  worth, 
so  that  they  were  merely  the  medium 
of  transferring  the  foreign  and  colonial 
goods  from  one  jart  of  the  world  to  the 
other  through  their  channels  of  trade,  and 
the  argument  that  is  used  that  they  are 
being  undersold  is  a  mistake,  because  a 
nation  that  can  maintain  successfully  year 
after  year  a  continual  growth,  no  falling 
back,  an  import  and  export  trade  of  that 
kind  with  a  revenue  of  £100,000,000  a 
year,  I  say,  hon.  gentlemen,  that  we  are 
making  a  mistake  when  we  imagine  for 
one  moment  that  there  is  that  want  of  pros- 
perity in  Great  Britain  ;  but  that  it  is  ex- 
actly the  revei'se  under  their  free  trade  po- 
licy. Naturally  they  are  affected  by  any 
depression  in  trade  in  other  countries,  but 
they  are  affected  much  less  than  other 
countries  in  consequence  of  a  healthy  com- 
petition constantly  bringing  the  best  elen.ents 
to  the  top.  I  would  like  to  cite  an  individual 
instance  taking  the  farming  community  as  an 
example.  I  have  in  my  mind  two  farms, 
one  in  Canada  and  one  in  Scotland,  to  show 
the  difference  that  exists  as  far  as  farming 
is  concerned.  My  hon.  friend  on  my  right 
has  a  fine  farm  up  in  the  Niagara  district. 
I  was  talking  to  him  about  his  farm,  and 
how  many  men  he  employed.  He  said : 
"  I  employ  six  men  the  year  around  ;  I  give 
them  $200  a  year  wages,  a  house  and  gar- 
den and  certain  other  little  comforts.  I 
have  800  acres  of  land  and  last  year  I 
farmed  the  whole  of  the  land  and  I  did  not 
do  more  than  just  make  both  ends  meet." 
Now  I  have  got  another  farm  I  am  intim- 
ately acquainted  with,  and  I  am  stating 
12 


facts.  That  is  in  Scotland,  nnd  it  is  a  farm 
of  600  acres,  and  the  farmer  employs  five 
men  the  year  round  in  addition  to  the  other 
labour.  I  did  not  state  all  the  labour  my 
hon.  friend  employed,  but  those  ai-e  the  per- 
manent employees.  My  hon.  friend  employs 
six  men  on  the  800  acres,  and  the  Scotch 
farmer  employed  five  hands  permanently. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCALLUM— What  were  the 
wages? 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— S250  a  year,  a 
house  and  garden,  and  cow,  and  an  allow- 
ance of  oatmeal,  and  no  lost  time  for  sick- 
ness. Those  are  the  conditions  on  which 
that  farm  was  worked.  My  hon.  friend  is 
running  a  magnificent  farm  in  a  good  dis- 
trict, paying  wages  of  8200  a  year,  and  only 
able  to  make  both  ends  meet.  On  his  farm 
there  are  only  two  parties — the  owner  and 
the  labourer.  In  Scotland  the  tenant  was 
paying  £700  a  year  rent,  £700  a  year  for 
manures,  and  £700  for  oil-cake  for  feeding. 
Now,  that  was  the  way  that  that  farmer  in 
Scotland  carried  on  his  business,  and  leaving 
the  question  of  manure,  etc.,  out  of  it,  he 
had  been  paying  a  revenue  of  £700  a  year 
to  the  owner  of  that  farm. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— How  far  was 
he  from  the  market } 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— Ten  miles  from 
Edinburgh,  and  my  hon.  friend  is  ten  milns 
from  one  of  our  large  centres. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— By  water  or  by 
land? 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— And  the  farms 
within  four  or  five  miles  of  Edinburgh  rent 
from  £4  to  £5  an  acre,  and  there  are  perpet- 
ual applications  for  them.  This  farmer  in 
Scotland  was  getting  his  paraffine  oil  at  9 
cents  a  gallon,  and  14  pounds  of  dairy  salt 
for  twopence.  Those  were  the  prices  he  was 
paying  for  the  articles  that  entered  into  the 
necessaries  of  his  consumption  in  conducting 
his  operations.  My  hon.  friend  will  tell 
you  he  was  paying  for  his  coal  oil  25c. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCALLUM — I  do  not  bum 
any  coal-oil.  I  burn  natural  gas ;  it  is 
cheaper. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— Some  of  them 
have  to  pay  25c.  to  30c.  for  coal  oil,  where 
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the  fanner  in  Scotland  only  paid  9c.  This 
oil  is  made  from  the  shale  in  Scotland,  and 
the  American  oil  has  to  meet  that  competi- 
tion in  Great  Britain  when  it  gets  there  ; 
and  the  American  oil  is  retailed  in  compo- 
sition with  that  oil  at  9c.  a  gallon,  and 
where  it  is  retailed  in  Canada  it  is  sold  at 
25c.  to  30c.  a  gallon.  That  is  the  condition 
of  the  two  farms.  I  can  vouch  for  the  truth 
and  accuracy  of  these  two  cases,  as  far  as  I 
received  them  from  my  hon.  friend  and  my 
friend  at  home, 

Hon.  Mr.  McCALLUM— You  forgot  the 
cow. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— Yes,  I  forgot  the 
cow  that  my  hon.  friend  allows  each  labour- 
er, but  I  am  near  enough  at  any  rate.  Then 
there  was  another  friend  of  mine  up  in  the 
North-west  that  came  out  and  got  married, 
and  she  had  three  acres  of  land  in  Devon- 
shire, and  she  was  getting  £10  a  year  rent 
for  it  for  some  years,  and  on  coming  out  to 
Canada  she  gave  instructions  to  sell,  and  it 
was  sold  and  realized  £65 — $375.00— an 
acre.  It  is  five  miles  away  from  any  town, 
and  just  used  as  a  field  for  pasture  and  hay 
and  meadow  land,  it  was  sold  for  £65  an 
acre.  Another  friend  of  mine  sold  eight 
acres  the  other  day  for  £200.  Now  these 
are  just  two  o"  three  instances  that  have 
come  under  my  own  personal  observation  to 
show  you  what  the  price  of  land  is  there, 
and  how  far  the  conditions  are  favourable. 
I  do  not  say  I  am  stating  the  condition  of 
things  all  over,  that  where  there  has  been  a 
failure  in  consequence  of  the  reduction  in 
the  price  of  wheat.  But  are  not  our  prices 
depressed  t  Do  not  we  sell  at  so  much 
less  when  we  export  to  England?  Is  not 
the  English  farmer  so  much  better  of  by 
the  CO  t  of  taking  that  wheat  or  those 
cattle  from  here  to  England  1  I  am  stating 
this  to  show  that  it  is  perfectly  correct  that, 
though  there  are  individual  hardships,  the 
condition  of  England  is  one  of  prosperity, 
and  that  is  indicated  through  the  returns. 
I  would  like  to  complete  this  question  of 
revenue,  and  by  taking  the  railways  I  wish 
to  show  that  the  public  works  produced  a 
revenue  of  $3,067,549. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCALLUM — I  do  not  see 
how  the  country  gets  poor  by  it,  because  if 
you  did  not  give  the  drawback  it  would  be 
manufactured  in  some  other  country.     Do 


all  the  employees  stand  idle  after  they  get 
through  with  this  work  of  manufacturing 
for  five  millions  in  Canada  and  supplying 
outside  parties?  I  do  not  understand 
the  hon.  gentleman's  reference  to  the  draw- 
back. On  a  former  occasion  the  hon. 
member  spoke  of  the  Massey  Manufacturing 
Company.  I  am  satisfied  he  does  not  want 
to  advertise  their  wares,  but  he  says  the 
drawback  given  by  this  government  on  the 
duty  on  what  is  exported  from  this  country, 
is  in  favour  of  the  foreigner,  and  not  in 
favour  of  the  people  of  this  country  to  enable 
the  manufacturer  to  manufacture  here  and 
to  export,  but  the  people  do  not  lose  a  dol- 
lar by  it,  and  they  keep  the  people  employed 
enabling  them  to  purchase  the  neces-oaries 
of  life,  because  they  get  the  benefit  of  the 
manufacturing  industry  in  the  country. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— Whathas  brought 
me  to  argue  this  question  is  the  fact  that 
we  are  brought  face  to  face  after  17  years 
of  protection,  with  a  deficit  of  $5,000,000  a 
year  in  our  revenue,  and  that  that  revenue 
is  not  likely  to  be  made  up,  but  that  that 
deficit  is  likely  to  continue,  because  we  are 
thrown  back  now  entirely  on  our  own 
resources.  We  have  not  been  constructing 
any  public  works  for  a  year  or  two.  We 
have  not  been  importing  anything.  Recol- 
lect when  we  borrow  money  abroad  these 
imports  come  into  the  country,  and  the  duty 
is  collected  on  them,  and  in  that  way  a 
revenue  is  obtained.  Of  course,  while  we 
are  doing  that  our  debt  Li  increased,  but 
the  revenue  keeps  up.  The  Finance  Minis- 
ter has  announced  a  policy  of  economy  and 
cessation  of  expenditure,  but  that  will  oper- 
ate against  our  ability  to  purchase.  It  will 
aggravate  the  difficulty  that  we  labour 
under  with  the  five  million  deficit.  I  wish 
to  see  that  the  revenues  of  the  country 
shall  be  resuscitated,  and  shall  not  go  down 
hill  in  the  way  that  appearances  indicate 
they  are  likely  to  go  under  present  condi- 
tions. Free  trade  will  increase  our  purchas- 
ing power  and  develop  trade  and  industry. 
I  should  like  to  ask  the  hon.  leader 
of  the  government  if  he  would  tell  me  how 
long  the  mills  of  Canada  were  out  of  work 
during  the  year  1894  and  how  many  men 
have  been  forced  out  of  employment  in  the 
industries  of  the  country  ?  If  he  were  to 
ask  for  a  return  from  the  public  corporations 
he  could  ascertain.  I  know  the  woollen 
mills  in  Cobourg  were  shut  down  for  some 
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time  and  I  know  the  car  works  there 
are  now  shut  down  and  the  skilled  labour 
idle.  Every  time  a  mill  is  closed  and 
the  men  are  thrown  out  of  employment 
the  purchasing  power  of  the  people  who 
were  employed  iti  stopped,  and  in  that 
way  a  deficit  takes  place.  It  is  with  a 
knowledge  of  that  fact  that  I  have  brought 
this  question  before  this  honourable  House, 
*nd  for  the  purpose  of  showing  how,  by  the 
adoption  of  S  different  policy,  we  can  obtain 
a  revenue.  I  have  been  arguing  this  policy 
on  the  present  consumption  of  dutiable 
goods,  but  if  free  trade  were  adopted  and 
were  followed  by  anything  like  the  prosper- 
ity which  ensued  upon  the  adoption  of  free 
trade  in  Great  firitain  the  population  would 
increase  and  the  revenues  from  the  post 
offices,  the  railways,  the  canals  and  every 
other  source  depending  on  the  trade  and 
commerce  of  the  country  would  increase. 
Last  year  the  expenditure  upon  our  govern- 
ment railways  was  83,670,000,  while  the 
receipts  were  only  $3,180,000,  leaving  a  de- 
ficit of  $480,000  a  year.  After  expending 
$50,000,000  on  the  promotion  of  our  public 
railways,  they  do  not  pay  their  way  but 
show  a  deficit  of  $580,000  a  year.  I  do  not 
believe  for  a  moment  that  that  is  at  all  due 
to  a  want  of  tra'le  and  commerce,  but  it  is 
due  entirely  to  the  management  of  the  road 
so  far  as  the  rate  charged  is  concerned.  As 
I  said  the  other  day  in  this  House,  we,  in 
the  North-west,  are  paying  $1.50  a  train 
mile,  while  in  Ontario,  the  Grand  Trunk 
railway  is  paying  $1.03  a  train  mile,  while 
the  government  railways  earned  only  69c. 
per  train  mile.  There  is  not  one  dollar 
earned  for  dividends  and  in  fact  there  is  a 
deficit.  All  that  is  required  to  resuscitate 
that  is  to  establish  the  freight  rates  on  an 
equitable  bisis  and  increase  the  volume  of 
traffic  by  opening  the  doors  to  the  trade  of 
the  world.  It  cannot  be  fair  to  say  that  in 
the  west  we  who  maintain  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  shall  be  obliged  to  pay  $1.50 
per  train  mile. 

Hon.  Mr.  MacINNES  (Burlington)— 
Where  did  you  get  that  1  The  last  annual 
report  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Com- 
pany show  that  their  earnings  per  train  mile 
amounted  to  less  than  that,  only  $1.33  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— I  got  it  out  of  the 
trade  returns  for  last  year.  I  am  quoting 
last  year's  report.     If  the  hon.  gentleman 


will  turn  up  last  year's  report  he  will  see 
that  the  earnings  of  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  were  $1.50  per  train  mile.     I  want 
the  government  railways  to  be  so  aianaged 
that  they  will  meet  expenditure.     The  rail- 
ways of  India  and  Australia  are  government 
railways  and  pay  3  per  cent  on  cost.      The 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  pays  3  per  cent  on 
its  mileage  of  6,000  miles  at  a  cost  of  $50,- 
000  a  mile ;  the  Grand  Trunk  pays  3  per 
cent  on  its  mileage  of  3,000  miles  at  a  cost 
of  $53,000  per  mile.     The  Government  rail- 
ways of  1,100  miles  should  at  least  be  made 
to  pay  their  way.      I  saw   the  statement 
made  by  the  Minister  of  Railways  in  the 
House  of  Commons  the    other    day    that 
he  had  given   instructions  that  the   roads 
should    be    maintained    with    the    utmost 
efficiency,   but  that  revenue   and  expendi- 
ture   should    meet,    and    when    they    had 
met  it  should   stand  at  that — that  no  at- 
tempt should  be  made  to  earn  a  profit  on  the 
road.    That  is  the  statement  of  the  Minister 
of  Railways.     While  he  succeeded  in  equal- 
izing expenditure  and  revenue  on  the  Inter- 
colonial Railway,  on  the  whole  of  our  public 
railways,  that  has  not  yet  been  done.    I  say 
it  can  be  done,  and  that  it  will  be  unjust 
to  the  rest  of  the  people  of  Canada  if  it  is 
not  done.     I  say  there  should  not  be  a  de- 
ficit of  $580,000  a  year  on  railroads  which 
have  cost  $50,000,000— $50,000,000  paid  by 
the  people  of  Canada  who  have  their  own 
burdens  of  transportation  to    maintain   in 
addition  to  maintaining  their  share  of  the 
interest  on   this  $50,000,000.      The   road 
should  be  managed,  and   can    be    manag- 
ed not  only  to  cover  that  deficit,  but  to  sup- 
ply a  dividend  at  least  of  1  per  cent  on  the 
capital  invested.     If  that  was  done  it  would 
alter  the  position  and   add  to  the  revenue 
$1, 000,000  and  that  through  {in  increase  in 
the  volume   of   traffic   under  the  stimulus 
of  free    trade.      Then    take    our    Domin- 
ion lands,  a  revenue  can  be  obtained  from 
them  greater  than  is  obtained  to-day.     There 
is  a  duty  collected  on  silks  amounting  to 
$750,000  a  year.     Silk  is  an  article  of  luxury 
and  could  very  properly  be  left  as  it  is.    Dried 
fruits  and  nuts  bring  in  a  revenue  of  $512,- 
000,  and  coff'ee  $105,000.     There  is  a  rev- 
enue   of    $4,000,000  from    those  sources. 
That  added  to  the  $7,725,000  by  equalizing 
the  duties  on  spirits,   etc.,  and   excise  is 
811,635,000,    altogether     provided    out   of 
the   $16,000,000    that    I   said    we     would 
have  to  provide  to  raise  a  revenue  such 
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was  raised  in  1894.  Then  the  difiFer- 
ence  between  the  811,635,000  and  $16,000,- 
000  there  is  ?4,459,000  to  be  made  up. 
A  duty  of  5  per  cent  on  the  gross  imports 
of  $113,000,000  would  produce  $5,650,000 
which  could  be  maintained  until  by  inci-ease 
of  trade  and  population  it  could  be  abolish- 
ed, that  5  per  cent  could  be  reached  by  a 
gradual  reduction  of  the  present  average 
rate  of  20  per  cent  on  our  imports,  at  the 
rate  of  one-fourth  each  year  till  5  per  cent 
was  reached. 

I  desire  to  give  these  figures,  because  the 
addition  of  these  figures  gives  us  817,000,- 
000,  or  about  $1,000,000  more  than  we 
require  and  without  imposing  one  single 
solitary  penny  of  taxation  on  the  necessaries 
of  life,  nothing  on  tea,  nothing  on  sugar. 
That  takes  the  taxation  off  the  necessaries 
of  life.  The  reason  Great  Britain  puts  8 
per  cent  on  tea  is  because  it  gives  no  manu- 
facturer any  undue  advantage  over  those 
who  are  subject  to  the  competition  of  trade. 
The  moment  you  put  a  duty  on  sugar  you 
immediately  tax  the  power  and  ability  of  our 
farmers  to  produce  fruit  and  our  canneries 
to  produce  jams,  you  give  the  refiner  an 
undue  advantage. 

Hon.  Mr.  K  AULBACH— My  hon.  friend 
from  Halifax  was  pleased  to  listen  to  the 
remarks  of  the  hon.  member  from  Mar- 
quette, but  feared  that  the  consequence 
would  be  the  infliction  of  a  speech  from  my- 
self. Out  of  deference  to  my  hon.  friend,  I 
am  not  going  to  deliver  a  speech.  I  will 
disappoint  him  on  this  occasion.  The  hon. 
gentleman  from  Marquette  is  a  very  fi^e 
and  fluent  speaker  and  hesitates  not  in 
the  free  expression  of  his  views,  but  I 
cannot  follow  him.  He  is  full  of  theory 
and  seems  tq  be  reasonable,  but  when  he 
come  down  to  a  practical  demonstration  it 
amounts  to  nothing.  I  should  like  to  see 
my  hon.  friend  discuss  simply  the  question 
he  puts  l)efore  us — the  granting  of  draw- 
backs on  exports.  My  hon.  friend  is  a  free 
trader  out  and  out,  and  does  not  believe  in 
the  vocilating  policy  of  the  opposition. 
Well,  what  is  the  granting  of  drawbacks  ? 
Simply  free  trade  in  the  raw  or  unmanufac- 
tured article  imported,  to  which  is  to  be  added 
skill  and  labour,  and  then  it  is  exported.  It 
is  giving  back  to  the  manufacturer  the  duty 
that  he  has  paid  upon  the  importation  of 
certain  articles.  The  country  gets  the  bene- 
fit of  the  labour  on  that  particular  article 


that  has  been  manufactured,  but  it  does  not 
go  into  consumption  in  Canada  and  the  duty 
is  refunded.  Sly  hon.  friend  would  have 
sugar  admitted  free  to  enable  the  farmer  to 
make  jams  and  jellies.  We  want  iron 
when  imported  to  be  used  in  agricultural 
implements  for  export,  admitted  free  to 
put  the  labour  of  the  country  upon  it. 
It  is  a  free  trade  principle,  nothing 
more,  nothing  less — simply  getting  the 
benefit  of  the  industry  in  the  countiy 
upon  an  article  and  giving  back  to  the 
manufacturer  the  duty  he  has  paid  on  the 
importation  of  the  raw  material.  It  is 
based  on  the  principle  of  free  trade  on  raw 
materials — that  is  the  whole  principle  of 
drawbacks.  My  hon.  friend  has  been  rather 
joked  by  somebody  who  drew  a  comparison 
between  his  place  in  the  North-west  Terri- 
tories and  a  farm  in  Scotland,  situated  a 
qiiarter  of  an  hour  from  Edinburgh.  The 
Scotch  farm  is  only  ten  miles  from  the  city 
of  Edinburgh  where  the  country  is  laid  out-, 
I  suppose,  in  small  market  gardens.  Such  a 
comparison  is  absurd.  The  hon.  gentleman 
is  drawing  too  largely  on  the  credulity  of 
this  House. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— The  farm  I  am 
speaking  of  is  devoted  purely  to  the  feeding 
of  cattle  and  sheep,  and  there  is  not  a  single 
market  garden  on  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— I  would  rather 
see  that  farm  than  believe  what  I  was  told 
by  some  one  else.  I  know  from  personal 
observation  that  what  he  says  is  not  the 
case  in  England.  The  iron  industry  in 
England  is  not  protected.  The  pig  iron 
industry  has  not  been  protected  in  England 
for  25  years,  and  it  has  not  increased 
in  the  same  ratio  as  the  population.  We 
do  not  go  to  England  for  our  rails  or  pig 
iron,  we  go  to  the  United  States.  The 
iron  industry  of  England  has  gone  down 
steadily — so  the  president  of  a  large  associa- 
tion in  England  says.  In  the  United  States 
in  the  same  period  it  has  increased  435  per 
cent,  in  Germany  it  has  increased  249  per 
cent,  in  Russia  it  has  increased  162  per 
cent,  while  in  England,  under  free  trade,  it 
has  increased  only  23  per  cent  in  the  last  25 
years.  My  hon.  friend  wants  us  to  follow 
the  example  of  England.  How  does  Eng- 
land derive  the  bulk  of  its  revenue?  By 
direct  compulsory  taxing  of  the  people,  but 
we  are  in  a  difl'erent   condition  altogether 
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in  this  new  country.  My  hon.  friend  would 
take  the  duty  off  tobacco,  and  extract  the 
revenue  directly  from  the  people  of  this 
country.  He  would  actually  tax  the  indus- 
tries of  the  country  and  allow  foreign  manu- 
factures to  come  in  free.  It  is  impossible 
to  raise  a  revenue  that  way.  I  like  to  listen 
to  uiy  hon.  friend  from  Marquette,  but  there 
is  something  visionary  about  him  with  re- 
gard to  this  hobby  of  his.  When  he  proposes 
that  we  should  tax  the  labour  and  industry 
of  this  country,  and  that  foreign  products 
come  in  free,  he  proposes  a  policy  by  which 
we  would  soon  all  be  paupers.  We  would 
be  like  poor  old  Ireland  after  England 
adopted  free  trade. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  do  not  propose  to 
say  much  on  this  subject.  I  wish  to  say  a 
word  or  two  on  the  question  of  procedure. 
Hon.  gentlemen  of  the  Conservative  per- 
suasion feel  that  the  hon.  member  from  Shell 
River  has  travelled  beyond  the  record  in  the 
very  instructive  and  interesting  speech  to 
which  we  have  listened.  I  was  very  much 
reminded,  when  listening  to  these  comments 
on  his  speech,  of  a  time  when  gentlemen  who 
were  then  the  pillars  of  the.  Conservative 
party  delivered  speeche-',  just  as  long  but 
not  as  able  as  that  of  the  hon.  gentleman 
from  Shell  River,  upon  notices  which  gave 
less  indication  of  what  the  speeches  were 
to  be  about  than  the  notice  of  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman, and  if  my  recollection  is  nob  at  fault, 
the  hon.  gentleman  from  Lunenburg  heartily 
endorsed  and  applauded  the  action  of  those 
grentlemen,  who  were  then  leaders  of  the 
Conservative  party.  The  Prime  Minister 
felt  that  I  was,  perhaps,  assuming  an  im- 
proper attitude  in  indicating  that  there  was 
some  objection  to  making  speeches  which 
were  not  confined  to  the  question  before  the 
House,  but  it  is  the  right  of  every  member 
of  the  Senate  to  try  and  see  that  that  order 
is  observed.  I  did  not  wish  to  interfere 
with  the  speech  made  by  the  hon.  gentleman 
from  Shell  River,  but  I  had  hoped  that  we 
would  have,  on  the  resolution  of  which  he 
had  given  notice,  an  interesting  discussion 
in  which  other  members  of  the  House  could 
have  taken  part,  but  the  hon.  gentleman  him- 
self must  see  that  it  is  now  hardly  possible 
that  the  discussion  can  be  continued  now  with 
the  other  orders  on  the  paper  unless  we  have 
a  night  session.  Everything  that  the  hon. 
gentleman  said,  or  nearly  everything,  was 
perfectly  true,  and  if  hehad  only  by  his  notice 


indicated  that  he  was  going  to  deal  with 
so  broad  a  subject,  we  might  have  been 
prepared  to  deal  with  it,  and  made  up 
our  minds  to  a  long  debate.  I  do  not 
propose  to  discuss  the  question,  but  I  quite 
concur  in  what  the  hon.  gentleman  said  with 
respect  to  drawbacks  on  goods  imported  in 
this  country  and  then  manufactured  and 
exported.  The  hon.  gentleman  was  per- 
fectly right  as  to  the  unfairness  of  the  prac- 
tice. The  illustration  which  he  took  was  a 
proper  one,  and  all  the  more  appropriate 
because  it  is  understood  that  this  drawback 
system  was  adopted  largely  in  consequence  of 
the  attitude  assumed  by  the  Massey-Harris 
Manufacturing  Co.  As  the  law  stands  now, 
the  Massey-Harris  Co.  have  a  rebate  on  the 
imported  articles  used  in  the  manufacture  of 
agricultural  implements  which  they  export 
to  Russia,  Australia  and,  I  understand,  to  the 
United  Statesalso.  When  the  hon.  gentleman 
said  they  exported  to  Russia,  I  do  not  think 
he  brought  the  enormity  of  the  position  hoice 
to  the  average  Canadian  as  much  as  if  he 
had  said  that  they  export  agricultural 
machinery  to  the  United  States.  It  just 
means  this  :  that  the  Canadian  farmers  in 
Ontario  or  in  Manitoba  have  to  pay  a  higher 
price  for  the  Massey  agricultural  implement's 
than  the  farmers  in  Dakota  or  Michigan. 
The  hon.  gentleman  was  perfectly  cor- 
rect in  the  statement  that  he  made, 
but  we  realize  it  more  vividly  when  we 
bring  it  home  that  way.  The  government 
are  fond  of  speaking  of  themselves  as  the 
farmer's  friends.  This  is  the  way  they  show 
their  friendship  for  the  Canadian  farmer. 
They  benefit  the  Canadian  manufacturer  at 
the  expense  of  the  Canadian  farmer.  The 
rovenue  which  the  country  loses  by  this 
drawback  has  to  be  made  up  largely  by  the 
Canadian  farmer.  If  the  drawback  was 
not  taken  out  of  the  revenue  the  revenue 
would  be  larger  than  it  actually  is,  and  the 
proportion  of  the  burdens  borne  by  the 
farmer  would  be  smaller. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— But  if  it  never 
went  into  the  revenue  1 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— If  there  is  a  sum  of 
$1,000  paid  into  the  revenue,  8990  of  it  is 
paid  back  to  the  manufacturer  as  drawback. 
The  country  has  to  make  up  the  revenue  in 
some  way,  and  the  burden  which  is  taken  off 
the  shoulders  of  the  manufacturer  must 
ultimately    be    borne    by    somebody,    and 


Digitized  by 


Google 


182 


[SENATE] 


the  majority  of  the  people  have  to  ultimate- 
ly bear  their  portion  of  the  burden  that  is 
taken  off  the  shoulders  of  the  manufacturers,  i 
These  same  gentlemen  who  are  now  benefit- 
ting the  Australian,  the  Russian  and  the 
United  States  farmers  and  putting  them  in 
a  better  position  to  compete  with  our  farm- 
ers are  only  logically  following  the  principle 
which  they  adopted  when  they  reduced 
the  duty  on  Australian  mutton  and  other 
products  and  then  offered  subsidies  to  steam- 
ers to  carry  Australian  farm  produce  into 
this  country  to  compete  with  the  products 
of  our  own  farms. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BO  WELL— 
You  have  been  reading  the  Globe. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  do  not  read  the 
Globe.  I  suppose  it  is  a  confession  I  should 
not  make;  but  all  the  newspap>er  reading  which 
I  indulge  in  I  get  in  other  journals.  Ideas 
may  occur  to  one  without  going  to  the  Globe 
for  them.  I  do  not  rend  the  Mail  and 
Umpire  either,  and  do  not  get  any  ideas  from 
that  paper.  This  drawback  system  is  simply 
logically  pursuing  the  policy  adopted  by  the 
government  in  this  particular  matter.  The 
drawbac  c  is  quite  consistent  with  a  policy  of 
subsidizing  steamers  to  bring  Australian 
goods  here  to  compete  with  our  own  produce. 
If  foreign  goods  come  in  to  compete  with  our 
own  manufactures,  the  government  are  pro- 
tectionists and  try  to  take  care  of  our  own 
manufacturers.  When  foreign  farm  pro- 
duce comes  in  they  are  free  traders.  I  pre- 
sume when  the  time  for  raising  election  funds 
comes  round  the  government  will  expect  more 
from  the  manufacturers. 

Hon.  Mr.  MacINNES  (Burlington)— I 
would  not  have  said  anything  on  this  matter 
if  the  hon.  member  from  Halifax  had  not 
begun  his  remarks  by  saying  that  every 
word  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Marquette 
uttered  was  correct. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Nearly  every  word. 

Hon.  Mr.  MacINNES  (Burlington)— He 
said  he  was  inspired  by  the  senior  member 
for  HaUfax  to  put  the  question  of  bringing 
this  discussion  before  the  House.  I  suppose 
that  is  a  true  statement. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— No,  not  at  all. 


Hon.  Mr.  MacINNES  (Burlington)- 1 
think  the  senior  member  from  Halifax  did 
show  extreme  selfishness  in  not  wishing  to 
hear  anybody  speak  except  the  member 
from  Marquette.  He  said  it  was  always  a 
pleasure  to  hear  him  speak,  because  he  came 
from  a  sort  of  Eutopia  where  no  taxes  or 
duties  were  imposed,  and  he  goes  on  expand- 
ing in  an  eloquent  manner  on  the  great 
advantages  of  that  country,  but  I  think  it 
was  extremely  selfish  for  the  hon.  member 
from  Halifax  to  say  that  it  would  not  be  in 
order  for  anybody  to  speak  but  the  hon. 
member  for  Marquette. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— I  wish  to  correct 
the  impression  that  the  hon.  gentleman  from 
Halifax  inspired  me  to  make  the  motion. 
It  was  nothing  of  the  kind.  I  worded  it  so 
that  I  might  have  full  scope. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
The  arguments  of  my  hon.  friend  from  Mar- 
quette were  well  answered  by  the  interpol- 
ation of  my  hon.  friend  from  Monck.  Be- 
fore replying  to  the  remarks  of  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  Marquette,  I  may  say  I 
regret  the  sarcasm  indulged  in  at  the  ex- 
pense of  the  senior  member  from  Halifax 
for  the  reason  that  had  I  been  of  as  con- 
servative a  character  as  he,  I  should  have 
insisted  on  putting  a  stop  to  so  irrelevant  a 
speech  as  that  of  the  hon.  member  from 
Marquette,  it  having  no  relevancy  to  the 
motion  on  the  paper.  I  promise  him  this, 
that  I  will  assist  him  in  future  in  trying 
to  keep  members,  particularly  himself,  to 
the  question  before  the  House.  I  shall 
only  refer  to  one  point  mentioned  by  the 
hon.  gentleman,  and  I  must  express  my 
very  great  surprise  at  the  conclusions  at 
at  which  he  appears  to  have  arrived  from 
the  facts  as  they  exist  both  in  law  and 
in  practice.  He  tells  us  that  if  we  pay 
a  SI  of  drawback  upon  an  article  which  is 
being  manufactured  from  imported  mater- 
ial, that  that  is  a  depletion  of  the  revenue 
to  the  extent  of  that  dollar,  and  therefore  it 
has  to  be  taken  out  of  the  pockets  of  the 
farmer.  Does  not  the  hon.  gentleman 
know  that  if  the  50  machines  to  which  my 
h''n.  friend  referred  as  being  now  exported 
to  Russia  had  never  have  been  built  in  the 
country,  the  duty  paid  upon  the  material 
which  went  into  their  construction  would 
never  have  gone  into  the  revenue  1  If  it 
had  never  gone  into  the  revenue,  only  for 
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the  purpose  of  being  refunded  when  the  arti- 
cle manufactured  from  it  was  exported  could 
the  farmers  be  injured  by  taking  out  that 
sum  which  had  been  placed  to  the  credit  of 
the  Receiver  General  for  the  purpose 
indicated?  That  is  the  matter  I  should 
like  the  hon.  gentleman  to  solve  b-ifore  he 
attempts  to  discuss  the  question  again. 
Then  my  hon.  friend  says  it  enables  the 
Massey  Manufacturing  Company  to  manu- 
facture goods  and  send  them  to  Australia, 
and  it  was  arguerl  by  my  hon.  friend  oppos- 
ite that  they  must  sell  them  cheaper  there 
than  they  sell  them  at  home.  But 
that  is  not  the  gravamen  of  the  charge ; 
the  charge  is  that  by  getting  a  Massey 
machine  cheap  the  Australian  is  enabled  to 
cultivate  his  land  and  reap  his  wheat  and 
bring  the  wheat  which  he  has  produced  into 
this  country  cheaper  than  he  otherwise  could. 
If  the  Massey  Company  in  Toronto  manu 
facture  a  machine  and  send  it  to  Australia, 
and  he  competes  with  the  United  States 
machine  which  is  made  from  the  same 
material  and  which  would  have  been  pur- 
chased instead  of  the  Canadian  machine — 
how  in  the  world  does  that  enable  the  Aus- 
tralian to  produce  his  wheat  cheaper  1  I 
cannot  arrive  at  any  such  conclusion,  and 
neither  can  he  if  he  will  think  over  the 
matter  and  then  speak.  The  whole  system  of 
drawbacks — and  I  shall  not  depart  from 
that  one  point — resolves  itself  to  this  point, 
and  this,  alone  :  the  drawback  is  granted 
because  of  the  cheapness  of  the  material  out 
of  which  these  machines  are  made,  the  iron 
and  steel  particularly,  in  a  highly  protective 
country  like  the  United  States — the  result  I 
hesitate  not  to  say  of  that  protection  to  a 
very  great  extent,  and  the  depression  in 
trade  at  this  particular  moment,  which 
created  not  only  a  glut  in  the  market  but 
lowered  the  prices  to  such  an  extent  that 
even  in  that  country  they  could  produce 
the  article  and  export  it  cheaper  than  we 
can  in  Canada.  We  say  to  the  manufacturer 
in  Canada  "  you  can  bring  the  cheap  material, 
which  is  your  raw  material,  from  the  foreign 
market,  you  can  manufacture  and  export  it, 
and  we  will  refund  to  you  "99  per  cent  of  the 
duty  which  you  have  paid  into  the  revenue  im- 
mediately upK>n  the  production  of  a  certificate 
of  the  export  of  the  article,"  How  does  that 
affect  the  revenue?  Would  the  Massey 
Company,  after  having  manufactuied  a  full 
supply  for  the  5,000,000  people  in  Canada 


to  whom  you  have  referred  so  often,  go  on 
manufacturing  150  other  machines  to  send 
to  Russia,  or  500  or  1000  machines  for 
Australia,  if  they  could  not  get  their  mate- 
rial just  as  cheap  as  it  is  purchased  in  the 
United  States,  from  whenee  they  sent  the  arti- 
cle, and  in  which  country  they  compete  with 
them  ?  How,  I  ask  again,  does  that  affect 
the  pockets  of  these  poor  down-trodden 
farmers,  who  are  taken  under  the  wing  of 
my  hon.  friend,  or  those  who  support  him  ? 
I  have  read  these  arguments — and  I  apologize 
to  the  hon.  gentleman  for  having  accused 
him  of  reading  them — in  the  Globe  over  and 
over  again,  and  I  supposed  my  hon.  friend, 
being  a  member  of  that  great  party,  and 
being  an  admirer  of  the  organ  that  has  con- 
trolled the  destinies  of  that  party,  was  one 
of  its  regular  readers.  It  is  only  another 
illustration  of  the  old  adage  that  great 
minds  run  in  the  same  channel ;  I  won't  say 
small  minds,  because  it  seems  to  me  that  to 
reach  the  conclusion  to  which  my  two  hon. 
f  I  lends  who  have  discussed  the  question 
have  come,  they  could  not  really  understand 
what  they  are  talking  about.  I  do  not  mean 
that  offensively.  I  mean  precisely  what  I  say, 
as  far  as  this  particular  point  of  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman's motion  is  concerned.  Adopt  the 
policy  of  my  hon.  friend  opposite,  a  humble 
follower  of  the  ardent  free  trader  behind 
me,  and  you  deprive  the  workmen  of  the  city 
of  Toronto  of  the  full  benefit  of  the  labour 
of  manufacturing  those  1 50  machines,  and 
the  500  or  600  machines,  or  the  1,000 
machines  which  are  now  manufactured  for 
the  Australian  market.  If  that  is  an  advan- 
tage to  the  farmer,  I  should  like  to  know 
how  you  arrive  at  that  conclusion.  If  there 
are  500  or  600  people  who  are  earning  their 
daily  bread  from  that  one  establishment 
alone  in  the  city  of  Toronto,  and  if  150  of 
them  have  to  go  elsewhere  to  seek  employ- 
ment from  the  fact  that  they  could  not  carry 
on  the  manufacturing  industry  for  export, 
then  you  deprive  the  farmer  of  150  families 
who  would  have  been  their  customers,  and 
if  that  is  a  benefit  to  the  farmer  I  should 
like  to  know  where  the  benefit  comes  in. 
There  is  no  objection  to  b'  ing  down  all  the 
information  in  the  possession  of  the  govern- 
ment on  this  question,  and  I  hope  when  my 
hon.  friend  has  read  the  statement  and 
studied  it  he  will  come  to  a  sounder  con- 
clusion than  the  one  he  has  given  utterance 
to  to-day. 
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Hon.  Mr.  O'DONOHOE— I  agree  with 
the  remarks  of  the  hon.  Premier,  and  I  do 
not  agree  with  the  statement  made  by  the 
hon.  member  for  Halifax,  that  the  drawback 
injures  the  farmer.  Refunding  the  duty 
that  was  paid  on  bringingin  those  materials 
and  enabling  th°  materials  to  be  manufac- 
tured in  Canada,  has  been  a  benefit  to  Can- 
ada and  a  benefit  to  her  artizahs,  but  I  do 
think  that  it  is  an  abandonment  of  the 
general  policy  of  the  government  of  which 
my  hon.  friend  is  the  leader.  To  that  ex- 
tent it  is  tantamount  to  free  trade,  and  is, 
therefore,  an  abandonment  of  the  protective 
policy  of  the  government  of  the  day,  and  so 
far  I  have  reason,  instead  of  condemning  the 
transaction,  to  congratulate  the  government 
upon  their  change  of  policy.  It  is  an  ad- 
mission that  the  policy  of  free  trade,  to  that 
extent,  is  sounder  than  the  policy  of  pro- 
tection. 


Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWEL: 
When  the  hon.  member  speaks  of  the  policy 
of  the  governmpnt  he  should  go  back  as  far 
as  1869,  when  Sir  Leonard  Tilley  made  his 
first  budget  speech  and  put  the  first  tariflf 
upon  the  statute  book,  in  which  I  had  some 
little  hand,  he  will  find  that  just  as  far 
as  we  possibly  could  we  put  raw  material  i 
and  what  was  not  produced  in  this  country 
0:1  the  free  list.     That  was  our  policy. 


The  motion  was  agreed  to. 


GREAT  NORTHERN   RAILWAY. 

INQUIRY. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON  rose  to 

Ask  the  government  if  the  Great  Northern 
Railway  of  \Vinni)>eK  is  acting  within  the  law  by 
virtue  of  the  Statutes  of  1887,  fixing  the  point  of 
commencement  at  the  city  of  Winnipeg,  thence 
northerly  ? 

He  said  :  This  is  what  is  popularly  known 
as  the  Hudson  Bay  Railway,  and  I  see  they 
are  surveying  their  route,  starting  from 
Gladstone,  a  point  about  100  miles  west  of 
Winnipeg.  I  should  be  sorry  to  see  any 
complication  arise,  as  it  is  desirable  that 
the  railway  company  should  keep  within  the 
law  the  statutes  of  1887,  appear  to  bind  the 
railway  down  to  starting  at  Winnipeg  and 
going  northward.     I  merely  point  it  out  so 


that  there  will  be  no  misapprehension  as  to 
the  law.  I  may  be  wrong.  The  statutes  of 
1891  bind  the  company  to  obtain  from  the 
government  the  approval  of  the  location  of 
the  line  before  commencing  operations. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— I  do  not  think 
there  is  anything  which  requires  them  to 
start  at  one  end.  They  can  start  at  any 
point  between  those  terminal  points. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
This  is  a  question,  as  far  as  one  can  under- 
stand it,  of  a  legal  character,  and  per- 
haps the  best  answer  would  be  that  some 
lawyer  should  examine  the  statute  and  give 
an  opinion.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  will 
read  the  question,  he  will  see  that  it  is  quite 
difficult  to  answer,  because  there  is  no  state- 
ment in  the  question  as  to  what  the  railway 
is  doing.  It  simply  asks  whether  the  Great 
Northern  Railway  of  Winnipeg  is  acting 
within  the  law  by  virtue  of  the  statute  of 
1887  fixing  the  point  of  commencement. 
That  is  a  declaration  that  the  law  fixes  the 
place  at  which  the  railway  shall  be  com- 
menced. That  being  a  statement  of  fact,  it 
is  not  I'egular  to  put  it  upon  the  order  paper 
as  a  question,  to  begin  with  ;  and  in  the 
next  place,  he  does  not  say  what  the  Great 
Northern  Railway  is  doing. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— That  is  what  he 
wants  to  know. 


Hon.    Sir    MACKENZIE   BOWELlr- 

Then     he     should    have     so    framed     the 

question.     We  are   told  it    is  commencing 

somewhere  else,  and   if  that  be  the  case,  I 

suppose   the   hon.  gentleman   is  as  caf>able 

of    judging   whether   they   are   within  the 

law,  as   I   possibly  can    be.     The  law  says 

that  the  road  must  begin  at  the   city  of 

Winnipeg  and  be  extended  northerly  at  a 

point  at  Fort  Nelson,  or  Churchill,  or  some 

other  point  on  the  shore  of  Hudson  Bay. 

I  The  company  have  built  forty  miles,  begin- 

,  ning  at  Winnipeg,  from  Winnipeg  northerly, 

I  and  no  further.     These  actions  appear  to  be 

I  within  the  law,  by  virtue  of  the  statute  of 

i  1887.     What  they  have  been  doing  since, 

;  or  whether  they  are  going  on  with  the  road 

;  at  all,    I   do  not  know  j  neither  does   the 

I  government. 

The  Senate  adjourned  at  5.50  p.m. 
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THE  SENATE. 

Ottatva,  Friday,  31st  May,  1895. 

The  SPEAKER  took  the  Chair  at  Three 
o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 
THE  PUBLIC  PRINTING. 

HETUBN  BROUGHT   DOWN. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BO  WELL  laid 
on  the  table  a  return  to  an  address  of  July 
11th,  1894,  calling  for  a  statement  in  detail 
of  theexpenditurefor  public  printing  in  1883, 
and  1893,  respectively.  He  said:  Hon.  gentle- 
men will  see  that  there  was  some  excuse  for 
not  laying  this  return  before  the  House  last 
isession.  It  is  not  strictly  in  accord  with  the 
wording  of  the  motion  which  asks  for  details. 
It  is  of  a  bulky  character  without  the  de- 
tails, but  if  the  House  insists  upon  it,  the 
contents  of  these  two  volumes  will  have  to 
be  copied.  I  do  not  produce  these  in  order 
that  they  may  become  a  record  of  the 
Senate,  but  to  show  the  immense  amount  of 
work  involved  in  preparing  some  of  the  re- 
turns asked  for.  My  hon.  friend  from  Mar- 
quette inquired  yesterday  when  the  return 
moved  for  with  reference  to  the  number  of 
bushels  of  wheat  inspected  at  Fort  William 
would  be  brought  down.  I  inquired  of  the 
Inland  Revenue  Department  and  they  state 
that  they  are  endeavouring  to  get  the  infor- 
mation, but  as  the  inspection  is  optional, 
only  a  portion  is  inspected  of  which  they 
have  returns.  Any  statement  beyond  that 
can  only  be  obtained  from  the  owners  of  the 
elevators  at  Fort  William,  if  they  choose  to 
give  them.  The  department  has  written 
asking  for  the  informition,  and  as  soon  as  it 
is  obtained  it  will  be  laid  before  the  House. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Perhaps  I  may  \ye 
allowed  to  say  a  word  with  reference  to  the 
voluminous  report  which  has  been  laid  on 
the  table  to-day.  The  motion  for  the  return 
was  made  by  myself.  I  regret  very  mucl- 
that  the  return  should  be  so  voluminous,  and 
I  do  not  wish  to  have  any  other  details  than 
those  contained  in  the  report  laid  on  the 
table.  The  resolution  asked  for  a  statement 
in  detail  of  the  expenditure  for  public  print- 
ing in  1883  and  1893  respectively,  and  my 
motion  was  simply  to  get  the  amount  which 
had  been  piid  for  each  service — not  for  each 


item  of  every  service — in  order  that  Parlia- 
ment might  be  in  a  position  to  judge  as  to 
whether  or  not  it  was  desirable  to  coptinue 
the  printing  by  the  government  which  has 
been  in  vogue  for  the  last  few  years. 

A  CORRECTION. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— I  desire  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  a  report  that 
appeared  in  the  Citizen  and  the  Montreal 
Gazette  with  regard  to  a  question  that  I 
asked  yesterday.     The  Citizen  says  : 

In  the  Senate  yesterday  Hon.  Mr.  Boulton,  in 
moving  for  a  return  of  rebate  to  manufacturers  of 
exported  goods  upon  the  raw  materials  therein, 
denounced  the  practice. 

I  wish  to  correct  that,  and  say  that  that  is 
not  the  position  I  took  at  all  in  the  remarks 
which  I  made  in  this  House.  I  said  that  it 
was  manifestly  unfair  to  give  the  rebate  on 
taxation  to  the  farmers  of  Russia,  Australia 
and  the  Argentine  Republic,  to  whom  these 
machines  were  shipped,  while  it  was  denied 
to  the  farmers  of  Canada.  In  the  Montreal 
Gazette,  also,  there  is  an  incorrect  report.  It 
says  that  I  asked  if  the  Great  Northern 
Railway  was  acting  within  the  law  in  com- 
mencing work  at  Winnipeg,  whereas  the 
question  in  reality  that  I  asked  was  whether 
the  Great  Northern  Railway  was  acting 
'within  the  law  in  not  commencing  work  at 
Winnipeg — exactly  the  reverse. 

THE  CHUTE  DIVORCE  CASE. 

MOTION. 

Hon.  Mr.  KIRCHHOFFER  moved  the 
adoption  of  the  eighth  report  of  the  Standing 
Committee  on  Divorce  in  the  matter  of  Julia 
Ethel  Chute's  petition. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  should  like  to 
have  this  report  read.  It  is  a  matter  as  to 
which  there  is  some  difference  of  opinion  in 
the  House. 

The  report  was  read  at  the  table. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— I  shall  not 
support  that  finding  of  the  committee,  not 
that  I  dispute  the  fact  of  the  petitioner's  in- 
ability to  pay  or  procure  the  means  to  pro- 
secute her  appeal  Ijefore  the  House.  What 
I  object  to  is  to  create  another  precedent 
for  an  application  of  this  kind.  We  have 
only  one  now,  and  we  are  asked  to  allow 
this  petitioner  to  come  in  here  and  apply  for 
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a  bill  of  divorce  without  making  the  usual 
deposit  to  meet  the  expenses  of  parliament. 
The  feeling  of  the  Senate  has  been  to 
restrict,  as  far  as  possible,  within  reason- 
able bounds,  the  granting  of  divorces,  and 
that  is  one  of  the  chief  reasons  why  we 
have  kept  the  power  to  grant  divorces  in  the 
hands  of  parliament.  It  was  thought  that 
the  creation  of  a  divorce  court  would  be  an 
encouragement  to  parties  to  seek  divorce. 
In  a  civil  tribunal,  parties  who  wish  to 
enter  a  case  must  be  prepared  to  do 
so  in  the  regular  way,  1  do  not  feel  very 
strongly  opposed  to  the  present  appli- 
cant, but  I  think  we  should  determine 
now,  whether  we  will  establish  this  pre- 
cedent or  not.  We  know  that  there 
are  many  solicitors  in  the  country  who, 
(at  least  some  of  them)  if  applications 
might  be  made  in  Jornia  pauperis,  would 
encourage  people  to  seek  divorce  and 
bring  cases  of  the  kind  before  parlia- 
menb.  Now  I  should  like  to  discour- 
age that  as  far  as  possible.  We  have  all 
read,  in  one  of  Warren's  books,  of  the  firm 
of  Quirk,  Gammon  <fc  Snap,  who  were  always 
ready  to  snap  up  cases.  Is  it  wise  for  us  to 
repeat  a  bad  precedent  and  permit  persons 
without  means  to  come  here  and  seek 
divorce  t  I  simply  want  the  House  to  de- 
cide whether  this  should  be  done  or  not.  I 
think  it  is  a  dangerous  precedent  and  con- 
trary to  the  policy  which  parliament  has 
hitherto  pursued.  It  would  give  applicants 
for  divorce  here  privileges  which  they  would 
not  have  before  a  civil  court,  and  have  a 
tendency  to  encourage  people  to  separate 
when  they  might  condone  their  offences 
and  live  happily  together.  I  think 
the  poor  should  have  the  same 
rights  as  the  rich,  but  as  a  matter  of 
fact  they  have  not  in  the  civil  courts.  If 
they  have  not  money  to  prosecute  their  case 
and  employ  counsel,  they  cannot  go  into  the 
law  courts.  I  do  not  think  it  would  be 
right,  considering  our  policy  has  been  to  dis- 
courage divorce,  to  give  parties  advantages 
to  appear  here  which  they  would  not  possess 
to  go  before  a  civil  tribunal. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLEMOW— The  hon.  gentle- 
man has  spoken  very  plainly  and  properlj 
in  this  instance.     I  do  not  think   the  prac- 


are  utterly  unable  to  deposit  this  $200  fee 
and  the  committee  decided  that  the  fee 
should  be  remitted.  There  are  precedents 
for  such  action,  and  the  committee,  aft«T 
considering  the  case  carefully,  thought  it 
was  only  right  and  fair  that  the  woman 
should  be  allowed  to  proceed  and  not  give 
the  idea  to  the  public  that  divorce  could 
only  be  had  by  the  rich.  I  see  no  reason- 
able objection  to  the  adoption  of  this  report. 
On  one  occasion  at  least  the  fee  was  remit- 
ted. The  comujittee  thought  that  they 
should  report  as  they  have  done.  This 
woman  is  living  in  the  city  of  Toronto  and 
earning  $5  a  week.  The  members  of  the 
family  are  impoverished,  owing  to  the  dis- 
tress in  Toronto,  and  are  unable  to  help 
her.  All  those  facts  are  vouched  for  by 
respectable  people  in  Toronto,  and  have  led 
the  committee  to  report  as  they  have  done, 
to  enable  this  woman  to  seek  her  rights 
without  payment  of  this  fee.  I  do  not  think 
(hat  divorce  should  be  encouraged,  but  I 
see  no  reason  why  this  poor  woman  should 
not  have  the  advantage  given  her  that  has 
been  given  to  another  applicant.  I  do  not 
wish  to  have  it  a  general  thing  that  persons 
could  come  here  and  apply  ia/orma  pauperis 
unless  they  ould  establish  their  inability  to 
deposit  the  $200. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— I  do  not  deny 
that  the  woman  is  unable  to  get  the  money. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLEMOW— The  affidavit  show- 
ed that  she  was  only  earning  $5  a  week  and 
the  other  members  of  the  family  could  not 
assist  to  the  extent  of  $1.  If  the  House 
thinks  she  should  be  allowed  to  come,  under 
those  circumstances,  they  will  adopt  the 
report. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  would  ask  the 
Minister  for  divorce  to  be  kind  enough  to 
give  the  House  the  precedents  to  which  he 
refers.  I  do  not  think  there  has  been  more 
than  one. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLEMOW— There  was  one 
quoted. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— Yes,  one  case. 
Hon.  Mr.  CLEMOW— Mr.  Gemmill,  the 


tice  should  be  encouraged,  but  there  are  i  lawyer  who  appeared,  said  there  were  similar 
peculiar  circumstances  in  this  case.  This  I  cases  in  England.  However,  we  have  only 
woman  and  her  family,  it  was  shown  by  one  case  here.  If  the  affidavits  are  true 
affidavit  produced  before   the    committee,  |  why  should  not  the  woman  have  relief  ? 
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Hon.  Mr.  McINNES  (B.C.)— There  is  a 
good  deal  of  truth  in  what  has  been  frequently 
said  about  the  Senate,  that  it  is  only  a  court 
for  the  rich  to  obtain  divorce.  In  this  par- 
ticular instance  there  was  a  precedent  estab- 
lished some  six  or  seven  years  ago.  In  that 
case  the  Divorce  Committee  followed  pre- 
cisely the  same  course  that  we  are  asked  to 
pursue  in  this  instance. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— That  is  not 
disputed. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES  (B.C.)— The  com- 
mittee recommended  that  the  petitioner  be 
relieved  from  the  necessity  of  depositing  the 
$•200,  and  only  the  8200.  The  expense  of 
bringing  witnesses  here  and  the  counsel  fees 
•will  be  borne  by  herself  or  her  friends.  She 
is  a  poor  woman  and  the  funds  will  have  to 
be  furnished  by  her  near  relatives,  so  that 
the  government  will  be  at  no  pecuniary  loss 
whatever  other  than  that  of  the  -8200  which 
is  generally  required  to  be  paid  in  to  the 
clerk  of  the  Senate  before  such  cases  are 
proceeded  with.  I  quite  agree  with  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  Lunenburg  that  it  is  un- 
desirable that  divorce  .should  be  more  eaisly 
obtained  than  it  is  at  present.  One  remark 
of  his  amused  me  and  that  is  this — that  if 
this  were  made  a  precedent,  the  legal  pro- 
fession would  connive  at  getting  up  cases 
and  bring  them  before  the  Senate  in  order 
to  get  the  fees,  I  do  not  think  that  the  hon. 
gentleman  was  serious  in  casting  such  a  re- 
flection on  the  profession  to  which  he  him- 
self belongs,  and  which  he  is  a  shining  light. 
I  rather  think  the  hon.  gentleman  did  not 
consider  the  force  of  his  remark. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— I  fully  consid- 
ered it. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES  (B.C.)— I  know  too 
much  of  the  fraternity  to  believe  that  any 
legal  gentleman  would  go  deliberately  to 
work  to  to  get  up  a  case  for  the  sake  of  the 
few  dollars  he  would  get  out  of  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— There  is  a  good  deal 
of  force  in  what  has  fallen  from  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  Lunenburg.  We  should  be 
cautious  indeed  in  throwing  downany  of  the 
barriers  which  the  Senate  has  raised  in  re- 
gard to  approaching  this  tribunal.  It  is 
not  wise  to  establish  a  precedent  which 
might  be  availed  of  very  generally  to  allow 


people  to  come  in  here  to  seek  divorce  in  a 
free  court,  as  it  were,  so  far  as  the  expenses  of 
parliament  are  concerned.  But  the  question 
of  precedent  should  depend  on  whether  the 
application  is  right  or  wrong.  If  the  appli- 
cation is  right  and  based  on  justice,  then 
whether  it  establishes  a  precedent  or  not 
should  not  be  considered  by  this  House. 
We  should  do  what  is  right  under  the  cir- 
cumstances in  the  particular  case,  regardless 
of  what  precedent  may  be  established  by  our 
action.  If  the  members  of  the  committee 
are  satisfied  that  this  woman  is  not  in  a  posi- 
tion to  avail  herself  of  the  tribunal  which 
the  constitution  has  provided  in  cases  of 
divorce,  and  she  has  a  good  case  to  present 
to  them,  then  I  think  they  were  within  their 
limits  in  recommending  that  the  fee  should 
be  remitted.  Every  case  of  this  kind  should 
be  considered  upon  its  merits,  and  it  is  to  be 
presumed  that  a  committee  so  carefully 
selected  as  this  Divorce  Committee,  have 
not  made  this  recommendation  to  the  House 
without  feeling  satisfied  that  they  are  justi- 
fied in  doing  so. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— It  is  the  duty  of  the 
hon.  gentleman  who  acts  as  chairman  of  the 
committee  when  making  a  recommendation 
of  this  kind  to  give  the  reasons  and  the 
authorities  on  which  the  recommendation 
is  based.  I  hope  my  hon.  friend  will  do  so 
now. 

Hon.  Mr.  KIRCHHOPFER— This  com- 
mittee did  not  report  on  this  matter  without 
having  something  before  them  to  be  guided 
by.  There  are  precedents  not  alone  for  the 
$200  not  being  deposited,  but  also  for  the 
deposit  of  $200  being  refunded  at  a  subse- 
quent date.  The  first  case  to  which  I  shall 
allude  is  the  Campbell  divorce  case,  one 
which  was  before  this  House  for  a  consider- 
siderable  period.  In  1878  Mrs.  Campbell 
renewed  her  application  to  be  allowed  to 
prosecute  in  forma  pauperis,  but  was  obliged 
to  abandon  it  owing  to  the  fact  that  the 
publication  of  notice  was  not  sufficient.  In 
1878,  the  application  having  been  duly  ad- 
vertised, Mrs.  Campbell's  petition  to  be  al- 
lowed to  proceed  in  forma  pauperis  was 
granted. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— My  hon.  friend 
will  see  in  that  case  Mrs.  Campbell  was  not 
the  petitioner — it  was  her  husband.  The 
husband  applied  for  divorce,  and  in  going 
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through  parliament  the  bill  was  changed, 
and  she  was  made  the  applicant  for  divorce 
herself.  All  the  other  cases  referred  to,  or 
that  can  be  found,  have  been  where  the 
petitioners  have  failed  to  obtain  divorce, 
and  the  unexpended  balances  in  our  custody 
have  been  returned  to  the  petitioners. 

Hon.  Mr.  KIRCHHOFFER— In  1888, 
on  the  petition  of  Mary  Matilda  White,  it 
was  ordered  that  the  fee  of  ?200  be  refunded 
to  her.  That  is  a  case  in  which,  even  after  the 
action  was  brought,  the  money  was  refunded. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— But  here  no 
money  has  been  put  in. 

Hon.  Mr.  KIRCHHOFFER— In  1889 
in  the  Lawson  case  the  deposit  was  re- 
funded. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— He  did  not  get  his 
bill. 

Hon.  Mr.  KIRCHHOFFER— In  1890, 
in  the  case  of  Mrs.  Walker,  there  was  also 
an  order  that  $200  paid  by  her  should  be  re- 
funded. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— She  did  not  get  her 
divorce. 

Hon.  Mr.  KIRCHHOFFER-  But  that 
is  not  a  special  reason  why  the  money  should 
be  refunded. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— In  those  cases 
it  was  only  the  balance  that  was  not  used  up 
in  the  publication  of  the  bill  and  petition, 
and  one  thing  and  another  that  was  re- 
funded. It  is  only  the  balance  remaining  ; 
and  the  bill  was  not  granted  in  any  of  those 
cases. 

Hon.  Mr.  KIRCHHOFFER— There  was 
another  case  which  I  cannot  lay  my  hands 
on,  where  the  party  was  allowed  to  appear 
in  forma  pauperis,  and  in  England,  although 
the  idea  was  that  it  was  a  rich  man's  court, 
and  not  a  poor  man's  court,  they  held  that 
the  poor  man  should  not  be  debarred  from 
asking  for  a  divorce. 

Hon.  Mr.  READ — I  think  this  would  be 
an  extremely  dangerous  precedent,  and  I 
voted  against  it  as  one  of  the  committee.  I 
think  the  hon.  gentleman  has  not  stated  the 
Campbell    case   as   it  occurred.     Campbell 


asked  for  a  divorce  against  his  vrife,  and  he 
did  not  get  it,  and  she  asked  for  alimony  ' 
against  him,  and  she  got  it  in  parliament, 
and  it  was  contested  in  the  courts,  and  the 
law  was  sustained,  and  Campbell's  property 
was  held  for  alimony.  It  is  quite  a  different 
case  from  the  one  which  the  hon.  gentleman 
puts. 

Hon.  Mr.  BELLEROSE— We  do  not 
generally  take  part  in  discussions  on  these 
matters,  but  I  am  astonished  at  what  has 
taken  place  to-day.  Seven  or  eight  years 
ago  I  heard  more  than  a  majority  of  this 
House  state  that  though  believing  in  divorces 
and  voting  for  them,  it  was  a  thing  that  was 
not  to  be  favoured.  It  is  argued  in  this 
case,  that  the  petitioner  is  a  poor  individual, 
and  we  should  come  toi  her  rescue.  If  you 
do  that,  you  are  doing  all  that  is  possible  to 
favour  divorce.  Is  divorce  a  thing  in  the 
interests  of  the  public  at  large  1  !N"o ;  cer- 
tainly not.  Why,  then,  spend  public  money 
for  this  purpose  ?  Is  it  right  1  I  say  it  is 
not.  The  House  is  taking  upon  itself  to  do 
a  thing  which,  as  is  admitted  by  the  great 
majority  of  this  House,  ought  to  be  resisted. 
We  would  be  acting  the  other  way  if  we 
used  public  money  to  help  those  parties  out 
of  a  difficulty,  and  the  public  would  receive 
no  benefit  from  it.  I  hope  this  report  will 
not  be  adopted  without  taking  a  vote  upon  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  O'DONOHOE— I  think  the 
precedent  proposed  is  a  bad  one  and  in  op- 
position to  the  policy  of  the  House,  because 
if  you  allow  this  practice  to  prevail  it  will 
be  an  inducement  to  bring  such  cases  here. 
It  is  stated  that  the  poverty  of  the  appli- 
cant is  affirmed  upon  affidavit  evidence. 
That  is  poor  evidence  on  which  to  rely. 
There  is  no  question  of  it  that  in  courts 
elsewhere  ex  parte  affidavit  evidence  is 
not  relied  upon,  and  unless  very  direct  evid- 
ence is  adduced  this  application  should 
not  prevail.  I  am  not  at  all  satisfied 
with  a  case  of  this  sort  sustained  mere- 
ly upon  affidavit  evidence  and  that  is  all 
that  is  referred  to.  If  this  case  is  allowed 
to  pass  and  the  application  be  granted,  there 
is  no  reason  in  the  world  why  you  can  deny 
any  similar  case  in  the  future.  The  pre- 
cedent is  a  bad  one  and  opposed  to  the  po- 
licy of  parliament,  and  I  do  not  think  it 
should  be  concurred  in. 

Hon.  Mr.  PRIMROSE— The  hon.  mem- 
ber from  Richmond  in  his  remarks  expressed 
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precisely  the  views  that  I  hold  in  this  mat- 
ter. You  have  intrusted  your  ccmmittee 
with  this  branch  of  the  work,  and  it  has 
been  proved  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  major- 
ity of  the  committee  that  the  woman  was 
in  such  circumstances  that  in  no  other  way 
could  she  obtain  the  relief  she  sought. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— Not  only  the 
majority  but  the  whole  committee. 

Hon.  Mr.  PRIMROSE— Yes.  The  Sen- 
ate has  been  called  the  rich  man's  court, 
and  I  think  it  is  a  great  pity  there  should 
be  any  reason  existing  why  it  should  be  so 
called.  Why  should  a  man  who  happens 
to  be  the  possessor  of  wealth  be  able  to 
apply  for  and  receive  relief  at  the  hands  of 
this  committee,  while  a  poor  man,  because 
he  happens  to  be  a  poor  man,  is  debarred. 
It  has  been  abundantly  proved  to  the  satis- 
faction of  the  committee  to  whom  you  have 
intrusted  this  matter  that  this  poor  woman 
was  in  a  position  in  which  she  could  not 
otherwise  obtain  relief,  and  whilst  admitting 
the  force  of  all  that  has  been  stated  about 
it  being  a  bad  precedent  I  still  think  in  this 
case  the  request  should  be  granted. 

The  Hotise  divided  on  the  motion,  which 
was  agreed  to  on  the  following  division  : 

Contests. 

The  Hon.  Messieurs 

Almon,  McLaren, 

Boiilton,  Macflonald  (Victoria), 

Bowell  (Sir  Mackenzie),  Maclunes  (Burlington), 


Clemow, 

Dever, 

Drummund, 

Ferguson  (P.E.I.), 

Kirohoffer, 

Lewin, 

McCallnm, 

Mclnnes  (Victoria), 

McKay, 


Memer, 

-Miller. 

Perley, 

Primrose, 

Prowse, 

Reid  (Cariboo), 

Vi(Ul, 

Wark.— 23. 


NOS-CONTESTS. 

The  Hon.  Messieurs 


Angers, 

Armand, 

Arsenault, 

Bellerose, 

Bemier, 

Bottcherville,  de 

Caggrain, 

DeBlois, 

Kanlbacb, 

McDonald  (C.B,), 

Macdonald  (P.E.I.), 


Montplaisir, 

Murphy, 

O'Donohoe, 

Pelletier, 

Poirier, 

Power 

Read  (Quints), 

Robitaille, 

Ross  (Speaker), 

Scott.— 21. 


THE  FALDING   DIVORCE   BILL. 

REPORT  ADOPTED. 

Hon.  Mr.  KIRCHHOFFER  moved  the 
adoption  of  the  tenth  report  of  the  Standing 
Committee  on  Divorce  re  (Bill  C)  "  An  Act 
for  the  relief  of  Mary  Bradshaw  Falding." 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  on  a  division. 
THE  COLTON  DIVORCE  BILL. 

REPORT  ADOPTED. 

Hon.  Mr.  KIRCHHOFFER  moved  the 
adoption  of  the  eleventh  report  of  the  Stand- 
ing Committee  on  Divorce  in  the  matter  of 
William  Wallace  Colton  Relief  Bill. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  on  a  division. 

Hon.  Mr.  McKAY— We  have  adopted 
the  report  of  the  committee  in  one  case 
where  the  evidence  is  not  before  the  House 
at  all,  and  we  have  not  read  it.  It  must 
have  been  passed  under  a  misapprehension. 
This  is  the  Rrst  case  on  record  where  a  bill 
has  passed  the  House  without  the  evidence 
being  before  us. 

■  Hon.  Mr.  POWER- -I  think  the  wisest 
course  to  pursue  now  is  that  the  hon.  gentle- 
man shall  not  move  the  third  reading  until 
the  evidence  has  been  distributed. 

Hon.*  Mr.  KIRCHHOFFER— The  last 
report  of  the  committee  is  merely  a  report 
calling  upon  the  petitioner  to  find  means 
for  the  defence  and  to  provide  counsel,  and 
the  other  was  a  report  on  the  merits  of  the 
bill,  in  which  they  approve  of  the  bill  and 
ask  for  its  adoption.  That  was  carried, 
but  certainly  the  evidence  has  not  been 
printed  and  circulated. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLEMOW— It  will  be  printed 
and  circulated  before  the  third  reading. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— But  we  have 
adopted  the  report. 

INDIAN  ACT  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

IN  COMMITTEE. 

The  House  resumed  in  committee  of  the 
whole  consideration  of  Bill  (G)  "  An  Act 
further  to  amend  the  Indian  Act." 
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(In  the  Committee.) 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— When  the  commit- 
tee rose  it  was  engaged  in  considering  the 
first  clause.  The  bill  had  been  amended  by 
the  hon.  the  first  minister,  and  I  think  I 
had  suggested  that  it  might  be  still  further 
Amended.  In  the  course  of  my  observations 
I  stated  that  the  policy  of  parliament  had 
been  to  keep  those  reserves  strictly  for  the 
use  of  the  Indian  tribes  who  lived  on  them. 
There  appeared  to  be  some  doubt  about  that. 
With  the  permission  of  the  committee  I  shall 
call  attention  to  certain  provisions  of  the 
Indian  Act  which  seem  to  bear  out  the 
view  I  expressed ;  and  those  provisions  bear 
on  the  propriety  of  the  alteration  of  the  law 
which  is  to  be  made  by  this  amendment. 
Section  18  of  the  Indian  Act  says  : 

The  conferring  of  any  such  location  title  shall 
not  have  the  effect  of  rendering  the  laud  covered 
thereby  subject  to  seizure  under  legal  process, 
and  such  title  shall  be  transferable  only  to  an 
Indian  of  the  same  band,  and  then  only  with  the 
consent  and  approval  of  the  superintendent  general 
whose  consent  and  approval  shall  be  given  only  by 
the  issue  of  a  ticket  in  the  manner  prescribed  in 
the  next  preceding  section. 

Now,  hon.  gentlemen,  that  section  of  the 
Indian  Act  certainly  lays  down  directly 
and  positively  that  no  one  shall  own  lands 
on  the  reserve  and  have  a  location  title  who 
is  not  a  member  of  the  band  on  the  reserve, 
and  there  is  very  nearly  the  same  objection 
to  leasing  the  land  to  an  outsider  that  there 
is  to  giving  an  outsider  a  location  title. 
Section  21  of  the  Indian  Act  is  as  follows  : — 

Ko  person  or  Indian  other  than  an  Indian  of  the 
band  shall  settle,  reside,  hunt  upon  or  occupy  or 
use  any  land,  or  shall  settle,  &c.,  on  any  road  run- 
ning through  the  reserve,  and  all  mortgages  given 
and  consented  to  by  any  Indian  and  all  leases 

I  call  the  attention  of  the  Minister  par- 
ticularly to  this : 

And  all  leases,  contracts  and  agreements  made 
or  purporting  to  lie  made  by  an  ludiau  whereby 
persons  or  Indians  other  than  Indians  of  the 
Band  are  permitted  to  reside  or  hunt  upon  such 
reserve  shall  lie  void." 

Then  section  22  contains  a  like  provision, 
providing  for  the  removal  of  any  person 
which  goes  on  the  reserve  who  should  not  be 
there  : — "  If  any  persons  or  Indian  other 
than  an  Indian  of  the  band  settles,  &c.,"  and 
section  92  implies  the  same  policy.  It  is 
pretty  clear  that  it  has  been  the  policy  of 
parliament  that  persons  other  than  Indians 


of  the  band  should  not  reside  on  those  re- 
serves. However,  I  do  not  propose  to  movt; 
an  amendment  to  that ;  but  I  propose  to 
move  an  amendment,  which  I  think  ought 
to  commend  itself  to  the  good  judgment  of 
the  Committee,  to  the  effect  that  the  portion 
reserved  shall  not  be  leased  for  the  benefit 
of  any  Indian  or  for  his  alleged  benefit  with- 
out his  consent.  I  think  that  is  not  too 
much  to  ask.  The  probabilities  are  that  in 
most  cases  the  consent  of  the  Indiait  would 
be  obtained.  I  propose  this  amendment 
which  I  presume  the  First  Minister  will 
have  no  objection  to  accepting.  After  the 
word  "Indian"  insert  at  the  end  of  the 
third  line  from  the  end  of  the  clause,  "  with 
the  consent  of  such  Indian,  his  guardian  or 
other  legal  representative." 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)— The 
Indians  have  no  idea  of  business  whatever. 
To  give  a  consent  of  that  kind  they  could 
not  judge  whether  it  was  for  their  benefit  or 
not,  and  therefore  it  must  be  left  entirely  to 
the  Indian  superintendents  in  different  parts 
of  the  country.  In  Victoria  we  have  one  of 
the  most  valuable  reserves  of  its  size  in  the 
whole  country.  It  is  worth  about  $300,000. 
There  has  never  been  any  complaint  of 
injustice  in  connection  with  that  reserve 
What  was  applicable  eight  years  ago  may 
not  be  applicable  to-day,  because  Indians 
die  and  changes  take  place,  and  it  may  be 
found  more  advantageous  to  let  the  lands 
and  give  the  Indians  the  revenue  derived 
from  them.  I  daresay  many  of  the  re- 
serves are  too  large.  The  Indians  are 
poor  tillers  of  the  soil,  and  they  would 
get  much  more  benefit  by  having  the  land 
leased  to  white  men  than  by  holding  them 
themselves.  What  was  applicable  ten  years 
ago  may  not  be  applicable  to-day. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALMON— I  think  it  would  be 
much  better  to  leave  the  matter  as  it  is  in 
the  old  Act. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— The  Indians 
being  wards  and  under  the  care  and  the  pro- 
tection of  the  Superintendent  General,  it  is 
just  as  safe  to  leave  him  the  discretion 
whether  this  Act  should  be  done  for  the  bene- 
fit of  the  Indian. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— While  I  com- 
mend the  hon.  gentleman  from  Halifax  for 
taking  the  precaution  of  bringing  this  point 
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before  the  House,  his  amendment  should 
conceive  also  the  idea  of  forbidding  Indians 
fronQ  alienating  their  lands.  If  the  hon. 
gentleman's  anaeadment  is  intended  to  for- 
bid the  Government  from  letting  the  land  i 
go  unless  the  Indian  consents  it  should  also 
provide  that  the  Indian  canuot  alienate  his 
property  and  fall  a  prey  to  the  white  specu- 
lator without  •  the  consent  of  the  Govern- 
ment. As  the  Indians  have  always  been 
regarded  as  the  wards  of  the  Government, 
it  is  desirable  that  they  should  continue  to 
be  so  regarded. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— A 
moment's    reflection    will    show    that    the 
amendment  proposed  by  the  hon.  member 
from  Halifax  would   be  more  injurious  to 
the  Indians  than  to  their  advantage.     At 
first  blush  when  the  suggestion  was  made  I 
thought  there  could  be  no  possible  objection 
to  it,  but  there  are  many  cases  where  those 
lands  have  to  be   leased  for  the  benefit  of 
infants   and  orphans.     It  must  be  under- 
stood that  this  clause  applies  to  only  indi- 
vidual holdings.     It  does  not  apply  to  the 
property  of  the  band  generally.    No  property 
of  the  band  is  leased  or  disposed  of  in  any 
■way  without  the  consent  of  the  band,  not 
even  a  single  dollar,  because  there  are  cases 
which  are  constantly  coming  before  the  Gov- 
ernment in  Council  for  authority  and  pjwer 
to  appropriate  in  some  cases  S25,  in  others, 
SI 00  or  l$200,   for  the   purpose  of  improv- 
ing  the  land  in    the   way   of    fencing  or 
the   construction    of   roadways,    but    even 
that   is  never   done   without    a    resolution 
having   been    passed    first    by    the    band 
asking  that  this  sum  be  appropriated  and 
expended,   and    then    the    Superintendent 
General  comes  to  the  Council  and  gets  an 
order  in  council  which  is  sanctioned  by  the 
Governor  General   before  that  can  be  ex- 
pended.    In  addition  to  the  infants,  there 
are  Indians  of  unsound  mind  who  have  hold- 
ings, and  they  are  leased  for  the  benefit  of 
the  family.     If  the  restriction  which  is  sug- 
gested by  the  hon.  member  from  Halifax 
were  adopted  there  would  be  no  power  in 
the  hands  of  the  government  to  lease  these 
lands  for  the  benefit  of  the  widow  and  chil- 
dren.    If  there  should  be  an  amendment  of 
that  kind  it  would  have  to  exempt  the  coses 
to  which  I  have  called  the  attention  of  the 
House.     Otherwise  these  lands  would  either 
lie  waste,  or  some  person  in  the  band  would 
take  possession  of  them  without  paying  any 


rent.  In  this  case  there  never  has  been,  so 
far  as  I  can  learn  by  inquiry  at  the  depart- 
ment, any  abuse  arising  under  it.  This  is  in 
favour  of  the  families  of  Indians  of  unsound 
mind,  or  of  infants  and  widows  and  orphans, 
and  also  cases  such  as  I  have  referred  to, 
particularly  in  the  locality  and  county 
in  which  I  have  been  living  nearly  all 
my  life,  in  which  there  are  educated 
men  who  are  members  of  the  band.  They 
have  their  individual  holdings,  but  their 
time  is  spent  away  from  the  reserve  at  other 
vocations.  There  are  a  number  of  young 
men  in  that  band  who  have  received  a 
liberal  education  and  they  occupy  their 
time  away  from  the  reserve.  'The  only 
change  in  this  law  from  the  law  as  it  stands 
on  the  statute-book  is  to  give  the  Superin- 
tendent General,  with  the  surrounding 
checks  to  which  I  have  called  attention,  the 
power  to  lease  for  the  benefit  of  the  Indian 
having  an  individual  holding,  and  who  does 
not  desire  to  live  upon  his  land,  and  also  for 
the  benefit  of  widows,  sick,  infirm  and  aged 
Indians.  If  there  had  been  a  case  of  hard- 
ship arising  out  of  this,  or  had  the  power 
which  is  vested  in  the  Superintendent 
General  in  the  past — that  means  the  head 
of  the  department  here  and  not  the  agent 
living  upon  the  reserve — been  abused  I 
would  be  quite  willing  to  have  it  surround- 
ed by  all  the  checks  desired.  The  hon.  gen- 
tleman speaks  of  the  guardians  of  minor 
Indians — who  are  the  guardians  ?  I  have 
never  heard  of  any  guardians  of  infant  or 
insane  Indians.  They  are  the  vtards  of  the 
country  and  I  have  never  yet  known  a 
Superintendent-General  in  Canada  to  abuse 
the  power  which  has  been  vested  in  him  in 
dealing  with  these  Indians.  In  fact,  my  great 
difficulty  has  been  in  the  past,  when  a  member 
of  the  House  of  Commons  in  trying  to  get 
what  I  believed  to  be  the  rights  of  the  settlers 
on  Indian  lands,  recognized  by  thedepartment. 
There  is  always  great  sympathy  with  the  In- 
dians. It  has  been  expressed  here  more  than 
once,  more  particularly  by  my  hon.  friend 
from  Victoria  and  others  who  have  had 
anything  to  do  with  the  Indians.  Their 
sympathy  is  always  with  the  aborigines  of 
this  country  and  against  any  interference 
with  their  rights  and  privileges.  I  think, 
after  this  explanation,  my  hon.  friend  will 
see  that  his  amendment  would  be  altogether 
I  unnecessary.  If  the  House  thinks  an 
amendment  is  necessary  one  wUl  have  to 
drawn   making  the  exceptions   to   which  I 


Digitized  by 


Google 


192 


[SENATE] 


have  called  attention — that  is  to  leave  the 
power  in  the  hands  of  the  Superintendent 
General  to  lease  these  individual  holdings 
for  the  benefit  of  widows  and  orphans  and 
Indians  of  unsound  mind,  and  those  who  are 
too  aged  to  work  on  their  lands,  and  there  are 
many  of  them,  and  also  to  allow  the  Indian 
who  belongs  to  a  tribe  and  has  rights  in  the 
land  but  does  not  desire  to  cultivate  the  soil 
to  have  the  land  leased  for  his  individual 
benefit.  The  experience  on  the  reserve  near 
where  I  have  been  is  that  it  is  best  to  allow 
the  whites  to  settle  upon  these  lands  and 
pay  the  rent.  As  a  rule  they  are  the  best 
farmers  among  them.  The  Indians  who  do 
live  upon  the  farms  emulate  net  only  the 
industry  but  the  improvements  made  upon 
the  lands  by  the  whites.  I  hope  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  Halifax  will,  after  this 
explanation,  see  that  there  is  no  necessity 
whatever  for  the  amendment  which  he  has 
suggested.  My  attention  has  been  called  to 
the  fear  that  exists  that  any  power  of  this 
kind  should  be  vested  in  the  Indian  agent 
particularly  in  the  west,  where  there  is  a 
speculative  chaiacter  amongst  them,  and 
that  they  might  make  recommendations 
which  would  be  to  the  disadvantage  and  in- 
jury of  the  tribe,  but  in  no  case  can  land  be 
leased  which  belongs  to  a  reserve  without 
the  consent  of  the  band. 

Hon.  Mr.  BERNIER— When  I  first  read 
that  section  I  considered  it  very  objection- 
able and  I  am  sorry  to  say  that  I  am  still 
of  that  opinion.  I  cannot  see  that  we 
should  adopt  the  principle  of  giving  an  un- 
qualified power  to  the  superintendent-gen- 
eral to  lease  those  lands.  It  means  that 
they  have  the  right  to  dispossess  the  Indians 
without  their  consent.  It  is  true  the 
law  says  that  that  power  is  to  be  exercised 
by  the  superintendent  general,  but  as  a 
matter  of  fact  it  will  be  the  local  agent  who 
will  decide  upon  the  whole  thing.  He  will 
make  a  report  to  the  higher  officer,  and  that 
higher  officer  will  make  a  report  to  the 
superintendent  general,  and  the  order  in 
council  will  be  passed  on  that.  From  the 
experienc*  that  we  have  had  in  the  west  I 
am  afraid  it  will  open  the  door  to  abuses, 
and  it  would  be  much  better,  it  seems  to 
me,  to  adopt  some  limitation. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  do  not  think  there 
is  the  objection  to  this  amendment  which 
has  been  suggested  by  the  leader  of  the  gov- 


I  ernment.  Those  intelligent  Indians  at  Des- 
I  eronto,  of  whom  the  hon.  s^Qtleman  has 
I  spoken,  would  have  no  difficulty  wbateverin 
]  giving  consent  to  the  leasing  of  their  lands. 
There  is  no  difficulty  whatever  in  their 
cases,  and,  further,  there  is  not  nearly  as 
'  much  danger  of  abuse  of  this  power  in 
places  which  are  near  at  hand — which  are 
under  the  eyes  of  the  government  and  mem- 
bers of  parliament.  The  danger  is  in  more 
remote  places,  where  the  leases  would  ne- 
cessarily be  made  on  the  recommendation 
of  the  local  agent.  The  first  minister  has 
objected  to  the  wording  of  the  amendment. 
It  is  possible  that  the  wording  is  not  just 
what  it  should  be.  If  the  hon.  gentleman 
will  turn  to  section  20  of  the  Indian  Act  he 
will  find  who  the  legal  representatives  of  the 
Indians  are.  An  Indian  under  this  section 
has  the  power  to  devise  his  land.  In  case 
he  dies  intestate,  the  widow  takes  one-third 
of  the  land  ;  and,  if  he  has  no  children,  she 
takes  more.  The  superintendent  general  is, 
in  cases  where  there  is  no  provision  in  the 
law — in  n  ost  cases  there  is  no  provision 
made — the  guardian  of  the  Indian.  I  .«ee 
no  objection  to  this  amendment  at  all. 
Where  an  Indian  is  intelligent  enough  to 
know  what  his  rights  are,  he  is  intelligent 
enough  to  give  his  consent.  If  incapable  of 
giving  his  consent  he  must  have  some  legal 
representative,  and  that  is  what  the  amend- 
ment says. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL- 
I  do  not  think  the  hon.  gentleman  has  met 
the  objections  which  I  took  to  his  amend- 
ment. Supposing  an  Indian  ii>  a  worthless 
man.  Supposing  he  leaves  his  family  and 
goes  away  and  refuses  to  work  his  land, 
where  is  the  power  to  appoint  guardians 
and  who  shall  say  that  the  land  shall 
be  leased  unless  the  power  is  given  to 
the  superintendent  general  1  1  am  dealing 
with  cases  where  the  Indians  are  more  civil- 
ized than  those  to  whom  the  hon.  gentleman 
refers.  I  can  appreciate  very  well  the  fears 
he  has  that  in  the  west  where  they  are  not 
so  advanced  in  civilization  abuses  may  occur. 
If  any  injury  could  be  pointed  out  that  had 
arisen  under  this  power  to  the  Indians,  there 
would  be  a  good  deal  of  force  in  what  he  says, 
but  the  reports  of  the  local  agents  are  all  very 
closely  scrutinized  before  they  are  acted  up- 
on and  much  more  so  when  the  report  is 
from  a  part  of  thecountiy  remote  from  head- 
quarters and  where  there  might  be  a  sus- 
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picion  of  aa  attempt  to  take  advantage  of 
the  credulity,  or  want  of  knowledge,  or  un- 
civilized state  of  the  Indians.  My  hon. 
friend  from  St.  Boniface  will  understand 
that  I  am  speaking  more  from  my  knowledge 
of  the  working  of  the  Indian  Act  in  the  old 
provinces.  I  have  not  as  much  knowledge 
of  the  habits  of  the  Indians  in  the  North- 
west as  his  long  residence  in  that  country 
■would  give  him.  Still  I  am  quite  certain 
that  it  would  never  do  to  hamper  this  clause 
in  the  manner  suggested  by  the  hon.  gentle- 
man from  Halifax. 

The  amendment  was  declared  lost  on  a 
division,  and  the  clause  was  adopted. 

On  the  second  clause, 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)— Would 
this  clause  cover  the  case  in  connection  with 
the  Songliees  reserve  of  which  I  spoke  yester- 
day? 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
This  does  not  make  any  provision  to  meet  the 
case  suggested  by  the  hon.  gentleman  from 
Victoria.  The  only  way  that  you  could  obtain 
any  of  the  money  which  stands  to  the  credit 
of  the  band  would  be  with  the  consent  of 
the  band,  and  if  the  band  consented  to  make 
an  approprition  of  the  surplus  funds  to  their 
credit,  it  could  be  applied  for  the  widow  and 
the  children  of  the  deceased  Indian,  but  not 
otherwise.  Whether  application  was  made 
in  that  case  or  not  I  do  not  know. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)— The 
Premier  will  see  that  it  is  almost  an  im- 
possible thing  to  get  a  consent  of  that  kind 
owing  to  jealousies  and  local  feelings  among 
the  Indians,  and  I  think  it  would  be  well  if 
the  Premier  would  say  what  could  be  done 
in  the  matter  before  the  third  reading,  be- 
cause there  are  often  destitute  Indians  and 
they  have  no  means  of  getting  any  of  their 
own  money.  There  should  be  some  way 
whereby,  if  the  superintendent  of  Indian 
affairs  was  satisfied  they  were  really  deserv- 
ing objects,  they  could  get  relief,  because  it  is 
their  own  money,  and  it  has  never  been 
touched  in  any  way  to  relieve  these  Indians 
and  their  old  men  and  women  who  cannot 
work.  Their  own  money  is  in  the  bank 
and  they  know  it,  and  they  regard  it  as  a 
continual  grievance  and  hardship. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— The 
remarks  of  the  hon.  gentleman  show  conclu- 
13 


sively  the  absolute  necessity  of  placing  more 
power  in  the  hands  of  the  Superintendent 
General.  Here  is  a  case  in  which  the  chief  of 
a  band  dies  without  property  of  any  kind ;  his 
widow  and  children  are  left  paupers  upon 
the  country ;  she  has  to  sell  her  cow  and 
every  little  chattel  in  order  to  raise  money 
to  bury  her  husband,  and  there  is  no  power 
in  the  hands  of  the  government  or  the 
Superintendent  General  to  take  from  the 
fund,  amounting  to  some  ten  or  twelve 
thousand  dollars  which  stands  to  their 
credit  in  the  bank,  one  single  cent  in  order 
to  assist  that  poor  woman. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)— That  is 
the  case. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOWELL— Now  if  you  hamper 
the  bill  in  the  way  that  has  been  suggested, 
you  deprive  the  Superintendent-General  of 
the  power  of  exercising  the  necessary  au- 
thority in  the  case  to  which  my  hon.  friend 
refers. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)— If  it 
were  nece-sary  to  have  the  consent  of  the 
band  of  Indians  to  get  any  money  for  any- 
body, you  would  never  get  it. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I 
have  made  a  note  of  the  case  and  I  will  call 
attention  to  it  and  it  will  be  considered. 

On  clause  3, 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER — As  a  matter  of  in- 
formation I  should  like  to  understand  the 
exact  meaning  of  sub-clause  2.  What  par- 
ticular value  is  there  in  the  title  of  life 
chief,  if  he  can  exercise  no  powers  1  I  am 
simply  asking  for  information.  I  do  not  ex- 
actly understand  the  object  of  continuing 
life  chiefs  if  they  have  no  powers. 


Sir  MACKENZIE    BOWELL— 
is   retained   in  order  to  satisfy    the 


Hon 
This 

vanity,  if  you  like,  of  the  old  men  who  have 
ceased  to  be  active  chiefs  in  the  band.  They 
like  to  retain  the  honor,  and  they  like  to 
continue  it  until  removed  for  some  immoral 
or  bad  conduct. 

The  clause  was  adopted. 
On  clause  6, 

Hon.   Sir  MACKENZIE    BOWELL— 
Hon.  gentlemen  will  observe  in  reading  this 
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clause  it  provides  for  all  these  dances,  orgies 
and  festivals.  I  remember  a  remark  made 
when  we  were  discussing  this  at  the  second 
reading  that  there  was  no  use  in  having 
clauses  in  the  bill  which  in  many  cases 
could  not  be  carried  out.  I  have  no  doubt 
that  in  the  more  remote  districts  of  British 
Columbia  and  the  North-west  it  would  be 
some  years  before  we  could  completely  eradi- 
cate these  abuses,  but  in  the  more  settled  por- 
tions of  the  North-west  they  have  already 
put  a  stop  to  them,  and  are  enforcing  the 
law  gradually  and  as  fast  as  they  possibly 
can,  and  it  is  well  to  have  it  upon  the 
statute-book  in  order,  where  it  is  possible, 
to  put  a  stop  to  the  immoralities  that  exist 
in  the  carrying  on  in  many  cases  of  these 
Indian  festivals  :  but  if  you  read  it  carefully 
you  will  see  that  the  proviso  at  the  bottom 
says  : 

Always  provided  that  the  foregoine  shall  not 
apply  to  any  agricultural  show  or  exhibition  at 
which  prizes  are  given  to  the  best  exhibits 
thereat. 

Now  if  this  clause  remains  as  it  is,  it  will 
permit  all  these  iniquities  we  are  trying  to 
prevent  being  performed  at  an  agricultural 
show.  The  reason  for  making  an  exception 
of  agricultural  fairs  was  that  it  was  thought 
that  if  the  clause  was  passed  without  a  pro- 
viso, it  might  p'  event  the  giving  of  prizes  at 
these  exhibitions  where  the  Indians  compete, 
as  they  do  in  the  North-west,  for  prizes.  I 
move  that  the  proviso  be  struck  out  and  the 
following  substituted  therefor :  "  That  no- 
thing in  this  section  shall  be  construed  to 
prevent  the  holding  of  any  agricultural  show 
or  the  giving  of  prizes  for  exhibits  thereat." 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)— I 
think  the  Premier  will  find  wherever  this 
custom  has  been  stopped  it  has  been  done  by 
missionaries  and  by  Christian  influences, 
and  that  is  the  only  way  it  can  be  broken 
up.  They  used  to  have  numerous  orgies 
out  there  and  eat  dead  dogs  and  so  on,  and 
Mr.  Duncan  broke  the  custom  down  in  the 
north,  and  imprisoned  the  chiefs  to  stop 
this,  That,  together  with  hia  teaching, 
broke  the  custom  down.  There  is  no  harm 
in  this  clause  being  passed.  Of  course  it 
will  be  a  dead  letter  to  a  great  extent. 
In  Victoria  there  was  a  large  feast  under 
the  eyes  of  the  police  a  few  days  ago.  The 
old  Act  gave  sufficient  power  to  deal  with 
this,  and  the  Indian  superintendent  was 
there  at  the  very  door  to  stop  it,  and  this 


was  going  on  four  or  five  days,  celebrat- 
ing the  Queen's  birthday  in  proper  style. 
It  was  very  orderly  and  there  was  no  drunk- 
enness, but  it  was  done  under  the  eyef  of  the 
police.  Those  Indians  consume  a  lot  of 
goods  of  all  kinds  at  those  fairs.  They  bay 
biscuits  and  blankets  and  goods  of  other 
kinds,  and  if  that  were  stopped  it  would  be 
a  restraint  of  trade ;  and  I  suppose  the 
police  have  some  sympathy  with  the  traders. 
In  cases  of  that  kind  perhaps  2,000  or 
3,000  Indians  come  in  and  buy  a  great 
quantity  of  goods  and  carry  it  away  perhaps 
to  the  United  States  shores,  and  smuggle 
them  in,  and  in  that  way  it  helps  the  trade 
of  British  Columbia. 

Hon.  Mr,  POWER— T  hope  that  that 
does  not  meet  the  approval  of  my  hon.  friend 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)— Ob, 
yes,  it  does ;  I  think  it  is  quite  legitimate 
for  them  :  they  do  not  know  what  the  law 
is.  However,  this  can  never  be  stopped  by 
the  police,  in  my  opinion. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALMON— I  regret  that  I  have 
not  been  able  to  read  that  bill,  but  I  hope 
it  does  not  interfere  with  any  of  the  old 
customs  of  the  Indians,  however  barbarous 
they  may  be. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)— Yes, 
that  is  just  what  it  does. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALMON — We  must  consider 
what  took  place  in  the  mutiny  in  India 
becausB  the  cartridges  were  greased  with 
hog's  lard.  Thousands  of  lives  were  lost  by 
the  uprising  of  the  natives  in  consequence 
of  it,  and  atrocities  were  committed  on  both 
sides,  some  of  which  we  are  ashamed  of  now. 
My  hon.  friend  from  Vancouver  says  this 
bill  will  never  be  acted  on  aftor  it  is  passed. 
Perhaps  no  legislature  in  British  Columbia 
will  carry  it  out ;  but  suppose  some  English- 
man comes  out  and  he  does  not  know  any- 
thing about  the  customs  of  the  natives ;  he 
reads  the  law  and  sees  that  these  things 
should  not  take  place.  There  may  be  in- 
surrections occurring  in  consequence  among 
the  Indians,  and  war  may  take  place  and 
many  lives  may  be  lost  and  the  Indians  may 
be  lost.  If  the  Indians  wish  to  take  up  dead 
bodies  and  like  to  eat  them,  all  right,  so 
long  88  they  don't  ask  nie  to  dine  with  them. 
I  said  to  a  gentleman  once,  "  Friend,  I  saw 
you  eating  grouse  all  over  maggots,  and  yon 
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say  that  is  the  proper  '  way  that  it  should 
be  eaten.'"  "Yes,  it  is  the  way  grouse 
should  be  eaten,"  was  the  reply.  I  think 
that  we  should  leave  these  things  to  men's 
tastes,  and  they  will  cure  themselves. 

The  clause  was  agreed  to  on  a  division. 

On  the  7th  clause,  subsection  2, 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— It  is  provided  that 
in  the  Xorth-west  Territories  and  the  pro- 
vinces of  Manitoba  and  British  Columbia 
every  Indian  agent  shall  for  the  purposes 
mentioned  with  respect  to  the  Criminal 
Code  be  ex  officio  a  justice  of  the  peace. 
The  province  of  Manitoba  has  been  pretty 
well  organized,  and  that  province,  I  should 
think,  ought  to  be  exempted  from  the  oper- 
ation of  this  provision. 

Hon.  Mr.  BERNIER— There  are  certain 
parts  of  Manitoba,  in  the  north  and  east, 
which  are  very  remote. 

The  subsection  was  adopted. 

On  the  8th  clause, 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— This  clause  gives  a 
very  sweeping  power  indeed  to  the  Gover- 
nor in  Council.  The  objections  to  any  such 
power  as  that  being  given  to  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  day,  or  to  their  local  officers, 
must  be  apparent.  There  may  be  cases, 
however,  where  it  is  desirable  that  the 
amounts  of  the  purchase  money  or  of  the 
rents  might  bs  reduced,  and  I  suggest  that 
the  clause  be  amended  by  adding  a  sub- 
section to  provide  that  every  year  a  return 
of  such  reductions  shall  be  submitted  to 
Parliament. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I 
think  the  suggestion  is  a  very  good  one.  It 
might  have  a  deterrent  effect  upon  the  abuse 
of  the  power  given  under  this  clause  to  the 
government  of  the  day.  As  I  explained  at 
the  second  reading  of  the  bill,  the  reason 
why  this  clause  is  inserted  is  that  in  the 
early  seventies  lands  were  purchased  at  ex- 
cessive rates,  and  it  has  been  found  necessary 
to  make  reductions.  A  large  reduction  was 
made  in  1875  of  the  prices  at  which  these 
lands  were  sold,  but  of  late  when  it  was  pro- 
posed to  carry  out  the  same  system  which 
has  been  in  vogue  for  the  last  twenty  years, 
the  Minister  of  Justice  reported  that  he 
thought  there  was  no  power  vested  in  the 
13^ 


Superintendent  General  or  the  government 
to  make  these  reductions,  and  hence  it  was 
deemed  necessary  to  take  the  power  and 
legalize  what  has  been  done.  I  accept  the 
amendment. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to,  and  the 
clause  as  amended  was  adopted. 

Hon.  Mr.  MacINNES  (Burlington),  from 
the  committee,  reported  the  bill  with  amend- 
ments, which  were  concurred  it. 

The  Senate  then  adjourned. 


THE  SENATE. 
Ottawa,  Monday,  3rd  June,  1895. 

Thb  SPEAKER  took  the  Chair  at  Three 
o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 

BILLS  INTRODUCED. 

Bill  (H)  "An  Act  respecting  the  Shore 
Line  Railway  Company." — (Mr.  McClelan). 

Bill  (28)  "  An  Act  to  incorporate  the  St. 
John  River  Bridge  Company. "-(Mr.  Poirier.) 

Bill  (57)  "An  A^t  to  incorporate  the 
Trail  Creek  and  Columbia  Railway  Com- 
pany."— (Mr.  Maclnnes.) 

Bill  (38)  "  An  Act  respecting  the  Hamil- 
ton Distillery  Company." — (Mr.  Maclnnes.) 

VACANCIES  IN  THE  SENATE. 

INQUIRY. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— Pursuant  to  the 
notice  on  the  paper,  I  beg  leave  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  the  large  number  of 
vacanciesnow  and  for  some  timepast  existing 
in  the  Senate,  and  to  ask  the  Government 
why  such  vacancies  have  been  allowed  to 
remain  so  long  unfilled  7 

I  do  not  now  intend  to  offer  more  than  a 
few  remarks  to  the  House  in  relation  to  this 
inquiry,  because  I  will  probably  have  another 
opportunity  of  speaking  on  the  subject.  It 
is  my  intention,  unless  the  answer  I  shall 
receive  to  my  question  is  satisfactory,  to 
take  the  sense  of  the  House  on  a  future  day 
by  a  formal  resolution  delaring  the  uncon- 
stitutionality of  allowing  vacancies  to  exist 
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in  this  branch  of  Parliament  from  session  to 
session,  as  has  been  the  practice  of  late 
years.  I  do  not  bring  this  matter  forward 
with  the  desire  of  making  an  attack  on 
the(jOvernment  of  my  hon.  friend  who  now 
leads  this  House,  because  I  frankly  admit 
the  existing  state  of  affairs,  with  one  excep- 
tion, is  an  inheritance  from  his  predecessors 
The  vacancy  made  by  the  lamented  demise 
of  the  late  Senator  Tass^  is  the  only  one 
that  has  been  created  since  the  present 
Government  assumed  office. 

I  think,  however,  the  time  has  arrived 
when  it  behooves  some  member  of  this  body 
to  break  the  silence  that  has  so  long  been 
allowed  to  prevail  in  reference  to  the  subject 
of  my  inquiry.  There  are  at  present  no  less 
than  ten  vacancies  in  this  Senate,  name'y : 
two  in  Ontario ;  four  in  Quebec ;  one  in 
Nova  Scotia ;  and  three  in  New  Brunswick. 
Some  of  these  vacancies  have  existed  for 
years,  notwithstanding  that  the  constitution 
guarantees  to  every  one  of  these  provinces  a 
specified  representation  in  this  branch  of 
Parliament,  as  clearly  as  it  provides  for 
representation  in  the  House  of  Commons. 
Section  twenty-two  of  the  British  North 
America  Act,  1867,  is  familiar  to  every  hon. 
gentleman  who  occupies  a  seat  in  this 
Sennte,  but  I  may  nevertheless  be  permitted 
to  quote  it : 

22.  In  relation  to  the  constitution  of  the  Sen- 
ate Canada  shall  be  deemed  to  consist  of  three  di- 
visions : — 

1.  Ontario, 

2.  Quebec, 

3.  The  Maritime  Provinces,  Nova  Scotia  and 
New  Brunswick,  which  three  divisions  shall  (sub- 
ject to  the  provisions  of  this  Act)  be  equally  repre- 
sented in  the  Senate  as  follows :— Ontario  by 
twenty  four  Senators:  Quebec  by  twenty- four 
Seuatora  ;  and  the  Maritime  Provinces  by  twenty- 
four  Senators,  twelve  thereof  representing  Nova 
Scotia,  and  twelve  thereof  representing  New 
Brunswick. 

These  provisions  so  far  as  they  relate  to 
the  Maritime  Provinces  are  modified  by 
clause  1 47  of  the  Act  providing  for  the  ad- 
mission of  Prince  Edward  Island  into  the 
union,  on  which  event  Nova  Scotia  and  New 
Brunswick  gave  up  two  senators  each  to 
that  colony. 

It  is  the  undoubted  right  of  these  pro- 
vinces, under  this  section  of  our  constitutional 
charter,  to  have  at  all  times  the  repre.senta- 
tion  in  this  body  therein  specified.  The  pre- 
sent state  of  things  can  only  exist  in  defiance 
of  the  law  and  the  constitution.     I  repeat  it 


is  the  unquestioned  constitutional  right  of 
every  section  of  the  Dominion  to  have  at  all 
times  in  both  branches  of  the  federal  parlia- 
ment the  full  representation  accorded  to  it  by 
the  Act  of  confederation.  I  contend  it  is  as 
great  a  violation  of  the  letter  and  spirit  of  the 
constitution  to  leave  vacancies  in  the  Senate, 
session  after  session,  as  it  would  be  to  per- 
mit seats  to  remain  vacant  in  the  House  o( 
Commons  during  a  session  of  parliament. 
The  law  creating  the  two  bodies — the  British 
North  America  Act — the  charter  of  our 
rights,  powers,  and  privileges — is  as  clear 
and  emphatic  on  this  point  in  relation  to 
the  Senate,  as  it  is  in  relation  to  the  Hou$e 
of  Commons.  There  is  no  distinction  made 
in  this  respect  between  the  two  Houses  in 
our  written  constitution,  and  no  langua^ 
can  be  more  clear  than  the  thirty  second  sec- 
tion of  the  Act  in  regard  to  vacancies  in  this 
body  ;  which  I  beg  leave  to  cite  : 

.32  When  a  vacancy  happens  in  the  .Senate  by 
resignation,  death  or  otherwise,  the  Governor 
General  shall,  by  summons  to  a  fit  an<l  proper 
person,  fill  the  vacancy. 

This  clause  does  not  certainly  bear  out 
the  extraordinary  doctrine  started  in  an- 
other place  that  vacancies  in  the  Senate  are 
to  be  filled  at  the  convenience  of  the  govern- 
ment. I  have  little  doubt  that  if  an 
address  were  presented  to  the  Governor 
General  calling  His  Excellency's  attention 
to  the  subject  of  this  inquiry,and  to  the  above 
clause  in  the  British  North  America  Act, 
the  result  would  not  be  in  harmony  with  the 
language  to  which  I  have  referred.  I  think 
it  wouid  be  found  that  the  existence  in  its 
integrity  of  the  highest  deliberative  body 
known  to  the  constitution,  was  not,  after  all, 
so  insignificant  a  thing  as  to  be  at  the  whim 
or  convenience  of  any  minister  or  govern- 
ment. 

I  will  not  enter  on  any  discussion 
to-day  with  regard  to  the  special  interest 
the  smaller  provinces  of  the  Dominion  have 
in  seeing  that  this  Senate  shall  continue  to 
exist  wiih  all  the  rights  powers  and  privileges 
which  it  was  intended  to  possess  by  the 
framers  of  the  British  North  America  Act 
— but  above  all  that  it  should  exist  in  its 
integrity  and  completeness,  apart  from  the 
convenience  of  any  government  It  is  well 
known  that  when,  at  the  union,  the  principle 
of  representation  by  population  in  the  lower 
House  was  conceded  to  the  larger  provinces, 
a  larger  representation  than  our  numbers 
justified  was  given  to  the  smaller  provinces 
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in  this  Senate  as  a  balancing  wheel  in  the 
"working  of  our  govermental  system.  It  was 
contended  that  in  this  House  the  smaller  pro- 
vinces would  (ilways  be  strong  enough  to 
protect  themselves.  But  if  vacancies  can  be 
allowed  to  exist  for  years  to  suit  the  con- 
venience of  any  government,  how  easy 
might  it  not  be  to  completely  destroy  this 
safeguard  and  protection  1  At  the  present 
time  one-fifth  of  the  representation  of  the 
provinces  of  Nova  Scotia  and  New  Bruns- 
wick in  this  Senate  is  vacant,  and  has  been 
so  for  several  years.  If  four  seats  can  legal- 
ly be  kept  thus  vacant,  why  not  a  dozen 
seats,  or  for  that  matter  the  whole  repre- 
sentation of  these  provinces  1 

Neither  do  I  intend  to-day  to  discuss  the 
question  as  to  how  far  the  keeping  open  of 
vacancies  in  the  Senate  may  be  improperly 
used  to  control  action  elsewhere,  because  I 
•would  not  think  of  imputing  anything  of  that 
kind  to  the  hon.  gentleman  now  at  the  head 
of  the  government. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I 
cannot  say  that  I  regret  that  the  hon.  senator 
from  Richmond  has  brought  this  question 
before  the  notice  of  Parliament.  I  am 
thankful  to  him  for  the  introductory  remarks 
in  which  he  says  that  whatever  wrong  may 
have  been  committed  has  been  inherited  by 
myself.  I  will  say  further  that  I  agree  to  a 
very  great  extent  in  every  point  which  the 
hon.  gentleman  has  made,  and  it  shall  be 
my  endeavour  at  the  earliest  possible  moment 
to  have  the  vacancies  which  now  exist  in  the 
Senate  filled.  Beyond  that,  I  do  not  know 
that  I  have  anything  to  say.  To  attempt  to 
combat  the  hon.  gentleman's  arguments  from 
a  constitutional  standpoint  would  be  futile, 
and  it  is  much  better  that  I  should  honestly 
acknowledge  it.  Before  I  occupied  the  i 
important  position  that  I  fill  now,  I  im- 
pressed earnestly  upon  those  who  had  the 
responsibility  of  filling  these  positions  that ; 
they  should  fill  every  vacancy  promptly, 
and  I  can  assure  my  hon.  friend,  and  also 
the  Senate,  that  I  shall  endeavour  to  have 
this  cause  of  complaint — this  grievance,  if 
it  may  Ije  so  termed — removed  at  the  earliest 
possible  day.  I  am  gratified  to  know,  how- 
ever, and  I  think  my  hon.  friend  will  admit 
it,  that  nothing  has  occurred  to  lead  the 
representatives  of  the  Maritime  Provinces 
to  the  conclusion  that  their  rights  have  lieen 
in  any  way  Jeopardized,  or  interfered  with, 
by  the  majorities  from  the  other  provinces, 


although  I  equally  admit  that  that  is  no 
answer  to  the  argument  of  my  hon.  friend 
that  such  might  occur  under  circumstances 
where  they  were  not  represented  to  the 
fullest  extent.  We  will  endeavour,  as  far 
as  possible,  to  prevent  the  opportunity  of 
any  injustice  occurring  in  the  future. 

MONTREAL    HARBOUR    COM- 
MISSION. 

MOTION. 

Hon.  Mr.  DESJARDINS  moved  : 

That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Hit 
Excellency  the  Governor  General  ;  praying  thas 
His  Excellency  will  cause  to  l>e  laid  befoie  the 
Senate,  a  copy  of  all  memorials,  petitions,  repre- 
sentations and  correspondence  addressed  to  the 
(iovemment  by  the  Harbour  Commissioners  of 
Montreal,  or  by  any  other  corporation  or  indivi- 
duals, concerning  the  finances  oi  t)ie  said  corpora- 
tion, the  cost  of  works  in  progress  or  proposed  for 
the  enlargement  of  the  harbour  of  Montreal,  as 
well  as  of  the  modifications  suggested  in  the  said 
works ; 

Also,  a  copy  of  all  memorials,  plans,  reports, 
petitions  and  correspondence  relating  to  the  con- 
structitm  of  an  inland  l>asin  and  a  dry  dock  in  the 
eastern  part  of  the  harbour  of  Montreal ; 

Also,  a  copy  of  all  resolutions  on  this  subject 
passed  by  the  Montreal  HarUiur  Commissioners  ; 

Also,  a  copy  of  the  Order  in  Council  axipointing 
a  conunissiou  of  engineers  to  inquire  into  the 
nature  and  cost  of  the  works  now  being  executed 
in  the  harbour  of  Montreal,  together  with  a  copy 
of  the  instructions  given  by  the  Government  to 
this  commission ; 

Also,  a  copy  of  all  evidence,  or  summary  of 
evidence,  given  in  the  course  of  the  inquiry  held 
by  the  said  commission  ; 

Also,  a  copy  of  the  report  of  the  said  commission, 
and  of  any  special  report  by  any  of  its  members, 
and  of  all  plans  and  statements  of  cost  accompany- 
ing such  reports. 

He  said  : — It  is  not  my  intention  to  make 
any  remarks  further  than  to  call  attention 
of  the  government  to  this  subject  in  view  of 
the  fact  that,  if  we  are  well  informed,  the 
harbour  commissioners  of  Montreal  have 
petioned  the  government  for  aid,  either  in 
the  form  of  a  subsidy  or  of  a  guarantee 
which  will  help  the  commissioners  in  com- 
pleting the  works  actually  in  progress  in  the 
harbour.  The  government  is  aware,  very 
likely,  that  upon  those  works  and  the  sys- 
tem under  which  they  are  carried  on  there 
is  a  great  diversity  of  opinion.  For  a  long 
time  the  aim  of  the  commissioners  seems  to 
have  been  to  bring  into  the  smallest  possible 
area  the  largest  number  of  ships,  so  as  to 
place  them  in  front  of  some  of  the  offices  in 
Montreal,  leaving  the  question  of  the  access 
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of  the  ships  and  steamers  to  the  harbour  to 
be  dealt  with  by  the  railway  companies  or 
others  interested  in  transportation.  It  is 
not  the  first  time  that  this  matter  has  been 
brought  before  the  public.  For  the  last 
40  years  there  has  been  a  conflict  of  opinion 
about  the  way  the  harbouc  was  being  exten- 
ded, or  supposed  to  be  improved,  and  the 
result  proves  after  all  that  those  who  objected 
to  the  policy  pursued  by  the  commissioners 
were  not  altogether  wrong.  It  is  well  known 
that  while  the  government  has  been  spend- 
ing large  amounts  of  money  to  perfect  the 
system  of  communication  between  the  west 
and  the  east,  and  to  make  Montreal  a  great 
national  harbour,  and  while  it  is  admitted 
that  our  system  of  canals  is  vastly  superior 
to  that  of  the  United  States,  and  that  the 
deepening  of  the  channel  of  the  St.  Lawrence 
and  pla^'ing  buoys,  beacons  and  lights,  from 
the  port  of  Montreal  to  the  extreme  east  of 
the  Gulf  of  St.  Lawrence,  making  it  the  best 
and  safest  route  to  the  most  inland  port  of 
this  continent  on  the  Atlantic  sea  board, 
yet,  with  all  this,  we  find  that  most  of  the 
western  traffic  still  continues  to  go  to  the 
United  States  seaports,  and  why  1  The  great 
reason,  so  far  as  we  can  understand  it,  is 
this  :  that  shippers  are  handicapped  at 
Montreal,  that  when  the  traffic  has  reached 
that  ix)rt,  either  coming  from  the  ocean  or 
going  from  the  west,  the  facilities  there  are 
so  far  lacking  that  in  order  to  avoid  the 
cost  and  the  inconvenience  which  the  traffic 
meets  with  there,  they  prefer  to  go  by  the 
United  States  ports  and  there  have  the 
goods  distributed  through  the  western  part 
of  the  country.  The  subject  is  very  impor- 
tant, and  it  is  quite  in  order  to  raise  the 
question  when  that  commission,  after  such 
results,  comes  to  the  government  for  help 
to  continue  a  scheme  which  has  evidently 
been  a  failure.  The  great  error  seems  to  be 
this  :  they  have  followed  the  tradition  of 
the  first  engineers,  who  expressed  the 
opinion  ihat  there  would  never  be  any 
possibility  of  railways  competing  with  can- 
als for  the  carrying  of  heavy  freight,  such 
as  grain,  lumber,  or  anything  of  that  kind, 
and  the  great  efforts  of  the  commissioners 
have  been  to  bring  the  harbour  of  Montreal 
into  as  close  communication  as  possible  with 
the  Lachine  Canal,  without  regard  to  the 
means  of  reaching  the  harbour  by  rail.  Be- 
fore that  commission  goes  any  further  with 
those  works,  which  are  in  the  most  con- 
tracted part  of  the  city,   the  government. 


which  is  so  much  interested  in  solving  that 
problem  of  the  national  port,  should  inter- 
fere and  say  if  we  must  keep  in  the  old  rut, 
or,  taking  a  broader  view  of  the  subject,  see 
if  easier  access  for  the  railways  to  the  har- 
bour of  Montreal  cannot  be  provided  than 
that    which      we      have     been     able      to 
obtain  so  far.     It  is  very  well  known  that 
the  traffic  from  the  west  destined  for  ship- 
ment by  steamer  is  blocked  for  the  greater 
part  of  the  day.     It  is  only  between  the 
hours  of  7  o'clock  in  the  evening  and  6  in 
the  morning  that  cattle  can  be  transferred 
from  the  cars  to  the  steamers,  owing  to  the 
congested  condition  of  the  place  the  whole 
day   long.     Trains  of  freight  coming  from 
the  west  are  always  exposed  to  being  delay- 
ed twelve  hours  before  they  can  reach   the 
steamers,    because  the  commissioners  have 
always  stuck  to  the  idea  that  the  st  amers 
must  be  in  sight  of  the  officers  of  the  ship- 
ing  agents,  so  that  the  shipping  agents  may 
be  able  at   all  times  to  go   down  if  they 
choose  to  the  ship  in  smoking  cap  and  slip- 
pers.    The  natural  harbour  of  Montreal  is 
between  two  and  three  miles  down.     It  has 
alwaj's  been  admitted  to  be  the  best  harbour 
for  ocean    steamers,    and   yet  should    the 
idea  of  the  engineers  of  twenty-five  or  thirty 
years  ago,  that  t!ie  agents  or  shippers  would 
find  it  inconvenient  to  have  to  go  two  miles 
to  do  business  be  still  adhered  to  J     Can  we 
find  any  other  ports  where  such  ideas  would 
not  now  be  laughed  at  1  With  the  easy  com- 
munication we  have  by  telephone  and  elec- 
tric cars  there  is  no  reason  why  we  should 
adhere  to  the  old  idea  of  contracting  the  in- 
terests of   the  harbour  into  such  a  narrow 
area  as  that  which  we  see  now  in  front  of 
Montreal.     1  hope  to  find  in  the  report  of 
the  commission  of  engineers  lately  appointed 
that  more  modern  ideas  prevail  on  that  ques- 
tion— that  the  rules  of  commerce  which  ap- 
plied thirty  or  forty  years  ago  are  no  longer 
to  govern  the  commissioners.     It  is  very  im- 
portant that  those  documents,  which  I  atn 
asking  for  should  be  brought  down  before 
Parliament  is  called  upon  to  vote  for  any 
appropriation  to  help  the  commissioners  to 
continue  in  the  same  line  that  they  have 
followed   in  the  past,   or  to  authorize  the 
guarantee  of  the  county  to  procure  a  loan 
for  the  .same  object. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL- 
There  can  be  no  possible  objection  to  bring- 
ing down  all  the  papers  in  the  possession  of 
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the  government  referring  to  the  important 
harbour  of  Montreal.  Everyone  must  recog- 
nize the  force  of  the  statements  made  by  the 
hon.  gentleman  from  Hochelaga.  The  trade 
of  the  St.  Lawrence  has  increased  rapidly 
from  year  to  year,  and  the  western  portion 
of  the  harbour  has  become  altogether  too 
limited  for  the  requirements  of  the  port,  and 
more  particularly  for  the  requirements  of 
trade  which  is  flowing  eastward.  Anything 
that  can  be  possibly  done  to  increase  the 
facilities  for  shipping  at  the  l-jwer  ports  in 
order  to  prevent  our  trade  from  gradually 
drifting  to  the  southward,  should  be  done  by 
the  city  and  its  inhabitants,  aided  to  the 
utmost  possible  extent  by  the  Dominion. 
The  harbour  of  Montreal  is  really  as  much 
a  Dominion  as  it  is  a  local  work  and  I  can 
only  hope  that  the  time  is  not  far  distant 
when  the  facilities  which  should  exist,  and 
which  can  be  provided  by  going  a  little  east- 
ward, will  be  furnished  for  the  increasing 
trade.  A  distance  of  two  miles  does  not 
amount  to  anything  in  these  days.  With 
the  telephone  and  the  electric  car  a  few  miles 
is  of  very  little  consequence.  It  struck  me 
that  if  two  or  three  miles  is  an  objection  to 
business  men  in  Moatreal,  who  have  to  send 
their  officials  to  the  ship'-,  the  merchants  of 
London  and  other  great  cities  would  be  in  a 
very  bad  position.  Many  business  men  in 
London  live  eight  and  ten  miles  from  the 
harbour  and  the  objection  to  a  distance  of 
two  or  three  miles  in  Montreal,  if  it  has  been 
an  objection  in  the  past,  must  now  vanish.  I 
will  see  that  the  papers  are  brought  down  at 
the  earliest  possible  moment. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 
INDIAN    ACT   AMENDMENT     BILL. 

THIRD    RK.ADING. 

The  order  of  the  day  being  called  third 
readinc;  Bill  (O)."  Xn  Act  further  to  amend 
the  Indian  Act,'' 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL  said  : 
I  notice  some  errors  in  the  bill  which  I 
wish  to  correct,  and  I  therefore  move  that 
the  bill  be  not  now  read  the  third  time,  but 
that  it  be  referred  back  to  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 
In  the  Committee. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I 
promised  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Victoria 


to  make  inquiry  about  the  case  on  the 
Songhees  reserve,  to  which  he  referred  at  the 
second  reading  of  the  bill.  I  have  the  fol- 
lowing information  : — The  agent,  Mr.  Lomas, 
has  discretionary  power  to  supply  assistance 
from  the  vote  for  relief  where  absolutely  neces- 
sary to  relieve  sickness  and  destitution  ;  out 
of  this  there  is  still  about  $1,200  still  unex- 
pended. The  Indians  (Songhees)  have  about 
$2,000  of  interest  at  the  credit  of  their  trust 
account,  and  have  made  requisition  on  the 
department  for  expenditure  of  a  portion  of 
the  amount  to  assist  some  of  the  poor  people 
on  the  reserve,  one  of  them  is  Mrs.  Freeze. 
The  agent  has  been  authorized  to  expend 
$50  for  this  purpose,  pendins;  a  more  detailed 
report  from  him  as  to  the  circumstances,  &c., 
of  the  persons  whom  it  is  desired  to  assist. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)— The 
reply  is  entirely  satisfactory,  and  I  have  to 
thank  the  hon.  gentleman  for  the  informa- 
tion. 

Hon.  Mr.  MacINNES  (Burlington),  from 
the  committee,  reportetl  the  bill  with  amend- 
ments, which  were  concurred  in. 

The  Bill  was  read  the  third  time  and 
passed. 

The  Senate  then  adjourned. 


THE  SENATE. 


Ottawa,  Tuesday,  ^th  June,  ISdo. 

The  SPEAKER  took  the  Chair  at  Three 
o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 

THE   JAMES    MACLAREN    COM- 
PANY'S BILL. 

REPOBTEU   FR0.M   C0.\lMITTEE. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALLAN,  from  the  Committee 
on  Banking  and  Commerce,  reported  Bill 
(29)  "An  Act  to  incorporate  the  James 
,  Maclaren  Company  (Limited)  "  with  amend- 
!  inents.  He  said  :  The  bill  is  for  the  incor- 
poration of  the  Maclaren  Company,  and  it 
comes  from  the  House  of  Commons.  It 
gives  power  to  the  company  to  do  a  great 
variety  of  things,  to  carry  on  the  manufac 
tureof  timber  and  lumber  in  all  its  branches 
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also  pulp  wood,  bricks,  terra-cotta,  build 
docks,  vessels,  <tc.,  and  is  precisely  similar 
to  bills  which  have  been  passed  here  from 
time  to  time  ;  for  instance,  it  is  very  similar 
to  the  Rathbun  Company's  bill  passed  a  few 
years  ago.  Amongst  other  things,  it  takes 
power  to  acquire  patents  and  patent  privi- 
leges for  the  production  and  proper  working 
and  disposing  of  electricity,  and  also  to  con- 
struct dams,  piers,  bulk  heads,  &c.,  electric 
hydraulic  power,  manufacturing  light  or 
heat,  or  for  any  other  purposes.  In  similar 
bills  incorporating  companies  for  the  pro- 
duction, working,  or  disposal  of  electricity, 
electrical  or  hydraulic  power,  there  are 
subsections  prescribing  certain  rules  or 
conditions  with  respect  to  the  exercise  of 
these  powers,  such  as  the  height  of  wires 
and  the  kind  of  poles  to  be  used,  and  various 
other  provisions  of  this  kind.  The  com- 
mittee deem  it  right  that  those  sub-sections 
should  be  introduced  into  this  bill,  as  evi- 
dently they  have  been  omitted  by  oversight 
from  the  clause  relating  to  the  exercise  of 
those  powers.  I  suggest  to  the  lion,  gentle- 
man who  has  charge  of  the  bill  to  move  that 
the  amendments  which  are  very  long,  extend- 
ing from  a  to  in  be  taken  into  consideration 
to-morrow.  They  will  be  printed  in  the 
Minutes,  and  hon.  membere  will  all  have  an 
opportunitj-  of  reading  them. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCALLUM — In  the  absence 
of  the  hon.  member  from  Perth,  1  move  that 
the  amendments  be  taken  into  consideration 
to-morrow. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

THIRD  READING. 

Bill  (33)  "Au  Act  to  amend  the  Act  to 
grant  certain  powers  to  the  Sable  and  Spanish 
Timber  and  Slide  Coicpany  of  Algoma, 
Limited. '' — (Mr.  McCallum.) 

CUSTOMS  SEIZURE  AT  MONTREAL. 

INQUIRIES. 

Hon.  Mr.  RELLEROSE— It  is  not  uiy 
intention  to  make  any  remark  at  present  on 
the  question  which  I  am  about  to  put.  If 
the  Premier  will  allow  me,  I  will  put  them 
seriatim  and  then  if  the  answers  are  satis- 
factory I  shall  have  nothing  further  to  say. 


If  they  are  unsatisfactory  I  shall  have  more 
remarks  to  make.     The  first  question  is : 

At  what  (late  certain  books  or  ])amphlet9  bearing 
among  other  titles  the  following:  "For  S/i'pii 
Amtrirnwt,  a  littraJ,  tranflalioit  from  L.i'jtiori'r 
Theoloyy,  or  Quextiona  put  daily  hy  the  lioml-h 
pn'rxtn  to  fomtti  in  the  CoiiJ'i-isiona/,"  were  entennl 
at  tlie  custom  house  at  Montreal  ? 

I  may  say  that  the  book  which  the  hon. 
Premier  spoke  to  me  about  on  a  former 
occasion,  and  which  bears  the  title  "  Fruits 
of  the  Confessional  Box,"  is  the  book  referred 
to  in  my  questions. 

Hon.  SirMACKENZIEBOWELL— The 
officials  in  the  Customs  Department  have 
been  unable  to  find  the  papers  relating  to 
the  book  entitled  "Fruits  of  the  Confes- 
sional," which  appear  to  have  been  mislaid, 
as  well  as  some  others,  and  cannot  be  found 
since  the  Watter«  investigation.  The  Cus- 
toms records  do  not  show  that  any  book  of 
the  name  referred  to  has  been  confiscated  or 
detained.  A  book  entitled  "Fruits  of  the 
Confessional,"  which  may  be  the  one  refer- 
red to,  cannot  be  identified  with  the  title 
quoted  in  query  No.  1,  either  by  the  records 
in  the  department,  or  by  reference  to  Mt>nt- 
real,  where  inquiry  has  been  made  of  the 
seizing  officer. 

Hon.  Mr.  BELLEROSE— The  second 
question  is : 

2.  Whether  these  hooks  were  not  confiscateil  by 
the  otiicer  at  tlie  head  of  the  customs  at  Montreal 
as  )>eing  of  too  immoral  and  too  indecent  a  charac- 
ter for  circulation  ? 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  bOWELL— The 
books  were  detained  by  the  customs  at  Mont- 
real and  the  detention  reported  to  the  de- 
partment. 

Hon.  Mr.  BELLEROSE— The  third  ques- 
tion is : 
If  so,  at  what  date  and  by  wliat  officer? 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
They  were  detained  on  the  3rd  of  May,  1894 
by  Mr.  Appraiser  Ambrosse. 

I      Hon.    Mr.    BELLEROSE— The    fourth 

I  question  is  : 

j     To  whom  were  these  wooks  C(m8igned  ? 

I  Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
I  The  books  in  question  were  consigned  to  Mr. 
I  Norman  Murray. 
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Hon.  Mr.  BELLEROSE— The  fifth  and 
sixth  questions  are 

5.  Whether  the  consignee  or  importer  has  l)een 
prosecuted  according  to  law  ? 

6.  If  so,  at  what  date  ?  If  not,  why  the  law  lias 
not  been  put  in  operation  i 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
I  do  not  know,  I  am  under  the  impression 
the  consignee  was  not  prosecuted ;  the  late 
acting  commissioner  reported  having  ob- 
tained a  legal  opinion  to  the  effect  that  the 
books  should  be  released,  and  made  his 
report  in  these  terms,  under  provisions  of 
section  1 79  of  the  Customs  Act,  which  report 
was  adopted  by  the  controller. 

Hon.  Mr.  BELLEROSE— What  is  the 
opinion  that  was  given  by  the  Minister  of 
Justice  t 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
This  opinion  must  have  been  obtained  from 
the  Minister  of  Justice.  We  never  apply  to 
outside  lawyers  except  on  special  occasions. 
The  answer  put  in  my  hands  is  that  the  act 
ing  commissioner  (that  is  Mr.  Watters)  made 
a  report  upon  the  legal  opinion  which  he  had 
received,  was  to  the  effect  that  the  books 
should  be  released,  and  made  his  report  on 
those  terms  under  the  provision  of  section 
179  of  the  Customs  Act. 

Hon.  Mr.  BELLEROSE — I  cannot  accept 
those  answers  as  leading  me  to  believe  that 
the  Controller  of  Customs  has  done  his  duty. 
While  I  admit  frankly  that  the  different 
answers  given  by  the  hon.  premier  fully 
agree  with  the  information  that  I  have,  I 
regret  that  I  am  obliged  to  take  exception 
to  the  reason  given  for  the  course  followed 
by  the  Controller  of  Customs.  It  is  unfair 
to  compare,  as  lawyers  have  done,  the  St. 
Liguori  theology  with  the  dirty  book  which 
is  the  subject  of  my  question.  Indeed,  it  is 
offensive  to  all  ideas  of  propriety  and  tends 
to  confuse  the  public  conception  of  right  and 
wrong.  St.  Liguori's  moral  theology,  to 
which  reference  is  mnde,  is  a  work  which 
defines  the  duties  and  establishes  the  obliga- 
tions of  every  individual  towards  God,  and  i 
his  neighbour  and  himself,  and  is  founded  : 
upon  divine  law.  Now  is  not  a  book  of 
that  character  a  most  precious  and  valuable 
work  ?  The  objection  may  be  raised,  but 
are  there  not  in  this  book  some  pages  which 
are  immoral   and   indecent]      My   answer 


is  yes;  there  are  in  this  precious  book, 
divided  as  it  is  into  a  good  many  volumes, 
some  very  few  pages  indeed  which  are  cer- 
I  tainly  not  decent,  just  as  there  are  such 
I  passages  in  our  voluminous  criminal  codes 
>  and  medical  works,  and  even  in  our  statutes, 
I  and  especially  in  commentaries  on  them, 
I  There  are  certain  parts  which  certainly  are 
not  decent,  but  this  cannot  be  avoided — it 
is  the  natural  and  inevitable  consequences 
of  the  fall  of  our  first  parents.  From  that 
sad  event  all  kinds  of  misery  have  become 
the  lot  of  mankind.  Men  have  ever  since 
had  a  tendency  to  do  wrong.  They  became 
so  corrupt  that  God  had  to  give  them  his 
commandments,  and  neither  religious  nor 
civil  society  can  be  indifferent  to  the  enforce- 
ment of  those  divine  laws.  Society,  reli- 
gious and  civil,  had  to  deal  with  them  each 
in  its  own  way,  to  force  men  to  obey  the 
great  precepts  of  their  Maker.  God  having 
prohibited,  by  two  of  the  commandments  in 
the  decalogue,  all  forms  of  lust,  religious 
society  by  the  church,  through  her  theolo- 
gians, had  to  interpret  those  commandments 
and  explain  their  meaning  in  order  that  her 
mini-ters,  to  whom  power  had  been  given  to 
forgive  or  to  refuse  to  forgive,  might  faith- 
fully perform  so  important  a  duty  as  enforc- 
ing the  observance  of  those  laws  within  the 
limits  of  her  jurisdiction,  which  is  spiritual. 
So,  also,  had  civil  society,  by  her  legislators 
and  her  jurists,  to  make  laws  and  interpret 
them  within  the  limits  of  her  jurisdiction 
and  in  obedience  to  the  divine  command. 
Neither  religious  nor  civil  society  could  have 
accomplished  that  end  without  using  the 
language  which  they  have  employed  and 
which  certainly  is  not,  and  cannot  be, 
more  decent  than  the  subject  with  which 
they  deal.  But  such  a  use  of  the  language 
could  not  have  caused  inconvenience  nor 
could  it  have  been  circulated  to  such  an 
extent  as  to  warrtuit  an  objection  being 
made  to  the  importation  of  the  books  which 
contained  it.  No  one  can  deny  that  a  vast 
number  of  offences  and  crimes  would  be 
committed  daily  if  such  rules  and  laws, 
religious  and  civil,  had  not  been  framed  and 
enforced.  It  is  obvious  that  those  books, 
whether  they  be  medical,  legal  or  ecclesias 
tical,  being  generally  voluminous  and  expen- 
sive, are  not  popular  works,  and  consequently 
cannot  have  done  mischief.  As  a  rule,  they 
are  never  bought  except  by  those  whose  pro- 
fession renders  the  use  of  them  necessary. 
Some  ignorant  people  may  say,   "  Is  it  not  a 
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disgrace  that  priests  should  put  such  ques- 
tions to  woinen  in  the  confessional  1"  I 
answer,  have  not  the  ministers  of  the  church 
of  Christ  been  established  as  spiritual  judges  1 
Do  we  not  read  in  St.  Matthew,  "I  will 
give  to  thee  the  keys  of  heaven,  and  what- 
soever thou  shalt  bind  in  earth,  it  shall  be 
bound  also  in  heaven,  and  whatsoever  thou 
shalt  loose  on  earth,  it  shall  be  loosed  also  in 
heaven."  In  conformity  with  this  order  of 
Christ  to  his  apostles,  they  and  their  succes- 
sors have  heard  confessions.  The  confessor 
must  know  the  different  circumstances  of  the 
offence  in  order  to  decide  what  shall  be 
done,  and  he  must  ascertain  whether  the 
offence  was  of  a  serious  or  of  a  light  char- 
acter, and  deal  with  the  case  euscording  to 
the  circumstances. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Looking  at  the 
notice  which  the  hon.  gentleman  has  put  on 
the  paper,  I  see  that  he  refers  to  books  with 
English  titles.  As  I  understand,  the  title 
is  either  as  it  is  given  in  the  notice  placed 
on  the  paper  by  the  hon.  gentleman,  or 
it  is  "The  Fruits  of  the  Confessional." 
The  remarks  of  the  hon.  gentleman  are  now 
directed  to  an  explanation  of  the  things 
which  may  be  found  in  books  written  in 
Latin.  St.  Lijj;uori's  theology  has  not  been 
translated  into  English  ;  and  I  really  do  not 
see  the  appropriateness  of  this  speech.  If 
the  hon.  gentleman  means  that  what  ma}' 
be  truly  said  of  a  work  written  in  Latin  only 
for  students  is  also  true  of  a  book  written  in 
English,  apparently  for  the  purpose  of  cast- 
ing reflections  upon  St.  Liguori's  church,  I 
am  puzzled  to  understand  him. 

Hon.  Mr.  BELLEROSE— As  I  said  at 
the  very  beginning,  my  question  is  there.  I 
did  not  know  under  what  title  it  had  been 
given.  It  has  three  or  four  titles.  And  T 
answer  to  the  hon.  gentleman  that  it  is  the 
same  lx)ok  that  I  have  asked  the  question 
about,  so  that  I  am  dealing  with  the  case  as 
it  stands  there. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— The  book  of  which 
the  hon.  gentleman  is  speaking  is  not  either 
of  these  books.  The  hon.  gentleman  is  toll- 
ing us  something  of  the  things  which  are 
contained  in  the  course  of  theology  written 
by  St.  Liguori.  What  has  that  to  do  with 
this  book  published  in  English  and  dealing 
only  with  a  certain  small  portion  of  the 
subject  1 


Hen.  Mr.  BELLEROSE — Has  not  the 
hon.  gentleman  read  in  my  questions  that 
the  writer  of  the  obscene  book  describes  it 
"  A  translation  from  Liguori's  Theology.'  I 
have,  therefore,  to' establish  that  while  the 
works  of  St.  Liguori  may  be  sent  abroad  and 
received  by  the  Comptroller  of  Customs, 
the  French  version  given  by  laymen  ought 
not  to  be  received,  and  to  make  my  argu- 
ment I  have  to  say  what  the  first  book  is 
and  what  the  second  book. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  think  the  House 
would  be  willing  to  accept  the  hon.  gentle- 
man's statement  without  any  elaborate 
argument.  It  does  not  appear  to  me  that 
this  is  the  place  for  a  theological  discussion. 

Hon.  Mr.  BELLEROSE— lam  .surprised 
at  the  hon.  gentleman,  because  he  was  the 
last  man  in  the  House  from  whom  I  should 
have  heard  an  objection,  l>elonging,  as  he 
does,  to  the  same  church  as  I  do.  If  I  would 
attain  the  end  I  desire  he  should  not  object. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  am  not  finding 
fault  with  the  hon.  gentleman's  theology; 
but  I  doubt  whether  this  is  the  time  and 
place  to  give  it  to  us. 

Hon.  Mr.  BELLEROSE— The  hon. 
gentleman  is  only  trying  to  persuade  the 
House  to  prevent  me  from  going  on  but 
let  me  tell  him  that  he  cannot  succeed.  I 
thoroughly  understand  what  the  rules  <'t 
Parliament  pet  mit  me  to  do  and  say,  and  I 
intend  to  proceed  with  my  remarks.  I  wi« 
remarking  that  the  confessor  must  know  the 
circumstances  of  each  case,  just  as  our  civil 
tribunals  must  know  the  facts  before  giving 
judgment.  Hon.  gentlemen  know  how 
indecent  the  details  of  criminal  cases  some- 
times are  — they  are  shocking ;  nevertheless, 
in  the  public  interest,  the  evidence  must  be 
taken,  and  in  oj)en  court.  The  confessional, 
however  is  secret,  and  those  details  are  not 
made  public.  Does  that  make  the  system 
less  moral,  or  more  objectionable?  Are  nut 
medical  men  allowed  constantly  to  take 
women  into  their  offices  and  investigate  cases 
by  personal  examination  which  could  not  be 
otherwise  1  Yet  husbands  and  fathers  con- 
sider such  a  thing  proper  and  necessary ; 
Why,  then,  should  it  be  thought  wrong  to 
allow  a  priest  to  hear  confessions  and  inquiie 
into  the  details  of  offences  on  which  he  is 
retjuired  to  pass  judgment  in  order  that  he 
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may  relieve  the  consciences  of  penitents. 
The  mere  statement  of  the  fact  is  suflScient 
to  establish  the  propriety  of  the  sys.em  to 
all  who  are  not  bigots  or  fanatics. 

I  now  come  to  deal  with  the  filthy  book 
which  has  imponed  upon  me  the  duty  of  call- 
ing the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  circum- 
stances  under  which  it  has  been  imported 
into  Canada  by  one  of  our  citizens  with  the 
aid  of  the  Comptroller  of  Customs.     Even 
the  cover  of  the  book  shows  the  spirit  which 
prompted  its  publication.     Besides  a  nasty 
engraving  which  appears  on  the  cover,  and 
an  eye  over  which  are  the  words    "  An  eye 
observer,"  you  find  the  following  : — "  The 
fruit  of  the   Confessional  Box "   "  By  their 
fruits  ye  shall   know  them,"   "  Son  of  man 
seest  thou  what  they  do  in  the  dark,"  and 
.some  others,  and  on  the  back  of  this  contemp- 
tible book  is  found  the  name  of  the  writer, 
P.  A.  Seguin,  ex-priest,  with  the  following 
sentence  "  The  tamer  of  the  Romish  beast," 
and  some  other  sentences  of  the  same  char- 
acter.    I  find  in  the  dictionary  the  following 
definition  of  "  hatred  " — "  it  is  a  sentiment  of 
aversion  for  a  person  or  for  an  object  which 
you  consider  is  an  obstacle  to  your  happiness 
or  which   runs  against  your  passions."     If 
such  is  hatred  when  it  enters  the  heart  of  a 
man  towards  his  fellow  men,  what  must  it 
be  when  it  finds  it  way  into  the  heart  of  a 
son  against  his  mother?     What  must  it  be 
when  it  enters  into  the  heart  of  a  man  who, 
when  taking  holy  orders,  has  solemnly  and 
deliberately,  before  God  and  man,  taken  the 
vows  which  every  priest  has  to  take  ?  What 
must   it   bo   when  it  has  entered  into  the 
heart  of  a  man,  whose  passions  have  forced 
him,  it  seems,  to  be  untrue  to  such  solemn 
engagements      towards      God  ?      What'  is 
thought    amongst     laymen     of     one     who 
has    bound    himself    in    honour    to   do   a 
thing  which  he  fails  to  do  ?    Any  charitable 
man,  following  his  conscientious  convictions 
in  deserting  the  Church  of  Rome  and  joining 
another  church,   would  certainly  not  have 
prepared  and  put   into  circulation  sucli   a 
pernicious  book.    Even  in  the  pursuit  of  this 
bad  object,  prudence  should  have  suggested 
to  the  writer  the  advisability  of  concealing 
his  hatred  for  his  mother  church  and  his 
eager  desire  to  create  a  scandal.    Self  interest 
should  have  dictated  a  different  course  from 
the  one  which  he  has  pursued.    On  the  cover 
of  the  book,  as  I  have  said,  is  an  eye,  over 
which  appear  the  words  "  An  eye  observer." 
Anyone  who  reflects  a  little  must  know  that 


confession,  being  most  secret,  no  eye  can 
observe  what  is  done  and  no  ear  can  hear 
what  is  said  in  the  confessional  except  those 
of  the  priest  and  of  the  person  who  is  making 
the  confession.  The  only  conclusion  which 
one  can  come  to  is  that  the  writer  meant 
that  he  himself,  having  heard  confessions, 
had  been  tempted  to  abuse  the  trust  reposed 
in  him,  and  finding  that  the  sacred  work 
was  too  great  a  strain  upon  his  virtue,  had 
to  abandon  it  and  leave  the  church,  lest  he 
should  give  way  to  his  passions  and  do  what 
he  insinuates  is  done  by  other  priests.  Let 
me  add,  en  passant,  that  he  is  not  the  only 
priest  who  has  left  the  Church  of  Rome,  and 
there  is  nothing  extraordinary  in  the  fact.  It 
will  occur  from  time  to  time,  for  is  it  not 
written  in  the  holy  book  that  scandals  and 
abuses  will  come  1  But  look  at  the  list  and 
point  out  the  name  of  a  single  priest  who 
has  not  given  some  good  evidence  of  the 
passion  under  which  he  was  forced  to  leave 
the  church.  Sometimes  it  is  excessive  love 
1  f  money,  as  was  the  case  with  Judas ;  at 
other  times  it  is  love  of  liquor,  as  was  the 
case,  it  seems,  with  the  monk  spoken  of  by 
the  Ottawa  Citizen  of  the  29th  May  last  in 
the  following  words  : — 

An  ex-monk  of  the  Roman  Catholic  dcnomiimtion 
who  flung  away  his  faith  and  l>eoame  a  liaptist 
minister,  then  fell  into  dissipation  and  evoluted 
into  a  thief,  was  in  the  prisoner's  dock  (at  Buffalo). 

Sometimes  it  is  excessive  love  of  women, 
as  is  often  shown  by  those  ex-priests  marry- 
ing after  deserting  their  mother  church.  So 
it  is  with  the  other  passions  of  which  the 
heart  of  mankind  is  full,  and  which  lead 
them  into  all  kinds  of  humiliations  and  mis- 
fortunes if  they  are  not  subflued  at  the 
proper  time.  Do  we  not  read  in  Scripture 
that  St.  Paul  had  to  fight  continually 
against  himself,  in  order  to  release  himself 
from  the  Iwndnge  of  the  body  ?  I  have 
mentioned  the.se  facts  in  the  hope  that  hon. 
gentlemen  will  be  led  to  stun  up  the  number 
of  priests  that  we  have  in  Canada  and  the 
percentage  of  them  that  have  fallen  from 
one  reason  or  another.  I  am  convinced  that 
if  they  investigate  the  subject  they  will 
admit  that  the  number  of  those  who  have 
swerved  from  the  path  of  duty  is  compara- 
tively very  small.  The  small  proportion  is 
all  the  more  striking  when  we  lx>ar  in  mind 
the  fact  that  even  in  the  time  of  Christ  there 
was  one  traitor  among  his  disciples.  That 
this  pamphlet  to  which  my  questions  relate 
has  been  circulated  for  the  purpose  of  injur- 
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ing  the  Church  of  Rome  and  creating 
scandal  is  very  evident  and  so  long 
as  one  copy  of  it  is  permitted  to  be 
circulated  it  will  be  a  curse  to  many 
people,  especially  the  youth  of  the  country. 
But  it  cannot  injure  the  church.  No  rea- 
sonable man  will  be  deceived  by  such  a  book. 
As  evidence  of  that  fact  I  may  mention 
that  five  weeks  ago  I  knew  nothing  of  this 
dirty  book,  but  when  this  House  adjourned 
on  the  3rd  of  May  and  I  was  on  my  way 
home  passing  through  Montreal  on  the  4th 
of  May,  I  was  met  by  a  gentleman  who, 
after  exchanging  some  words,  said  :  "  Have 
you  heard  of  a  certain  obscene  book  which 
our  Controllor  of  Customs  has  allowed  to  be 
put  in  circulation  V  I  replied  that  I  had 
not.  We'l  said  he  "the  facts  are  these: 
Some  months  ago  a  very  bad  and  immoral 
pamphlet  was  confiscated  at  the  customs 
house  here  in  Montreal  because  of  its  in- 
decent character,  but  your  Controller  of 
Customs  ordered  the  seizure  to  be  released 
and  the  books  to  be  delivered  over  to  the 
consignee.  Now  I  would  rather  lose  $1,000 
than  see  this  book  in  the  hands  of  my  chil- 
dren, and  no  doubt  Mr.  Wallace  would  not 
allow  his  children  to  see  it,  but  his  hatred 
for  your  church  has  no  doubt  suggested  the 
course  which  he  has  followed."  I  have  re- 
lated the  whole  conversation  because  the 
gentleman  to  whom  I  refer  is  a  Protestjint 
in  Montreal,  a  member  of  a  rich  wholesale 
firm  doing  business  in  that  city.  This  same 
gentleman  added  :  "  Could  you  not  do  some- 
thing in  the  matter  and  protect  our  youth  1 '' 
I  replied  that  I  could,  but  that  it  was  neces- 
sary that  I  should  have  more  information 
and  see  the  book  to  be  certain  of  what  I 
•was  about.  "  Very  well,"  replied  the 
gentleman,  "  I  will  give  you  the  book 
and  all  the  necessary  information."  He 
did  so  and  I  decided  at  once  to  make 
this  my  first  duty  when  the  House  should 
meet  after  recess.  Accordingly,  the  very 
first  day  after  the  Senate  reas.sembled  on  the 
21st  instant,  I  gave  notice  of  the  questions 
with  which  we  are  now  de.aling.  Having 
now  shown  the  indispensable  nature  of  the 
St.  Liguori  theology,  and  its  resemblance  to 
all  other  professional  books  as  far  as  the 
objectionable  parts  of  it  are  concerned, 
having  also  shown  the  object  of  the  writer 
of  the  disgraceful  pamphlet,  I  come  now  to 
speak  of  the  latter  itself.  It  is  not,  as  St. 
Liguori's  is,  a  complete  course  of  theology  ,: 
it  contains  only  a  translation  of  that  part  of 


I  St.  Liguori's  work  which  deals  with  the  two 
j  commandments  of  the  Decalogue,  prohibiting 
I  all  forms  of  lust.     Let  me  remark  here  that 
I  no  theologian  has  ever  written   a   word  in 
connection  with  those  two  commandments 
in   any   other   language   but   Latin,  lest  it 
should  happen  by  accident  that  one  of  these 
books   should   fall   into   the  hands    of   the 
people  at  large  and  they  should  be  scandal- 
ized, yet  here  is  this  miserable  priest  trans- 
lating and  publishing  the  immoral  part  of 
those  books  to  give  it  as  a  food  to  the  intel- 
'  ligence  of  the  people,  and  we  have  the  sad 
spectacle  of    the   Comptroller   of    Customs 
finding    fault    with     his    subordinates    in 
Montreal  for  having  confiscated  those  filthy 
books,  and  ordering  that  they  be  delivered 
,  to  the  importer,  for  sale  in  Canada.      Theo- 
I  logical  works  are  very  expensive,    because 
■  I  hey  are,  as  a  rule,  voluminous,  and  being 
[  written  in  Latin,  no  one  but  a  priest  would 
'  be  interested  in  buying  them.     Why  then 
select    a    few    obscene   pages    from    them, 
translate  them   into  a  vulgar  language  and 
sell    them  at   a   low    price,    in   order    that 
they    may    be    circulated    throughout   the 
country    to   become   germs   of    demoraliza- 
tion 1       Is    it    not     the    first    duty    of 
e\ery  government  to  prevent  the  demoi aliz- 
ation  of  the  people   over   whom   they    rule, 
and  what  other  object  had  this  parliament 
in  view  when  they  adopted  the  law  prohibit- 
ing the  importation  of  immoral  1xx>ks  and 
pamphlets  1     Such  a  law  being  on   our  sta- 
tute books — parliament  having  been  asked 
by  the  government,   of   which   the   present 
Premier  was  a  member,  to  pass  such  a  law, 
it  should  be  enforced.      What  use  was  there 
in  adopting  it  if  the  government  are  the 
first  to  violate  the  law  ?     I  have  no  hesiu- 
tion  in  saying  that  I  know  of  no  book  bet- 
ter calculated  to  demoralize  its  readers  than 
that  obscene  pamphlet.     The  law  is  made  of 
no  efiect — has  it  been   put   on   the  statute 
book  without  any  intention  of  enforcing  its 
provisions,  and  merely  for  the  purpose  of 
deceiving  the  people  and  leading  them  to  be- 
lieve that  their  representatives  are  protect- 
ing them  from  scandals  and  keeping  out  of 
the   country   literature   calculated    to    ruin 
their  children.     No  doubt  there  are  people 
who  will  object  that  the  translation  is  no 
worse  than   the   text.     To   that   objection, 
which  I  heard  only  to-day,  I  have  this  reply : 
What  is  the  spirit  of  our   legislation  pro- 
hibiting the  importation  of  all  books,    pam- 
phlets,  pictures  of  an  indecent  or  immoral 
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character  ?  Is  it  not,  in  order  to  prevent 
the  demoralization  of  the  people  at  large  ? 
Such  demoralization  will  not  follow  the  im- 
portation of  professional  books  such  as  medi- 
cal, legal  or  ecclesiastical  works  of  which  I 
have  spoken,  for  the  good  reason  that  they 
are  expensive  books  and  can  hardly  be 
bought  by  any  except  professional  men  to 
whom  they  are  necessary  in  fact,  indispen- 
sable, and  therefore,  they  can  have  but  very 
limited  circulation.  If  you  allow  a  book  or 
pamphlet  containing  a  ti  anslation  of  such 
parts  of  the  professional  book  as  are  ob- 
jectionable apart  from  the  original  book,  to 
pass  at  the  customs  house  and  be  circulated 
you  admit  a  book  prepared  for  the  simple 
purpose  of  spreading  demoralization,  and  it 
is  for  that  object  they  are  sold  for  a  few 
cents.  So  that,  following  t>;e  spirit  of  the 
law,  the  importation  of  medical,  legal  or 
ecclesiastical  books  which  are  absolutely  ne- 
cessary in  the  interest  of  the  people  at  large, 
is  and  must  be  tolerated,  however  objection- 
able parts  of  them  may  be.  While  under 
the  law  the  sale  and  circulation  <  f  any 
translation  of  objectionable  parts  of  these 
books,  but  in  pamphlets,  ought  not  to  be 
allowed  because  far  from  necessary  books 
they  ar-",  on  the  contrary  without  utility, 
obnoxious  and  most  dangerous.  Let  me  put 
the  question  in  a  more  practical  form. 

Suppose,  for  instance,  I  obtained  from 
a  doctor  a  book  on  anatomy  which 
contains  plates  of  an  indecent  character. 
Such  a  book  cannot  be  objected  to,  and  the 
Customs  Department  is  obliged  to  admit  it, 
because  it  is  necessary  for  the  professional 
men  who  are  interested  in  it.  But  suppose 
I  were  to  take  certain  passages  and  plates 
from  that  book  and  have  them  printed  in 
pamphlet  form  and  exposed  for  sale  at  a  few 
cents  each,  would  not  any  member  of  this 
House  pronounce  that  that  pamphlet  ought 
not  to  be  put  in  circulation  1  These  medical 
works  can  never  be  popular  because  they  are 
very  expensive  ;  as  an  example,  there  is 
one  book  in  our  library  consisting  of  two 
volumes  which  cost  $25  in  the  United  States 
on  account  of  the  expensive  character  of  the 
plates.  There  is  no  danger  of  the  public 
generally  buying  such  books.  It  is  the  same 
with  the  work  in  question,  and  other  theo- 
logical works.  Let  me  add  another  circum- 
stance which  is  in  favour  of  thelogical 
books.  While  medical  works  are  prin- 
ted in  French  or  English,  as  the  case 
may  be,  theological  works  are  printed  only 


in  Latin,  so  there  is  no  danger  that  they 
will  ever  be  circulated  generally  among  the 
people.  Take  the  Criminal  Code  which  was 
prepared  and  passed  in  this  House.  It 
has  many  clauses  which  contain  inde- 
cent and  obscene  words,  but  the  neces- 
sity for  such  legislation  arises  from  the 
condition  of  society,  the  result  of  the 
fall  of  man  6,000  years  ago.  I  have 
seen  commentaries  on  our  criminal  law 
which  are  worse  than  any  book  I  have  ever 
read.  Cases  arise  in  the  courts  which  are  of 
such  a  character  that  judges  are  obliged  to 
exclude  the  public,  yet  the  evidence  must 
be  taken — it  is  a  matter  of  necessity  and 
the  natural  consequence  of  the  downfall  of 
man.  We  must  do  the  best  we  can  to  deal 
with  such  questions  without  corrupting  the 
public,  but  there  is  no  necessity  for  circulat- 
ing such  a  dirty  book  as  this  which  was 
seized  in  Montreal.  I  do  not  know  the  man 
who  sells  the  book,,  but  I  will  read  a  letter 
which  I  received  from  him  to-day  and 
which  gives  an  idea  of  his  principles.  He 
sent  me  a  copy  of  a  book,  containing  about 
30  pages,  the  conclusion  of  which  gives  an 
idea  of  the  whole  work.  I  will  read  his  con- 
clusion. The  title  of  this  book  is  "  The 
Rise  and  Fall  of  Jewish,  Roman  and 
Protestant  Priestcraft,  By  Norman  Murray. 
The  conclusion  of  the  book  is  as  follows  : — 

Hear  the  conclusion  of  the  whole  thing :  One 
God,  one  religion  for  all  men  in  all  ages  ;  fear  God, 
keep  his  commandments  and  do  good  to  all  men. 
No  monopoly  or  tariff  in  trade  or  religion,  no  dicta- 
lion  from  Rome  or  Washin^n  under  the  British 
flag.  The  Church  of  Rome  is  a  fraud,  the  Church 
of  England  is  a  farce,  and  the  so-called  Church  of 
Scotland  is  an  imposition.  They  get  other  people's 
money  for  nothing.  The  Church  of  Kngland  was 
couceive<l  in  sin,  shapen  in  iniquity,  born  in  crime 
and  nursed  with  the  hlood  of  the  Puritans  and 
Convenanters.  As  a  man  lives,  so  shall  he  die. 
No  holy  water,  made  with  common  water  and  salt, 
will  purify  a  rake  whose  heart  has  not  been 
changed.  If  a  man  promises  a  woman  to  love  and 
protect  her,  no  imposter  with  a  black  peticoat  or 
white  neckwear  can  relief  him  of  his  responsibility. 
If  it  is  improper  to  marry  a  first  or  second  cousin, 
or  a  deceased  wife's  sister  no  dispensation  from  an 
Italian  fraud  can  make  the  matter  right.  The 
letters  of  Archbishop  Fabre  and  Cardinal  Tascher- 
eau  to  the  ex-pricst  Martin  should  be  brought  in 
evidence  against  these  imposters,  and  if  they  were 
both  put  in  jail  for  six  months  it  would  be  a  lesson 
to_  others  in  future  to  keep  them  from  trying  to  do 
mischief. 

Is  any  one  so  foolish  as  to  suppose  that  God  has 
more  respect  for  an  Italian  cardinal  than  a  goo<l 
honest  Scotchman  ?  If  there  is  a  heaven  and  a  hell 
you  will  see  Protestant  Scotchmen  up  above,  and 
Italian  and  French  cardinals  in  hell,  when  you  go 
to  the  other  side. 
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This  is  what  Mr.  Norman  Murray  writes  to 
me  personally  : 

2108  St.  Catheri.ne  St., 

MoNTBiiAL,  Juue  3,  1895. 

Senator  Bellerose  : 

Sir, — I  understand  you  are  interesting  yourself 
in  the  books  3eize<l  on  me  last  summer  which  Rome's 
hirelings  had  to  release.  I  would  not  like  any 
better  fuu  than  to  be  prosecuted  for  selling  these 
books,  so  as  to  have  an  opportunity  of  cross-exam- 
ining some  of  the  priests  of  anti-Christ  as  to  whether 
they  do  or  do  not  ask  these  questions  of  women  in 
the  confessional.  What  is  the  confessional  for, 
anyhow,  but  for  asking  all  sorts  of  dirty  questions? 
I  shall  have  some  accounts  to  settle  with  your 
crowd  yet,  so  you  had  better  set  the  ball  rolling 
.again. 

Yours,  4c., 

X.  MURRAY. 

This  quotation,  as  also  the  letter  of  Mr. 
Murray,  show  what  is  aimed  at  by  these 
people.  I  only  received  the  letter  this 
morning,  and  have  to  thank  the  Premier  for 
having  requested  me  to  let  the  matter  stand 
until  now,  because  it  has  enabled  me  to  use 
this  letter  and  the  extract  from  the  pamph- 
Jet,  to  show  the  disposition  of  the  man  who 
sells  the  book  and  the  character  of  the  book 
itself.  I  do  not  think  that  the  matter  was 
treated  as  it  ought  to  have  been  by  the  Cus- 
.toms  Department,  but  I  could  not  charge  the 
Controller  of  Customs  with  having  been 
animated  by  an  hostile  feeling  against  the 
church  to  which  I  belong.  I  rather  would 
say  that  he  was  deceived,  nevertheless  even 
if  he  was  but  little  responsible  for  the  release 
of  the  books,  I  cannot  help  saying  that  he 
ought  to  have  made  this  case  a  test  one.  In 
the  Montreal  office  there  are  Protestants  and 
Catholics,  and  I  do  not  know  by  whom  the 
seizure  was  made — whether  Protestant  or 
Catholic. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
He  is  a  Protestant. 

Hon.  Mr.  BELLEROSE— This  speaks  in 
my  favour,  and  it  shows  the  morality  of  the 
officer  who  did  it.  Now,  there  is  another ' 
question  that  may  be  raised  by  the  Premier 
as  to  the  law  as  it  stands.  Here  is  the  law  | 
prohibiting  the  importation  into  Canada  of 
any  goods  mentioned  in  schedule  "  C  " — 779, 
books,  printed  papers,  drawings,  prints,  pho- 
tographs, or  representations  of  any  kind  of  a 
treasonable,  seditious  or  of  an  immoral  or  in- 
decent character.  I  cannot  admit  that  pi-o- 
fessional  books  fall  under  the  law,  they  ai-e 


a  necessity  and  can  hardly  have  a  Lirge  cir- 
culation on  account  of  their  high  cost.  Thev 
are  only  for  the  use  of  professional  men,  either 
lawyers,  doctoi-s  or  priests.  But  as  I  said 
before,  when  you  take  out  of  those  book^ 
anything  which  is  objectionable,  indecent 
or  immoral,  and  make  it  a  cheap  book,  evi- 
dently it  comes  under  the  law.  It  is  done 
to  demoralize  and  do  injury  to  the  people, 
and  I  cannot  suppose  that  the  lawyers  or 
the  Minister  of  Justice  feel  that  under  the 
letter  of  the  statute  they  can  do  nothing 
to  prevent  it.  I  say  furthermore  that 
the  government  are  responsible,  because 
they  ought  to  have  amended  the  law  long 
ago  in  order  to  establish  the  diflPerenee  be- 
tween books  which  must  be  imported  nwi 
books  which  are  circulated  at  a  very  low 
price  in  order  to  demoralize  the  people. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— My  hon.  friend 
is  anxious  to  prohibit  the  importation  of  any 
literature  which  would  affect  injuriousl>'th« 
morals  of  the  people,  and  incite  to  undue 
indulgence  in  lust.     My  hon.  friend  is  right 
in  that,  but  I  do  not  think  that  our  crimii-al 
law  meets  this  case  of  what  appears  to  Ix* 
garbled  extracts  from  a  scientific  work  on 
physiology,  ethics,  or  the  science  of  living 
beings,  or  moral  philosophy,  and  under  the 
law  I  do  not  think  the  officers  could  have  done 
anything  else  than  they  did  do ;  but  I  think 
my  hon.  friend  has  faileid  in  what  he  desires  to 
accomplish.     He  has  given  publicity  to  the 
book  which  sweepingly  denounces  theChurch 
of  England  to  which  I  belong,  and  also  the 
church  to  which  he  lielongs,  and  Protestants 
generally.     Any  of  us  would  be  inclined  to 
get  that  book  and  read  it  ourselves.  I  never 
heard  of  it  and  I  do  not  think  it  would  have 
had  much  publicity  but  for  the  course  pur- 
sued by  my  hon.  friend.     I  think  Norman 
Murray  will  thank  my  hon.  friend  for  the 
publicity  given  to  his  book.  The  hon.  gentle- 
man asks  who  will  read  it  1    Why,  anyone 
of  an  inquiring  mind  will  be  disposed  to  read 
that  book  now.     I  therefore  think  my  hon. 
friend  has  dune  more  harm  than  good  by  hi^ 
speech.     He  has  advertised  the  book  and 
given   notoriety   to  the  publisher  and  the 
public  will  read  it  now,  whereas  they  would 
not  have  done  so  but  for  the  hon.  gentle- 
man's remarks  to-day. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER — Inasmuch  as  I  in- 
terrupted the  hon.  sjentleman  from  Dela- 
naudiere,  I  may  be  allowed  to  say  one  or  two 
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words  as  to  why  I  did  so.  I  do  not  often 
agree  with  the  hon.  member  from  Lunen- 
burg, but  I  do  on  the  present  occasion.  My 
great  objection  to  the  course  taken  by  the 
hon.  member  from  Delanaudiere  is  that  he 
has  taken  the  very  best  means  in  the  world 
to  increase  the  circulation  of  this  improper 
literature  ;  and  I  have  no  doubt  but  that  Mr. 
Norman  Murray  will  be  so  cheered  and 
encouraged  by  the  notice  taJcen  of  him  that 
he  will  take  steps  to  have  a  further  impor- 
tation of  these  villainous  books.  I  quite 
agree  with  the  hon.  gentleman  in  thinking 
that  this  book  is  a  vile  one  and  that  it  comes 
under  the  provisions  of  the  criminal  law. 
Section  179  of  the  code  says  : — 

Everyone  is  guilty  of  an  indictable  offence  and 
liable  to  two  years'  imprisoument  who  knowingly, 
without  lawful  justificntion  or  excuse,  publishes, 
sells  or  exposes  for  public  sale  or  public  view  any 
obscene  book  or  other  printed  or  written  matter  or 
any  picture,  photograph,  model  or  other  object 
tending  to  corrupt  morals. 

And  section  100  says : 

Anyone  is  guilty  of  an  indictable  offence  and 
liable  to  two  years  imprisonment  who  imports  for 
transmission  any  obscene  or  immoral  book. 

I  cannot  help  feeling  that  the  officers  of 
theCustomsDepartment — I  presume theCon- 
troller  of  Customs  is  ultimately  responsible 
— have  failed  in  their  duty  in  allowing  this 
book,  which  as  the  hon.  gentleman  points 
out  undoubtedly  comes  under  the  category 
of  an  obscene  book -one  which  would  corrupt 
morals — to  go  into  circulation.  When  the 
officer  saw  the  book  he  should  have  pre- 
vented its  circulation.  That  is  very  true  ; 
but  the  hon.  gentleman  by  calling  attention 
to  the  matter  in  this  public  way  and  going 
into  details  and  reading  Norman  Murray's 
views  on  religious  matters,  is  simply  giving 
publicity  to  this  work  and  to  Mr.  Murray's 
views.  It  will  lead,  probably,  to  a  good  deal 
of  discussion  and  give  a  great  deal  more 
publicity  to  those  objectionable  books  and 
views  than  they  would  otherwise  have  had. 
For  that  reason  I  regret  that  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman should  have  discussed  the  matter  at 
such  length.  I  think  it  would  have  been 
quite  sufficient  to  call  attention  to  the  fact 
that  there  had  been  either  a  deliberate 
neglect  of  duty  in  the  Customs  department, 
or  that  a  serious  mistake  had  been  made. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I 
should  not  have  said  anything  but  for  the 


reflections  cast  upon  the  customs  officials, 
by  the  Senator  from  Halifax,  who  are 
charged  with  not  having  done  their  duty. 
It  might  be  regarded  as  presumption  on 
my  part  to  say  that  I  disagree  with  the 
hon.  member  as  to  the  application  of  the 
two  clauses  which  he  has  read  from  the 
code,  and  I  wish  it  to  be  distinctly  under- 
stood that  I  am  only  speaking  of  the  duty 
of  a  customs  official  who  is  administering 
the  law  upon  the  statute-book.  If  a  book, 
no  matter  what  its  character,  can  be  imported 
into  Canada  legally,  when  published  in 
Latin,  or  Greek,  or  Hebrew,  there  is  no 
power  under  the  law  to  prevent  its  being 
imported  into  Canada,  though  printed  in 
what  my  hon.  friend  calls  the  vulgar  tongue 
— the  English  language.  If  the  work  is  ad- 
mifisible  in  one  language,  it  is  equally  admis- 
sible in  another.  I  repeat  I  am  not  speaking 
of  the  merits  or  demerits  of  any  book.  You 
cannot,  in  administering  the  law,  draw  a 
distinction  between  a  book  that  is  imported 
for  ecclesiastical  purposes  or  for  the  use  of 
any  special  profession,  and  a  book  imported 
by  other  persons  who  are  not  professional 
men.  You  cannot  say  that  the  importer 
had  not  the  same  right  to  import  the 
book  provided  he  pays  the  duty.  I  see  the 
distinction  which  the  hon.  gentleman  draws  ; 
but  there  is  one  point  to  which  I  will  allude 
in  reference  to  that  matter.  I  am  not  able 
to  speak  positively  about  this  book,  not  hav- 
ing seen  it  and  not  knowing  its  character, 
but  while  I  was  administering  the  Customs 
Department  there  were  one  or  two  books 
imported  which  were  extracts  from  the  works 
of  Voltaire  and  Tom  Paine.  Now,  you  will 
find  Voltaire  and  Tom  Paine  in  almost  every 
library  in  the  country,  taken  in  their  entirety, 
and  unquestionably  under  the  law  no  judge 
would  declare  that  those  books  should  not 
be  imported  by  any  person ;  but  it  is  a  very 
different  matter  to  make  selections  from 
them,  as  was  the  case  in  the  two  books  to 
which  I  am  now  referring,  of  the  most  ob- 
jectionable character,  and  which  no  man 
having  any  regard  for  himself  or  his  family 
would  permit  them  to  read.  Those  books  I 
seized  and  confiscated.  The  question  arose 
at  that  time  as  to  whether  I  had  done  that 
which  was  within  the  law.  Some  lawyers  in 
Toronto,  whose  names  I  might  mention,  who 
stand  at  the  head  of  the  profession,  in  an  in- 
terview with  me  said  that  I  was  not  acting 
within  the  law.  My  answer  to  that  was, 
"  I  care  not  whether  in  your  opinion  I  am 


Digitized  by 


Google 


208 


[SENATE] 


within  the  law  ;  I  believe  it  to  be  so,  and  ,  Notwithstanding  the  observations  made  bv 
if  you  desire  to  test  this  before  any  jury  \  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Lunenburg  and 
of  twelve  honest  Canadians,  I  am  quite  i  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Halifax,  I  must 
sure  you  will  lose  your  case,"  and  it ,  say  that  I  still  believe  that  I  have  done 
there  ended.  What  the  character  of  this  right,  and  that  they  are  wrong.  There  is 
book  is  I  do  not  know  ;  whether  it  contains  '  no  use  in  concealing  those  facts.  I  ani 
selections  from  the  work  which  my  hon.  '  in  duty  bound  to  take  exception  to  bad 
friend  said  in  his  opening  remarks  was  not  a  |  books  being  allowed  to  be  put  in  cir- 
bad  book,  but  a  good  and  precious  book  culation,  and  since  the  Premier  himself 
when  its  use  is  confined  to  certain  parties,   has    discovered    that   there  wei-e    difl"erent 


then  I  do  not  know  what  opinion  I  might 
give ;  but  in  defence  of  the  Controller  of 
Customs,    and   speaking   from    the   answer 


opinions  as  to  the  interpretations  of  thb 
section  179  of  the  schedule,  it  is  his 
duty  to  have  this  question  settled,  to  have 


which  he  placed  in  my  hands,  I  say  he  had  i  an  amendment  to  the  law  to  prevent  the 
no  alternative  but  to  give  them  up.  He  I  circulation  of  immoral  books  such  as  those 
says  that  under  a  certain  section  of  the  Act  1 1  have  named.  It  is  for  the  Premier,  now 
his  commissioner  made  a  report,  after  ob- 1  that  we  are  in  session,  to  explain  this  clause 
taining  legal  opinion,  I  presume,  from  the  '\  so  that  the  Controller  of  Customs  iu  the 
the  law  oflScers  of  the  crown,  and  if  they  |  future  may  know  the  difference  between  a 
said  it  did  not  come  within  the  category  of  j  bad  book  and  a  good  one.  If  the  law  is  of 
indecent  and   immoral   books,    then  he  was  i  any   value   then   we  should  not  allow  bad 


quite  right,  as  an  administrator  of  the  law, 
in  releasing  the  seizure.  I  quite  agree  with 
my  hon.  friend  as  to  the  impropriety  of  the 
introduction  to  the  general  reader  of  books 
of  that  character,  but  we  must  consider  the 
distinction  between  what  we  conceive  to  be 
in  the  general  interests  of  the  community 
and  of  the  general  reader,  and  the  law  as  it 
stands  on  the  statute  book.  It  is  a  very 
serious  question,  one  affecting  the  feelings 
of  every  parent  in  the  country,  that  the 
circulation  of  such  literature  should  be 
stopped  as  far  as  possible,  but  the  Controller 
of  Customs  is  not  deserving  of  the  censure 
which  has  been  thrown  upon  him,  because 
acted  in  accordance,  as  I  am  informed,  within 
the  decision  of  the  law  officers  of  the  crown. 

Hon.  Mr.  MASSON— Does  not  the  hon. 


books  to  enter  the  Dominion.  If  I  becooie 
aware  at  any  time  that  such  V>ooks  have 
been  admitted,  I  shall  raise  my  voice  in  this 
House  and  complain,  whatever  may  be  the 
consequences,  and  prevent  as  far  as  I  can 
the  mischief  which  follows  the  sale  of  such 
books. 


HALIFAX    AND  JAMAICA   STEAM- 
BOAT SERVICE. 

INQUIRY. 

Hon.  Mr.  DEVER  inquii-ed  of  the  Gov- 
ernment— 

If  it  is  their  intention  to  comply  with  the  desire  oi 

the  merchants  of  St.  John,  New  Brunswick,  ai  es- 

pressed  by  a  resolution  of  the  Council  of  the  BoanI 

of  Trade  of  that  city,  that  any  arrangement  which 

.  may  lie  made  by  the  government,  with  any  party 

gentleman  think  the  case  important  enough   or  parties,  for  a  steamboat  service  between  the 

City  of  Halifax  and  the  Island  of  Jamaica:  ami 


and  the  book  sufficiently  odious  to  justify 
the  government  in  having  the  question 
tested  t  Because  it  will  have  to  be  tested 
some  of  these  days.  If  there  are  differences 
of  opinion  they  can  be  solved  in  that  way. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
Never  having  seen  the  book,  I  am  unable  to 
give  an  opinion. 

Hon.  Mr.  MASSON— The  officers  of  the 

department  must  have  seen  it.     There  was ,       jjir        j.-      lc  "i...j 

*^    J       ^  .ll    u    1        J  xu       •    ^i.    I  good  deal  of  our  time  has  been  spent  to-dav  in 

an  order  stopping  the  book,  and  there  is  the ;  fj^^^j  ^  ^ ,  j^  discourse,  I  feel  thai  at 
order  cancelling  that  warning,  and  there  •  ^^j^  utlhour  I  must  not  allow  myself  to  go 
must  have  been  some  retlection.  -iViT  -l^  •»  i 

j  into  what  I  can  see  might  verge  into  a  general 

Hon.  Mr.  BELLEROSE — I   only  desire  j  trade  discussion  in  this  House.    I  would  not 
to  be  satisfied  that  I  have  done  my  duty,  j  be  in  the  position  to-day  of  a  suppliant,  or 


anil 
also  lietwcen  the  City  of  Halifa.x  and  the  Islands 
of  Porto  Rico  and  Hayti,  that  the  port  of  St.  John, 
as  well  as  that  of  Halifax,  be  included  in  saiil 
service,  on  the  outward  as  well  as  the  inward 
voy^es  of  said  steamers  to  said  islands  ? 

He  said  : — The  question  which  I  have  the 
honour  to  present  to  the  House  is  one  of 
more  importance  to  the  people  of  the  pro- 
vinces and  the  cities  by  the  sea  than  possibly 
to  the  people  of  Canada  generally  ;  but  as  a 
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applying  for  a  subsidy  on  behalf  of  the  cities 
of  Halifax  and  St.  John,  N.B.,  to  keep  up  a 
trade  with  the  West  Indies,  if  we  were  in 
that  position  that  we  occupied  some  years 
ago.  If  our  trade  were  free  and  unembar- 
rassed and  our  ships  and  steamers  could 
secure  freight  in  paying  quantities  it  would 
not  be  necessary  at  all  to  apply  to  the  gov- 
ernment for  a  subsidy  ;  but  under  the  cir- 
cumstances, we  feel,  inasmuch  as  certain 
portions  of  the  fiscal  policy  of  Canada  are 
against  this  trade,  that  we  cannot  keep  up  a 
steady  line  of  steamers  or  vessels  of  any  class 
without  asking  for  a  subsidy.  I  might  point 
out  to  the  Premier — and  I  do  it,  not 
with  a  desire  to  raise  a  question  that  might 
be  offensive — that  there  are  three  articles  of 
staple  goods  that  we  naturally  and  neces- 
sarily import  by  those  steamers — sugar,  mo- 
lasses in  great  quantities,  and  spirits  of 
various  kinds. 

No  w,  it  is  a  fact  known  to  gentlemen  in  the 
trade  that  the  latter  article  of  merchandise 
cannot  be  imported  at  all.  And  why  ? 
Because  it  is  by  the  existing  arrangement  of 
our  policy  that  the  spirit  trade  is  carried  on 
in  Upper  Canada.  The  whisky  trade  for 
the  last  four  years  got  from  the  people  of 
Canada  no  less  a  sum  than  $7,000,000  over 
and  above  what  we  would  have  to  pay  in  case 
we  imported  the  same  quantity  and  strength 
of  spirit  from  abroad.  Under  these  circum- 
stances, it  is  an  utter  impossibility  with  the 
presentarrangementoftrade,togetafull  cargo 
of  merchandise  such  as  I  have  described.  I 
know  it  is  not  a  pleasant  subject  to  discuss, 
because  I  find  it  is  not  popular  in  Canada. 
The  whisky  trade  has  a  monopoly  here  aud 
wishes  to  retain  it.  They  have  retained  it 
during  the  last  four  years  at  an  expense  of 
over  $7,000,000  to  the  people  of  Canada.  We 
have  taken  for  consumption,  according 
to  the  report  of  the  Inland  Revenue 
Departmenr,  11,000,000  gallons  of  spirit, 
during  the  last  four  years,  on  which  we  have 
given  a  bonus  amounting  to  seven  millions  of 
dollars.  We  cannot  afford  to  go  on  in  this  way 
giving  moneys,  made  out  of  other  sources  of 
trade,  to  one  industry  of  this  kind.  It 
strikes  me  we  cannot  do  it  very  long,  and 
I  felt  it  my  duty  to  present  this  fact 
to  you.  I  am  satisfied  that  the  Premier 
is  willing   and  anxious  to  do  what  is  right. 

Probably   in  the  past  it  was  impossible 

that    he    should    go    into   details    of   this 

matter,   but  when   it   is   presented  in  this 

way  I  believe  he  will  give  it  consideration 

14 


and  see  that  fair  play  is  given  all  round  to 
the  several  portions  of  the  Dominion,  and 
that  the  merchants  by  the  sea  will  not  be 
hampered  but  will  get  permission  to  do  busi- 
ness in  a  less  restricted  way.  The  West  Indies 
always  took  our  goods  and  why  should  we  not 
get  permission  to  take  theirs  ?  They  take  our 
hay  and  beef  and  butter;  they  take  ourcheese, 
they  take  our  flour,  in  fact  they  take  our  gene- 
ral goods,  and  it  is  fair  and  proper,  I  hold, 
that  inducement  should  be  held  out  to  them 
to  show  that  the  trade  is  not  all  one  sided. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL^ 
The  answer  which  I  have  before  me  I  will 
give  without  discussing  the  different  points 
raised  by  the  hon.  gentleman. 

Hon.  Mr.  DEVER— I  would  have  only 
asked  the  question  if  I  had  supposed  the  hon. 
gentleman  would  have  understood  the  ques- 
tion without  an  explanation.  I  know  it  is 
not  a  pleasant  subject  to  deal  with. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— It 
is  not  only  pleasant  to  me  to  hear  the  ex- 
planation, but  it  is  instructive.  I  want  to 
have  the  opinion  of  hon.  gentlemen  who 
have  large  experience  in  business.  It  is  in 
that  way  that  we  derive-information  and  are 
able  to  frame  our  policy.  Hence  it  is  not 
unpleasant  to  hear  the  hon.  gentleman  dis- 
cuss the  subject.  The  contract  for  a  service 
between  Halifax  and  Jamaica  was  entered 
into  before  the  resolution  referred  to  was 
received  by  the  government,  but  in  the 
event  of  a  second  service  being  undertaken, 
council  should  take  power  to  compel  the  ves- 
sels to  call  at  both  ports.  The  hon.  gentle- 
man is  aware  that  in  the  past,  steamers 
which  have  been  running  between  the  West 
Indies  and  some  of  the  Spanish  Antilles  and 
Canada,  have  been  obliged  to  call  at  both 
ports,  and  this  is  the  case  with  other  lines. 
Difficulties  present  themselves,  in  entering 
into  contracts  of  this  character,  in  compell- 
ing vessels  to  go  to  certain  ports  when  they 
can  obtain  full  freights  more  conveniently  at 
others.  I  will  not  enter  into  a  discussion  on 
the  poiftt  raised  by  the  hon.  gentleman,  be- 
cause I  did  not  hear  him  sufficiently  well 
to  form  a  correct  opinion,  but  if  I  did  hear 
him  aright  he  objects  to  any  restriction  or 
restraint  upon  trade  generally. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— Hear,  hear. 
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Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I 
would  remind  my  hon.  friend  from  Marquette 
that  if  there  were  not  some  restriction,  the 
whole  of  the  sugar  trade  and  the  tea  trade 
would  go  through  the  United  States  instead 
of  by  Halifax  and  St.  John  as  it  does  at 
present,  and  hence  in  carrying  out  our  policy, 
to  which  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Marquette 
will  of  course  object,  we  will  endeavour,  if 
it  is  possible  to  do  so  by  legislation,  to  force 
the  trade  from  the  West  Indies  and  the 
Antilles  to  our  own  ports.  We  will  con- 
tinue to  do  so  until  some  other  party  gets  con- 
trol of  the  destinies  of  this  country,  when  I 
think  they  will  destroy  the  whole  of  it  and 
reach  that  elysium  which  my  hon.  friend 
from  Marquette  desires,  when  all  of  us  will 
become  poorer  than  we  are  now  and  have 
much  cause  for  regret.  I  thank  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  St.  John  for  having  called 
my  attention  to  the  !>ubject  and  I  can  assure 
him  that  it  will  not  be  forgotten. 

Hon.  Mr.  DEVER.  I  do  not  feel  satis- 
fied that  the  Premier  should  misconceive 
my  position,  as  he  certainly  has,  if  I 
am  to  judge  by  some  of  the  words  he  has 
uttered,  I  did  not  say  that  I  was  opposed 
to  restrictions  generally  on  trade,  but  I  said 
there  was  a  restriction  on  one  particular 
article  coming  from  the  West  Indies,  that 
is  spirits — there  is  a  rest  riction  of  62^  cents 
a  proof  gallon  upon  it,  and  consequently  we 
cannot  import  it.  Now  I  hold  that  that  is 
too  much,  because  it  has  given  the  manu- 
facturer in  Canada  the  benefit  of  $7,000,000 
in  the  past  four  years.  The  people  have 
paid  that  much  more  for  a  spirit  of  an  in- 
ferior character  than  they  would  have  had 
to  pay  for  a  similar  quantity  of  a  better 
article  that  they  could  import.  The  manu- 
facturers of  spirits  in  this  country  have  over 
100  per  cent  protection,  and  consequently 
the  other  spirits  are  excluded  and  our  ships 
have  to  come  empty,  and  we  have  to  ask 
for  a  suljsidy  to  make  up  for  our  loss  of 
freight.  That  is  the  position  we  are  in  and 
the  one  that  I  take. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL.  I 
have  to  apologize  to  the  hon.  gentleman.  I 
did  misunderstand  him.  I  now  understand 
him  thoroughly — that  he  wants  the  differ- 
ence .between  the  customs  and  excise  reduced 
so  as  to  enable  us  to  import  rum  from  the 
West    Indies,    by    that    means    collecting 


through  the  customs  the  revenue  which  we 
now  get  from  excise. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— I  cannot  allow 
the  few  remarks  which  have  been  dropped 
by  our  leader  to  pass  without  comment. 
He  made  the  statement  that  it  Tvas  neces- 
sary to  adopt  this  policy  in  order  that  the 
sugar  and  teas  which  we  use  in  this  country 
should  not  be  imported  through  the  United 
States.  I  should  like  to  draw  the  hon. 
gentleman's  attention  to  the  fact  that  the 
flour  which  goes  from  Ontario  and  western 
points  to  the  Maritime  Provinces  is  sent  via 
Boston  and  also  to  the  fact  that  all  oar 
wheat  shipped  from  the  Nort-west  Terri- 
tories to  Great  Britain  goes  via  New  York. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BO  WELL— No. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— WeU  very  nearly 
all.  I  have  asked  for  the  figures  and  they 
have  not  come  down.  I  draw  attention  to 
these  facts  to  show  the  beautiful  manner  in 
which  our  trade  is  regulated  by  protection, 
and  how  it  fails  to  accomplish  what  we 
desire  to  obtain. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
That  is  because  we  have  not  gone  far 
enough. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— Perhaps  the  hon. 
gentleman  contemplates  adopting  McKinley- 
ism,  but  I  should  think  that  my  hon.  friend 
possesses  too  much  common  sense  to  do  any- 
thing of  the  kind.  There  are  40  carloads 
of  metallic  roofing  and  sheeting  going  up  for 
elevators  about  to  be  constructed  in  Mani- 
toba and  the  North-west,  and  instead  of 
being  carried  through  Canadian  channels 
they  are  going  by  way  of  Duluth  and  the 
Northern  Pacific.  What  I  want  is  to  have 
all  trade  kept  in  Canadian  channels  instead 
of  having  it  diverted  to  United  States  chan- 
nels. A  change  in  our  navigation  laws  and 
commercial  policy  will  accomplish  that  result. 

BILLS  INTRODUCED. 

Bill  (71)  "An  Act  to  incorporate  the 
Camp  Harmony  Angling  Club." — (Hon.  "Mr. 
Kirchhofier). 

Bill  (56)  "  An  Act  to  amend  the  Act  to 
incorporate  the  Nova  Scotia  Steel  Company, 
Limited." — (Hon.  Mr.  Power). 
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Bill  (58)  "  An  Act  respecting  tlie  Red 
luntain  Railway  Company." — (Hon.  Mr. 
cdonald,  B.C.) 

BICYCLES  ON  PARLIAMENT 
SQUARE. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLEMOW— Before  the  orders 
the  day  are  called,  I  wish  to  direct  the  at- 
ition  of  the  Senators  to  a  matter  which 
wjld  not  be  overlooked.  My  friend,  the 
1.  member  from  Quintd,  after  leaving  the 
amber  last  evening,  was  met  by  a  bicycle 
1  almost  knocked  down.  Some  arrange- 
nt  should  be  made  by  which  these  bicy- 
s  should  either  be  excluded  from  the 
>unds,  or  the  riders  should  be  required 
ring  a  bell  to  give  notice  of  their  ap- 
)ach.  Mr.  Read  had  a  narrow  escape 
m  a  dangerous  accident. 

Hon.  Mr.  READ  (Quint^)— I  was  leaving 
i  House  and  caught  sight  of  a  young  man 
a  bicycle  approaching  me.  I  thought  he 
uld  run  me  down,  but  he  sheered  ofi,  and 
?as  very  lucky  that  I  am  not  in  bed  to- 
Y  with  broken  legs  or  something  worse, 
was  a  very  narrow  escape.  I  remon- 
ated  with  the  young  man,  but  he  was 
•y  saucy,  and  said  he  did  not  strike  me. 
hink  he  was  a  poor  rider,  but  he  sheered 
he  came  to  me  and  merely  touched  me. 
rtunately  I  was  not  hurt.  While  Par- 
ment  square  may  be  a  proper  place  for 
ycles,  there  should  be  some  regulation  by 
ich  they  should  either  have  bells  or  other 
ans  of  warning  people. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALMON — We  are  under  an 
igation  to  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Rid- 
i  division  for  bringing  this  matter  up.  I 
/9.  often  felt  that  members  whose  eyesight 
lot  good,  are  in  danger  of  being  run  down 
bicycles.  Something  ought  to  be  done  to 
ivent  the  nuisance. 

Hon.  Mr.  READ — I  hope  the  hon.  gen- 
man  does  not  think  that  my  eyesight  was 
'ective. 

Hon.  Mr.  REESOR— Even  if  my  hon. 
3nd's  eyesight  was  very  good  it  is  no  rea- 
i  why  he  should  not  be  protected  from 
:h  dangers  as  that.  Most  elderly  persons 
y  have  poor  sight.  The  experience  in 
ronto  is  that  nearly  as  many  persons  have 
sn  injured  by  bicycles  as  by  the  new  elec- 
14i 


trie  street  cars,  and  the  number  of  streetcar 
accidents  has  been  enormous.  It  is  not  too 
soon  to  make  a  complaint  of  this  sort,  and 
the  hon.  gentleman  is  quite  right  in  bring- 
ing it  up  to  prevent  parties  running  their 
bicycles  about  the  grounds  of  the  buildings, 
unless  they  can  find  some  line  or  portion  of 
the  road  upon  which  people  are  not  walk- 
ing. We  may  wait  until  some  serious  ac- 
cident has  occurred,  but  that  is  not 
the  right  way.  We  should  not  wait  to 
lock  the  stable  until  after  the  steed 
has  been  stolen.  We  should  prevent  these 
things.  Putting  bells  on  bicycles  is  not  al- 
together sufficient.  Only  last  week  a  bright 
little  girl,  the  only  daughter  of  a  respectable 
family  in  Toronto,  was  killed  by  a  bicycle, 
although  the  rider  rang  his  bell  and  thought 
it  was  sufficient.  It  tended  to  disconcert 
or  confuse  the  child  and  she  was  run  over 
and  killed.  Scarcely  a  week  passes  without 
some  accident  occurring  from  bicycles.  In 
Toronto  now  the  authorities  will  not  allow 
bicycles  to  run  on  the  sidewalk,  but  even 
with  this  regulation,  people  who  are  just 
learning  to  use  their  bicycles,  and  think  they 
are  doing  a  great  thing,  run  against  parties 
before  they  can  sheer  off.  There  is  no  harm 
in  bringing  these  matters  before  the  public 
and  adopting  precautions  to  diminish  the 
danger  of  accidents  occuring. 

The  SPEAKER— Although  I  am  a  young 
man,  1  had  a  pretty  narrow  escape  the  other 
day  from  a  bicycle,  and  I  believe  that  parli- 
ament square  is  not  a  right  place  for  bicycle 
riding.  At  least  the  front  of  the  building 
should  be  protected  against  them.  If  they 
were  to  use  the  road  which  runs  round 
all  the  buildings,  probably  we  might  escape 
them,  but  when  they  cross  here  in  front  of 
the  parliament  buildings  it  is  very  danger- 
ous. The  bell  system  would  not  do  at  all, 
because  in  that  case  hon.  members  would 
have  to  fly  when  they  hear  the  bell.  Well 
some  of  us,  perhaps,  would  not  like  it  very 
much  or  perhaps  could  not  do  it  very  well, 
so  that  if  bells  are  to  be  used  at  all,  the 
senators  should  ring  them  and  not  the 
bicycle  riders.  It  would  be  better  to  do 
away  with  the  bell  altogether  and  prevent 
bicycles  passing  in  front  of  the  building,  be- 
cause it  is  very  dangerous. 

Hon.  Mr.  ANGERS— I  shall  draw  the 
attention  of  the  Minister  of  Public  Works 
to   this  matter.     There  is  only  one  possi- 
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ble  cure  which  -would  be  complete  and 
that  would  be  to  prevent  bicycles  coming 
on  the  ground  at  all.  How  popular  that 
would  be  in  the  city  I  do  not  know.  Or 
some  regulation  might  be  made  that  they 
should  only  use  the  outside  roods  of  the 
grounds  and  not  cross  in  front  of  the  build- 
ing. I  leave  the  matter  to  the  discretion  of 
the  Minister  of  Public  Works  who  will  deal 
with  it  probably  to  the  satisfaction  of  this 
House. 

Hon.  Mr.  REESOR— There  is  a  por- 
tion of  the  ground  where  ladies  and  children 
often  come  up  for  the  sake  of  the  fresh  air, 
and  I  think  very  properly  so,  and  it  is  for 
the  protection  of  such,  especially  that  bicy- 
cles should  be  kept  off  what  you  would  call 
the  pleasure  portion  of  the  grounds. 

THE  COPYRIGHT  LAW. 

INQUIRY. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON  moved  : 

That  an  humble  address  1)0  presented  to  His  Ex- 
cellency the  (Jovernor  General ;  praying  that  His 
Excellency  will  cause  to  be  kid  l)efere  the  .Senate, 
a  return  of  the  correspondence  in  regard  to  inter- 
national copyright  during  the  past  year. 

He  said  : — I  might,  in  order  to  give  larger 
scope  to  a  discussion  of  this  kind,  have 
brought  in  a  motion ;  but  my  object  is  never 
for  the  purpose  of  embarrassing  our  govern- 
ment, but  rather  for  the  purpose  of  giving 
such  views  as  I  think  are  necessary  to  give 
from  certain  standpoints,  or,  in  other  words, 
arguing  a  brief  from  the  other  side ;  and, 
therefore,  I  put  my  question  in  this  way, 
and  I  have  no  doubt  it  will  lead  to  a  sufiSci- 
ently  large  discussion,  in  order  that  the 
true  merits  of  the  case  may  be  brought  out. 
Hon.  gentlemen  will  understand  that  this 
question  of  copyrights  has  been  an  object  of 
discussion — nay,  even  an  object  of  conflict 
— with  the  Imperial  (Jovernment  for  the  past 
five  years,  ever  since  the  Act  of  1889  was 
passed,  and  that  it  has  been  the  subject^ 
matter  of  a  great  deal  of  correspondence 
between  the  Imperial  Government  and  the 
Canadian  Government  in  regard  to  copy- 
right. The  position  in  which  it  stands  is 
this  :  we  passed  the  Act  of  1889,  and  the 
Iraper'al  Government  thought  that  the  royal 
assent  to  that  Act  should  be  withheld  until 
it  was  brought  into  harmony  with  the 
Imperial   Act  with   regard   to  copyrights. 


The   Copyright   Act  that  -we  are  working 
under  to-day  is  the  Copyright  Act  of  1687. 
That    Act    was    passed      subsequent    t'> 
the    international    convention      that    vss 
held    among    ihe    nations   of    Europe  fui 
the  purpose  of  procuring  an   intemationai 
copyright.     I  should   like  to   read   to  you 
what  the  international  copyright  is.     There 
are    two    Intemationai    Copyright    Act*. 
One  relates  to  the  authorshipof  books,  music, 
paintings,  photographs,  etc.,  and   the  other 
relates  to  industrial  trade  marks  apd  de- 
signs.    The  object  of  both  these  conventions 
is  to  give  an  international  character  to  the 
protection  of  works  by  individuals  so  that 
the  nations  generally  will  lesptect  the  inher- 
ent right  to  the    possession  by  the  author 
or  designor  or  patentee    of   anything  that 
has  been  the  creation  of  his  own  brain,  just 
as  much  right  of  possession  to  the  owner- 
ship as  a  man  would  have  to  his  horse  or 
his  bushels  of  wheat  or  machinery  or  any- 
thing which  is  the  product  of  his  labour.  In 
the   United  States  this   question  of  copj- 
right  had  been  ignored  until  the  Copyright 
Act  of  1888  (amended  in  1891   in  its  pre- 
sent   form)    was    passed ;  in    the    United 
States  there  was  there  what  was  generally 
known  as  a  system  of  piracy,  that   is  to  saj 
that  no  foreign  author  was  protected  in  the 
United  States  or  could  take  out  a  copyii;;ht 
which  would  protect  him  in  the  United  States, 
but  the  individual  publishers  of  that  country 
were  at  liberty  to  pirate  any  work  brought 
out  by  foreign  authors  and  use  them  as  they 
thought  fit.     This  was  reversed,  as  I  say, 
by  the  people  of  the  United  States  in  1S91 
and  the  Copyright  Act  was  passed   there 
which  although  not  to  the  full  extent  gran^ 
ed  in  Great  Britain,  still  gives  copyright  to 
foreign   authors.     The    question    of    infer- 
national  copyright  has  been  a  matter  of  great 
discussion  for  many  years.     The  first  move 
that  I  s<»e  was  made  in  regard  to  it,  was  in 
1837,  when  Henry  Clay  presented  to  the 
Senate  of  the  United  States  a  petition  from 
British  authors  asking  for  copyright  privil- 
eges in  that  country.     It  was  referred  to  » 
selectcommittee,  consisting  of  Clay,  Webster, 
Buchanan,  Preston  and  Ewing.     The  report 
took  high  ground  in  favour  of  the  rights  of 
author:!.     It  said : 

That  authors  and  inventors  liavc,  acuordius  t<> 
the  practice  among  civilized  nations,  a  property  in 
the  res|)cctive  productions  of  their  i^enius,  is  incon- 
testable ;  and  that  this  property  should  l)e  pro- 
tected _as  effectually  as  any  other  property  is  by 
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■w  follows  as  a  legitimate  consequence.  Authors 
\<\  inventors  are  among  the  greatest  benefactors 
i  mankind.  ...  It  being  establisheil  that 
terary  property  is  entitled  to  legal  protection,  it 
isults  that  this  protection  ought  to  lie  nfforcied 
herever  the  property   is  situated.     .  .     We 

loiild  be  all  shocked  if  the  law  tolerated  tlic  least 
ivasion  of  the  rights  of  property,  in  the  ^ase  of 
lerchandise,  whilst  those  that  justly  belong  to  the 

orks  of  authors  are  exposed  to  daily  violation, 
■ithout  the  possibility  of  their  invoking  the  aid  of 
lie  laws. 

No  action  was  taken  on  this  report,  nor  on  an 
ivitation  extended  by  Lord  Palmerston  the  auc- 
ueding  year,  18.38,  for  the  co-operatiuii  of  the 
Liiierican  Government  in  an  intematioiiul  copy- 
ight  arrangement. 

That  is  the  view  taken  by  those  celebrated 
aen  so  long  as  '37,  and  those  views  were 
iressed  from  time  to  time  by  the  authors 
,nd  publishers  in  the  United  States.  1 
[uote  the  poet  Longfellow's  sentiments, 
opied  from  a  letter  to  a  friend  : 

Whatever  is  just  is  for  the  benefit  of  all  :  ami  I 
rish  we  could  have  a  law  providing,  between 
■".ngLuid  and  America,  that  a  copyrii^ht  taken  out 
n  either  country  shall  be  eiiually  valid  in  Ijoth. 

Yours  very  truly, 

HENRY  W.  LONGFELLOW. 

October  8th,  1878. 

I  would  also  like  to  show  the  tenor  of  Mr. 
Lowell's  mind  when  this  question  wjis  up  for- 
iiscussion  in  the  United  States.  He  penned 
these  few  lineH,  which  express  his  moral  view 
jf  the  past  action  of  his  own  government  in 
regard  to  copyright  and  its  legalized  piracy  : 

In  vain  we  call  all  notions  fudge. 
And  bend  our  conscience  to  our  dealing. 
The  ten  commandments  will  not  budge, 
And  stealing  will  continue  stealing. 

Again  Mr.  Lowell  says  : — 

Thfre  is  one  thing  better  than  a  cheap  book,  and 
that  is  a  book  honestly  come  by. 

Theseare  the  impressionsMr.Lowell  wished 
to  convey  to  the  public  generally  as  to  the 
action  of  the  people  and  the  government  of 
the  United  States  for  permitting  literary 
piracy  which  had  been  carried  down  so  late 
as  1888,  and  when  an  effort  was  \)e- 
ing  made  to  bring  about  an  international 
copyright  and  not  only  to  bring  about  in- 
ternational copyrights,  but  to  include  the 
government  of  the  United  States,  and  the 
people  of  the  United  States  in  the  Berne 
(Convention,  which  was  adopted  at  a  conven- 
tion held  in  1886  on  international  copy- 
rights.    Now,  the  position  that  our  govern- 


ment has  assumed  on  this  question  ever  since 
the  Act  of  1889  was  passed  is  very  similar 
in  its  character  to  that  which  the  people  of 
the  United  States  have  just  abandoned. 
When  I  discuss  this  question  it  is  not  out  of 
any  disrespect  to  our  late  lamented  leader, 
Sir  John  Thompson,  who  gave  expression  to 
some  very  able  views  upon  the  subject  in 
1890,  and  again  in  1S92,  and  again,  I  be- 
lieve, in  1894,  which  is  the  correspondence 
I  am  asking  the  leader  of  the  government 
to  bring  down.  But  the  late  leader, 
Sir  .John  Thomjisori,  was  arguing  the  ques- 
tion from  the  standpoint  of  some  pub- 
lishers who  were  pressing  it,  and  while  I 
desire  to  present  the  case  from  the  stand- 
point of  the  authoi-8,  I  only  disagree  with 
the  position  Sir  John  Thonipsjn  took  in  the 
case  just  as  I  would  disagree  with  any  hon. 
member  if  he  were  advocating  protection  and 
I  was  advocating  free  trade.  I  say  that  to 
show  that  it  is  not  out  of  any  disrespect  to 
his  memory  or  to  the  able  manner  in  which 
he  brought  the  facts  before  the  Impeiial 
Government  in  pressing  upon  them  the  neces- 
sity for  the  Canadian  Government  and  people 
to  assert  their  light  of  copyright  legislation 
and  to  deal  with  it  just  as  they  saw  fit 
whether  it  was  piracy  or  not  piracy.  In 
1884  there  was  an  international  convention 
for  trade  marks  and  designs  in  regard  to 
fine  arts.  Thnt  was  a  convention  by  which 
certain  nations  agreed  with  one  another  to 
have  international  rights  respected  in  regard 
to  these  marks  and  designs,  which  secured 
for  them  in  one  country  the  same  protection 
that  was  jiccorded  for  them  in  their  own 
country,  and  which  was  made  applicable  in 
all  countries  included  in  this  convention.  I 
will  read  you  the  convention  in  regard  to 
the  trade  mark?  and  designs.  It  is  as 
follows  : — 

International  Convention  V)etween  the  (iovern- 
ments  of  Belgium,  Brazil,  .Spiiin,  France, 
(Tuatenialu,  Italy,  Netlierlaiiils,  Portugal, 
Salvador,  .Serxia,  anil  .Switzerland,  for  the 
protection  of  Industrial  Property.  Signed  at 
Paris,  March -20,  I8S.3. 

Ratifications  exchanged  at  Paris,  June  G,  18S4. 

International  (Conference. 

A  rticle  I. 
(Tniuslation). 

The  Governments  of  Belgium,  Brazil,  .Spain, 
Franco,  Guatemala,  Italy,  Holland,  Portugal, 
Salvador,  .Servia,  and  .Switzerland  constitute 
themselves  into  a  union  for  the  protection  o 
industrial  property. 
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Article  II. 

The  subjects  or  citizens  or  each  of  the  contract- 
ing states  shall,  in  all  the  other  states  of  the 
union,  as  regards  patents,  industrial  designs  or 
models,  trade  marks  and  traUe  names,  enjoy  the 
advantages  that  their  respective  laws  grant,  or 
shall  hereafter  grant,  to  their  own  subjects  or 
citizens. 

Consequently,  they  shall  have  the  same  protec- 
tion as  the  latter,  and  the  same  legal  remedy 
against  any  infringement  of  their  rights,  provided 
they  observe  the  formalities  and  conditions  im- 
posed on  subjects  or  citizens  by  the  internal  legis- 
lation of  each  stat'C. 

Article  III. 

Subjects  or  citizens  of  states  not  forming  part  of 
the  union,  who  are  domiciled  or  have  industrial  or 
commercial  establishments  in  the  territory  of  any 
of  the  states  of  the  union,  shall  be  assimilated  to 
the  subjects  or  citizens  of  the  contracting  states. 

Article  IV. 

Any  person  who  has  duly  applied  for  a  patent, 
industrial  design  or  mojlel,  or  trade  mark  in  one  of 
the  contracting  states  shall  enjoy,  as  regards  re- 
gistration in  the  other  states,  and  reserving  the 
rights  of  third  parties,  a  right  of  priority  during 
the  periods  hereinafter  stated. 

Consequently,  subsequent  registration  in  any  of 
the  other  states  of  the  union  before  expiry  of 
these  periods  shall  not  be  invalidated  through  any 
acts  accomplished  in  the  interval,  either,  for  in- 
stance, by  another  registration,  by  publication  of 
the  invention,  or  by  the  working  of  it  by  a  third 
party,  by  the  sale  of  copies  of  the  design  or  model, 
or  by  use  of  the  trade-mark. 

The  above  mentione<l  terms  of  priority  shall  be 
six  months  for  patents,  and  three  months  for  in- 
dustrial designs  and  models  and  trade-marks.  A 
month  longer  is  allowed  for  countries  beyond  sea. 


Article  V. 

The  introduction  by  the  patentee  into  the  coun- 
try where  the  patent  has  been  granted  of  objects 
manufacture<l  in  any  of  the  states  of  the  uniou 
shall  not  entail  forfeiture. 

Nevertheless,  the  patentee  shall  remain  bound 
to  work  his  patent  in  conformity  with  the  laws  of 
the  country  into  which  he  iutrodnces  the  patented 
objects. 

Artidf,  VI. 

Kvery  trade  mark  duly  registered  in  the  country 
of  origin  shall  be  admitted  for  registration,  and 
protected  in  the  form  originally  registered  in  all 
the  other  countries  of  the  uniou. 

That  country  shall  l)e  deemed  the  country  of 
origin  where  the  applicant  haa  his  chief  seat  of 
business. 

If  this  chief  seat  of  business  is  not  situated  in 
one  of  the  countries  of  the  union,  the  country  to 
which  the  ap^)licttnt  belongs  shall  be  deemed  the 
country  of  origin. 

Registration  may  be  refused  if  the  object  for 
which  it  is  solicited  is  considered  contrary  to  mor- 
ality or  public  order. 

And  I  wish  to  draw  attention  to  the  fact 


that  the  Imperial  Govenunent  came  under 
that  convention  in  1884  in  which  it  says: 

The  undersigned.  Ambassador  Extraordiiorr 
and  Plenipotentiary  to  Her  Majesty  the  Queen « 
the  United  Kingdom  of  Great  Britain  and  IreUl 
to  the  French  Republic,  declares  that  Her  BriiM- 
nic  Majesty,  haWng  had  the  interuatioual  conifc 
tion  for  the  protection  of  industrial  propeni. 
concluded  at  Paris  on  the  20th  March,  1883,  aiii 
the  protocol  relating  thereto,  signed  on  thesanr 
date,  laid  before  her.  and  availing  herself  of  lin; 
right  reserved  by  Article  XVI.  of  that  conventinn 
to  states  not  parties  to  the  original  couventioii, 
accedes,  on  behalf  of  the  United  Kiogdoui  of  Otajt 
Britain  and  Ireland  to  the  said  international  cud- 
ventiou  for  the  protection  of  industrial  property, 
and  to  the  said  protocol,  which  are  to  l>e  consider- 
ed OS  inserted  word  for  word  in  the  present  "lei-Ur- 
ation,  and  formally  engages  as  far  as  regards  x\x 
President  of  the  French  Republic  and  Uie  other 
high  contracting  parties,  to  co-operate  on  her 
part  in  the  execution  of  the  stipulations  containw 
m  the  convention  and  protocol  aforesaid. 

The  undersigned  makes  this  declaration  on  the 
part  of  Her  Britannic  Majesty  with  the  eipres* 
understanding  that  power  is  reserved  to  Her 
Britannic  Majesty  to  accede  to  the  convention  oo 
behalf  of  the  Isle  of  Man  aud  the  Channel  Islands, 
and  any  of  Her  Majesty's  possessions,  on  Jne 
notice  to  that  effect  being  given  through  Her 
Majesty's  Government. 

In  witness  whereof  the  undersigned,  duly  author- 
ized, has  signed  the  present  deuaiation  of  acces- 
sion, and  has  affixed  thereto  the  seal  of  his  arms. 

Done  at  Paris  on  the  17th  Day  of  March,  1884. 


(L.S.) 


(.Signe<l)         LYOXS, 


That  is  the  convention  in  regard  to  in- 
dustrial property.  The  Imperial  Govern- 
ment in  joining  that  convention,  joined  ii 
on  the  terms  that  Her  Majesty's  possess'ons 
should  have  the  full  benefit  of  that  inter- 
national convention  in  regard  to  that  impor- 
tant branch,  when  they  desired  to  avail 
themselves  of  it,  but  I  believe  we  have 
hitherto  not  availed  ourselves  of  it.  W'e 
have  kept  ourselves  outside  of  the  pale  of 
that  convention  so  that  there  is  no  copyright 
or  no  protection  that  that  convention  gives 
within  the  bounds  of  Canadian  territory  to 
foreign  industrial  designs,  nor  protection  to 
Canadian  industrial  designs  in  other  nations. 
As  I  said  before,  it  was  felt  that  an  inter- 
national copyright  was  essential  for  the  well- 
being  of  authorship  and  for  the  well-bein^ 
and  protection  of  authors,  and  painters,  and 
sculptors  of  all  kinds,  and  there  was  a  con-  J 
vention  called  the  Berne  Convention,  as-  I 
sembled  in  1886,  upon  the  invitation  of  the  j 
little  republic  of  Switzerland,  and  this  is  «  I 
portion  of  the  articles  which  governed  its 
deliberations : 
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Article  I. 

The  contracting  countrieB  are  constituted  into  a 
union  for  the  protection  of  the  rights  of  authors  in 
literary  and  artistic  works. 

Arlicle  II. 

Authors  of  any  of  the  contracting  countries  shall 
in  all  the  other  countries  of  the  union  enjoy  for 
their  works  whether  manuscript  or  unedited  or 
published  in  one  of  those  countries,  the  advantages 
which  the  respective  laws  actually  accord  or  shall 
hereafter  acocrd  to  natives. 

These  advantages  shall,  however  be  secured  to 
them  reciprocally  only  for  the  period  of  existence 
of  their  rights  in  their  country  of  origin. 

This  enjoyment  is  subject  to  the  fulfilment  of  the 
formalities  and  conditions  prescribed  by  the  law  of 
the  country  to  which  the  author  belongs. 

Article  III. 

The  stipulations  of  article  II.  apply  equally  to 
the  publishers  of  literary  or  artistic  works  pub- 
lished in  one  of  the  countries  of  the  union. 

Article  IV. 

The  expression  "  literary  and  artistic  works," 
comprises  books,  pamphlets  or  all  other  wri- 
tings, dramatic  or  dramatico- musical  works,  musi- 
cal compositions  with  or  without  words  ;  works  of 
design,  painting,  sculpture  and  engraving ;  litho- 
graphs, illustrations  and  geographical  charts ; 
plans,  sketches  and  plastic  works  relative  to  geo- 
graphy, topography,  architecture  or  science  in 
general,  in  fine  all  pi-oductions  whatever  in  the 
domain  of  literature,  science  or  art  which  may  be 

Sublished   by   any  method  of  impression  or  repro- 
nction. 

Article  V. 

The  legal  assigns  or  representatives  of  authors  or 
in  the  case  provided  by  Article  III.  publishers  shall 
enjoy  in  every  respect  the  same  right  as  those  ac- 
corded by  the  present  convention  to  authors  or 
publishers  themselves. . 

Article  XIII. 

Every  pirated  work  may  be  seized  on  importa- 
tion into  those  countries  of  the  union  where  the 
original  work  has  the  right  of  legal  protection. 
The  seizure  shall  take  place  either  at  tne  request 
of  the  public  ministry  or  of  the  party  interested 
conformable  to  the  domestic  legislation  of  each 
country. 

Article  XVI. 

It  is  understood  that  the  governments  of  the 
countries  of  the  union  reserve  to  themselves  respec- 
tively the  right  to  make  separate  arrangements  be- 
tween themselves  in  so  far  as  these  arrangements 
shall  confer  upon  authors  or  their  representatives 
more  extensive  rights  than  those  accorded  by  the 
union  or  shall  include  other  stipulations  not  oppos- 
ed to  the  present  convention. 

There  are  21  articles  altogether. 

Conference  recommended  copyright  should  last 
for  life  and  for  a  period  after  death  not  less  than 
30  years. 

Now,  hon.  gentlemen,  that  is  wiiat  is  called 
the    World's   Convention   of   International 


Copyright,  and  that  gives  an  equal  right  to 
authors  and  sculptors  and  painters  or  work- 
ers in  the  fine  arts  of  all  kinds  within  the 
bounds  of  one  nation,  to  be  extended  to  all 
those  nations  that  come  under  the  Berne 
Convention,  and  the  policy  that  we  have  been 
pursuing  with  regard  to  these  matters  is  to 
keep  ourselves  outside  the  pale  of  that  con- 
vention. Also,  of  course,  when  the  con\  en- 
tion  was  fonned  in  1886,  and  when  the 
British  Government  became  part  and  piircel 
of  the  international  copyright  or  of  the 
Berne  Convention,  it  included  all  the  British 
dominions,  and  when  the  Canadian  Govern- 
ment passed  the  Act  of  1889  we  then  and 
there  demanded  that  we  should  not  be  in- 
cluded in  the  international  convention,  that 
we  should  have  a  right  to  put  the  Act  of 
1889  into  force  and  that  we  should  not  be 
tied  down.  The  Imperial  Grovernment,  as  I 
said  before,  through  the  Governor  General, 
exercised  his  prerogative  and  withheld  his 
assent,  and  by  that  Act  to-day  we  are  work- 
ing under  the  Act  of  1887  and  are  subject 
to  and  have  the  benefit  of  all  the  conditions 
of  the  Berne  Convention  which  was  passed 
in  1886.  Now,  hon.  gentlemen,  I  would 
like  to  draw  your  attention  to  the  Act  of 
1887.  The  Act  of  1887  is  the  Act  we  are 
working  under,  and  it  says  : 

The  condition  of  obtaining  such  copyright  isliall 
be  that  the  said  literary,  scientific  or  artistic  u  orks 
shall  be  published  or  reprinted  and  repuhlishtd  in 
Canada,  or  in  the  case  of  works  of  art  that  they 
shall  be  proiluced  or  reproduced  in  Canada  whether 
they  are  so  published  or  reproduced  for  the  lirst 
time,  or  contemporaneously  with  or  subsequently 
to  publication  or  produotion  elsewhere  ;  but  in  no 
case  shall  the  said  sole  and  exclusive  right  and  lib- 
erty in  Canada  continue  to  exist  after  it  ha.n  ex- 
pired elsewhere. 

2.  No  immoral,  licentious,  irreligious,  or  trea- 
sonable or  seditious  literary,  scientific  or  artistic 
work,  shall  be  the  legitimate  subject  of  such  wgia- 
tration  or  copyright.     38  V.,  o.  88,  s.  4,  part. 

Every  work  of  which  the  copyright  nas  l)een 
granted  and  is  subsisting  in  the  United  Kingdom, 
and  copyright  of  which  is  not  secured  or  sulisist- 
ing  ill  Canada,  under  any  Act  of  the  Parliament  of 
Canada,  or  of  the  legislature  of  the  late  province 
of  Canada,  or  of  the  legislature  of  any  of  the  pro- 
vinces formining  part  of  Canada,  shall,  wlieu 
firinted  and  puBlished,  or  reprinted  and  repiib- 
ished  in  Canada,  be  entitled  to  copyright  under 
this  Act ;  but  nothing  in  this  Act  shall  be  held  to 
prohibit  the  importation  from  the  United  Kiiigilom 
of  copies  of  any  such  work  lawfully  printed  there. 

2.  If  any  such  copyright  work  is  reprinted  sub- 
sequently to  its  publication  in  the  United  Kingdom 
any  person  who  has,  previously  to  the  date  of  entry 
of  such  work  upon  the  registers  of  copyright  im- 
ported any  foreign  reprints,  may  dispose  of  sneh 
reprints  by  sale  or  otherwise  j  but  the  burden  of 
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proof  establishing  the  extent  and  regularity  of  the 
transaction  shall,  in  each  case,  Iw  upon  such  per- 
sons.    38  V.  c,  88,  s.  15. 

Upon  what  grounds  has  that  assent  been 
-withheld  ?  The  Imperial  Government  says 
in  effect :  "  We  do  not  desire  to  interfere 
with  the  Canadian  Government  in  their 
mode  of  dealing  with  their  own  authors  as 
they  see  fit.  They  can  pass  any  copyright  to 
restrict  or  tie  down  or  confine  their  own 
authors  within  any  bounds  they  choose,  but 
when  it  comes  to  passing  an  act  that  is  going 
to  legalize  the  piracy  of  British  authors' 
works,  then  we  think  we  are  justified  in 
stepping  in  and  saying  as  a  part  of  the 
British  dominions,  and  as  a  part  of  the 
British  Empire,  is  it  right  for  you  to  pass 
that  Act  which  is  an  Act  of  piracy  against 
British  authors.  We  feel  in  justice  to 
imperial  interests  that  it  is  right  to  withhold 
our  consent  until  you  have  ^iven  that  deli- 
beration and  thought,  and  until  it  has  been 
forced  upon  the  attention  of  the  Canadian 
people  the  full  extent  of  the  Act  they  are 
passing,  and  the  injury  it  Ls  going  to  inflict 
does  io^ict  upon  British  authors  and  other 
authors  who  are  included  in  the  Berne  Con- 
vention." That  is  the  position  the  Imperial 
government  takes,  and  I  sa}'  it  is  a  fair 
position  for  them  to  take.  The  Governor 
General  has  been  refusing  his  assent  until 
the  question  is  brought  up  for  discussion 
before  the  Canadian  people,  and  all  sides  of 
it  may  be  heard,  and  it  is  with  a  view  to  pre- 
senting the  Canadian  authors'  position  in 
regard  to  this  matter  that  I  am  now  discuss- 
ing the  question.  I  wish  to  point  out  the 
difference  between  the  Act  of  1887  and  1889. 
There  was  no  objection  taken  to  the  act  of 
1887  because  it  permitted  English  copyright 
to  stand  in  Canada  unless  the  work  was  pub- 
lished in  Canada  and  a  copyright  taken  out 
in  Canada.  When  the  copyright  was  taken 
out  in  Canada,  then  it  came  under  the  Can- 
adian Copyright  Act ;  but  before  any  Cana- 
dian copyright  wns  taken  out  in  Canada, 
then  the  British  author  was  protected  by 
this  Act  in  consequence  of  no  copyrights 
having  been  applied  for  or  taken  out.  It 
places  the  foreign  author  in  Canada  under 
the  Act  of  1887.  Under  that  Act  there 
was  no  objection  offered  by  the  British 
Government.  But  certain  publishers  in 
Canada  who  got  the  ear  of  the  government 
desired  that  they  might  have  the  right  to 
publish  the  works  of  foreign  and  British  and 
American  authors  without  regard   to   any 


bargain  they  may  make  with  them  at  all ; 
and  the  Act  of  1889  changed  the  Act  of 
1887  in  so  far  ns  that  no  work^  were  protect- 
ed for  copyri<-ht  in  Canada  for  British 
authors,  American  authors,  or  foreign 
authors  of  any  kind,  unless  they  publish^, 
printed,  and  manufactured  the  books  in 
Canada  in  one  month  after  it  had  been 
brought  out  in  Great  Britain  or  elsewhere  ; 
after  it  had  l>een  brought  out  in  England, 
it  was  absolutely  necessary  that  it  should  be 
brought  out  in  Canada,  published,  printed 
and  manufactured  here  in  order  to  give  it 
any  protection  at  all.  If  the  British  author 
failed  to  apply  for  copyright  under  those 
conditions,  which  required  that  they  should 
go  to  that  expense,  then  there  was  no  pro- 
tection ;  then  any  publisher  in  Canada  had 
a  right  to  take  possession  of  any  work  that 
they  chose,  and  publish  it  without  reference 
to  the  author  himself.  There  was  a  pro- 
vision made  that  the  government  would 
license,  not  one  author  with  a  copyright,  but 
that  they  would  give  a  license  t;j  every  pub- 
lisher in  Canada  to  publish  those  works  just 
as  they  saw  fit  upon  payment  of  10  per  cent 
of  the  cost  to  the  English  author,  if  copy- 
righted, or  12^  per  cent  if  licensed. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— Provided  the 
British  author  did  not  print  and  publish  it 
in  Canada  within  a  certain  time. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— Yes,  the  penalty 
put  upon  the  British  author  was  that  he 
should  print  and  publish  the  work  in  Canada 
within  one  month  after  it  was  published  else- 
where. If  he  did  not  go  to  that  expense, 
then  there  was  no  protection  afforded  to  the 
British  author,  and  the  Act  of  1889  is 
designed  to  show  a  spirit  of  fairness  by  say- 
ing that  when  a  license  is  granted  to  a  pub- 
lisher in  Canada  to  ^take  possession  of  a 
British  author's  works  without  his  consent, 
the  licensee  should  pay  ten  per  cent  on  the 
value  of  the  work  to  the  author ;  and  at  the 
time  the  act  was  passed,  I  believe  it  was 
upon  the  statute-book  that  the  Canadian 
Government  would  collect  the  12^  per  cent 
through  the  custom-house.  Now,  I  believe 
that  protection,  so  far  as  the  custom-house 
is  concerned,  has  been  withdrawn,  and  that 
that  protection  is  no  longer  in  existence,  so 
far  as  the  government  becominj;  responsible 
for  the  collection  of  the  10  or  12J  per  cent; 
therefore  there  is  absolutely  no  protection 
to  the  British  author  in  regard  to  the  matter. 
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Supposing  that  one  of  our  one  cent  news- 
papers of  Canada  takes  possession  of  a  popu- 
lar work  and  publishes  it,  he  calculates,  or 
computes  what  the  12'J-  percent  of  the  value 
of  the  work  is.  I  say  that  it  is  a  most  un- 
fair way  of  dealing  with  the  author  to  say, 
"  We  will  fix  the  remuneration  and  let  you 
whistle  for  it  to  the  best  of  your  ability." 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
The  hon.  gentleman  wants  us  to  be  denied 
the  rights  which  our  neighbours  possess  and 
compel  us  to  pay  it  to  the  Americans. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— That  is  just 
exactly  the  question  I  am  going  to  discuss.  I 
am  going  to  show  a  great  deal  more  profit  will 
accrue  to  the  publishers  and  labour  employed 
in  Canada  than  by  the  policy  we  propose  to 
pursue  nt  the  present  moment.  We  are  not 
leaving  the  individual  to  run  risks  as  to  the 
piracy  of  works,  but  we  seek  to  legalize  that 
piracy  of  the  authors  of  our  British  do- 
minions when  we  receive  the  protection  of 
that  large  field  of  authors  which  is  now  being 
denied  to  British  authors  on  Canadian  soil ; 
but  what  I  want  to  point  out  is  that  there 
is  no  protection  to  the  British  author  in  the 
clause  that  gives  1 2^  per  cent  commission  to 
any  licensee,  that  there  is  no  way  in  which  a 
British  author  could  come  over  here  and 
bother  about  collecting  it ;  that  during  a 
period  of  10  years  while  that  Act  was  in  force, 
and  while  the  Canadian  Government  became 
responsible  for  that  12i  per  cent,  there  wai 
only  $5,000  collected  upon  copyright;  so 
that  it  shows  that  even  when  the  pro- 
tection was  afforded  by  the  Canadian  Gov- 
ernment becoming  responsible  for  all  this, 
there  was  only  that  amount  of  $5,000  col- 
lected during  a  period  of  ten  years.  Now, 
hon.  gentlemen,  is  it  wise  for  us  to  continue, 
to  legislate  under  such  a  condition  as  that  7 
I  am  now  purely  speaking  from  the  stand- 
point of  honest  statesmanship.  Is  it  right 
that  we  as  a  government  should  so  frame  our 
Act  that  we  are  going  to  rob  our  fellow  sub- 
jects in  Great  Britain  of  the  Just  right  of 
their  brain  which  is  accorded  by  almostevery 
intelligent  nation  in  Europe  as  an  inherent 
right  to  them,  and  the  protection  which  thoy 
ire  giving  and  affording  to  them?  We  say  : 
"  We  will  not  give  you  that  protection ;  we 
will  pirate  your  works  and  give  our  publish- 
3rs  leave  and  license  to  pirate  them  to  any 
extent  they  choose  subject  to  the  percent- 
ige  condition." 


Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— That  was  not 
the  effect  of  the  Act  of  1889.  We  say, 
print  and  publish  your  works  in  Canada.  If 
you  refuse,  then  we  claim  the  right  to  do  so 
and  pay  you  a  percentage. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOUJiTON— Yes,  that  is  the 
effect  of  the  Act  of  1889  ;  if  the  British 
author  does  not  comply  with  that  condition. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— Oh,  yes,  cer- 
tainly. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— You  impose  upon 
a  man  an  enormous  pecuniary  penalty  for 
the  sake  of  obtaining  Canadian  readers, 
when  he  has  sixty-five  million  readers  in  the 
United  States,  and  sixty-five  million  i-eaders 
in  British  possessions,  and  here  for  the  sake 
of  three  million  and  a  half  readers  in  Canada 
— or  one  million  and  a  half  French  Canadian 
readers — you  are  going  to  impose  on  thn 
author  the  expense  of  publishing  that  work 
here  to  prevent  his  work  being  pirated.  I 
say  it  is  too  heavy  a  penalty  to  place  an 
author  under.  I  do  not  think  it  is  fair  at 
all. 

Hon.  Mr.  ANGERS— The  10  per  cent  is 
the  compensation. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULT' -N— That  is  provided 
the  work  is  copyrighted  in  Canada.  If  the 
English  author  does  not  think  it  worth 
while  to  copyright  his  work  here  for  the 
three  and  a  half  millions  in  Canada  after 
having  published  it  for  the  sixty-five 
millions  in  the  United  States,  I  say  you  are 
imposing  too  heavy  a  penalty  on  him. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
How  does  that  aSect  the  sixty-five  millions 
in  the  States  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— The  English 
author  pursues  this  policy :  When  he  has 
written  a  work  ho  desires  to  copyright  it. 
He  desires  to  get  that  copyright  extended, 
and  copyright  it  in  England.  It  is  a  condi- 
tion of  the  international  convention  that 
his  protection  extends  all  over  the  world. 
The  United  States  have  not  yet  included 
themselves  in  the  Berne  Convention.  They 
have  only  given  up  piracy  for  the  last  few 
years.  They  have  not  an  Act  yet  to  make 
them  part  of  the  Berne  Convention  ;  such  nn 
Act  will,  I  believe,  be  passed  very  soon,  but 
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at  present  they  are  not  in  the  Berne  Conven- 
tion. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— They  can  send 
their  book.s  to  us  while  we  cannot  spnd  ours 
over  into  the  United  States.  They  hold  the 
monopoly  of  the  Canadian  market  and  are 
not  compelled  to  print  their  books  in  Canada, 
whilst  we,  to  secure  the  United  States 
market,  are  compelled  to  print  and  manu- 
facture them  in  that  country. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— I  wish  to  point 
out  that  the  English  sell  the  copyright  on 
this  continent  to  a  publisher  in  the  United 
States  or  Canada.  He  will  sell  to  the  Cana- 
dian author  just  as  well  as  he  will  to  the 
English  author. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BO  WELL— No. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— I  beg  pardon. 
The  Canadian  author  can  out-bid  the  Ameri- 
can author  and  get  possession  of  that  work 
published  in  the  United  States  and  publish- 
ed in  Canada  if  he  choose.  That  is  exactly 
the  position  in  which  it  stands.  There  is 
nothing  in  the  world  to  prevent  our  pub- 
lishers making  a  bid  for  any  work  of  an 
English  author  and  overbidding  the  Ameri- 
can, and  the  Canadian  publisher  by  that 
means  can  get  possession  of  the  copyright 
on  the  continent.  All  he  has  to  do  in  the 
United  States  is  to  set  the  type  there. 

Hon.  Mr.  ANGERS— The  same  thing  i 
here.  ' 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— No,  in  Canada  it 
has  to  be  printed,  published  and  manu- 
factured. Type  need  not  be  set  in  Canada. 
But  it  is  a  very  different  thing  putting  an 
author  to  the  expense  of  printing  a  work 
for  sixty-five  million  readers  and  putting 
him  to  the  expense  of  printing  for  three 
million  readers.  | 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— He  will  not! 
publish  himself,  in  Canada,  and  won't  al-] 
low  us  to  publish,  but  he  wants  to  force  us  i 
to  buy  from  the  United  States. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— I  wish  to  explain 
to  you  in  what  favourable  position  the  Cana- 1 
dian  publisher  stands  ;  the  condition  upon  ] 
which  copyright  is  obtained  in  the  United 
States  to  the  sixty-five  millions  readers  is  > 
that  they  shall  set  the  type  for  the  work  in ! 
the  United  States.  They  are  not  required  \ 
to  manufacture  or  print  or  publish  only  so , 


far  as  two  books  are  concerned.  To  get  the 
copyright  in  the  United  States  they  have  to 
deposit  with  the  librarian  of  congress  two 
works  that  have  been  printed,  published  and 
set  up  in  the  United  States.  Now  here  b 
nothing  to  prevent  a  Canaditin  publisher 
purchasing  the  copyright  from  English 
author,  setting  up  the  type  in  the 
United  States,  striking  oft  the  plate, 
bringing  the  plate  into  Canada  and 
publishing  the  whole  work  for  this  continent 
in  Canada.  There  is  no  law  against  that. 
The  only  condition  that  is  attached  to  the 
American  copyright  is  that  one  condition 
of  setting  the  type.  Then  from  that  type 
stereotype  plates  can  be  struck  off.  They 
can  be  brought  into  Canada  here  and  the 
work  published  in  Canada  and  then  distri- 
buted over  the  United  States  and  sold  there 
and  that  will  hold  the  copyright  for  this 
continent. 

Hon.  Mr.  ANGERS— No,  you  would 
have  to  pay  duty. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— Certainly  they 
have  to  pay  duty,  but  there  is  no  other  man 
can  go  into  competition  with  you.  There  is 
no  other  publisher  in  the  United  States  or 
elsewhere  can  go  into  competition  with  yon. 
Our  publisher  would  have  the  sole  right  on 
this  continent  to  sell  that  work.  I  am  only 
showing  you  that  Canadian  publishers  are 
not  forbidden,  and  all  they  have  to  do  is  to 
have  the  pluck  and  enterprise  in  order  to  take 
hold  of  it,  and  they  are  quite  capable  of  do- 
ing it.  But  so  long  as  they  have  the  right 
to  publish  in  Canada  without  costing  any- 
thing, and  pirating  the  best  works  in  the 
United  States  or  Great  Britain  I  do  not 
suppose  they  ask  for  anything  better  than 
that,  and  therefore  they  are  quite  satisfied 
to  leave  the  matter  in  it«  present  posi- 
tion. As  I  said  to  a  manufacturer  "  If  you 
were  to  have  free  trade  in  this  country  you 
would  quadruple  your  business  compared 
with  what  you  are  doing  to-day."  He  says, 
"  I  believe  that,  but  I  am  very  well  satisfied 
ns  it  is."  That  is  very  much  the  position  the 
Canadian  publisher  takes.  If  they  have  the 
right  to  pirate  the  popular  works  and  pay 
nothing  for  it  they  are  very  well  satisfied : 
and  that  is  the  position  in  which  we  are 
placing  our  publishers  or  rather  the  copy- 
right association  seek  to  place  us.  Now, 
I  wish  to  point  out  to  the  hon.  leader, 
because  he  is  a  man  of  su£Bcient  expe- 
rience in  legislation    and  statesmanship  to 
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know  that  public  approval  has  to  be  at  the 
bottom  of  all  safe  legislation.  I  take  the 
census  returns  just  to  see  exactly  the 
number  of  printing  and  publishing  offices 
and  I  see  that  there  are  589  in  Canada 
that  includes  newspaper  and  all ;  that  their 
working  capital  altogether  amounts  to  eight 
million  dollars ;  they  employ  altogether 
7,500  hands.  The  total  amount  they  paid  out 
in  wages  was  three  million  and  seventy-nine 
thousand  dollars  and  the  total  amount 
paid  out  for  raw  material  two  million  nine 
hundred  and  ten  thousand  dollars,  and  the 
total  value  of  articles  produced  according  to 
this  return  is  eight  million  three  hundred 
and  eighteen  thousand  dollars.  Now,  how 
many  publishera  and  individuals  are  there 
in  the  copyright  association  who  are  press- 
ing for  a  change  in  our  laws  so  far  as  with- 
drawing from  the  Berne  CJonvention  and 
introducing  piracy.  Only  26,  according  to 
a  correspondent  in  the  MaU,  out  of  589 
publishers  in  Canada  who  hive  taken  no 
action  in  the  matter  whatever  the  copyright 
association  only  appear  to  have  brought 
the  attention  of  the  government  to  the 
matter  and  upon  which  the  government  has 
been  acting.  Now,  hon.  gentlemen,  those 
printing  and  publishing  establishments  have 
attained  those  large  dimensions  without  the 
aid  of  literary  piracy,  and  I  would  urge 
upon  the  government  to  pause  upon  the 
threshold  before  they  legalize  what  has  been 
termed  an  immoral  practice  in  dealing  with 
the  rights  of  those  who  are  at  our  mercy. 

I  move  the  adjournment  of  the  debate. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  Senate  then  adjourned. 


THE  SENATE. 
Ottatoa,  Wednesday,  5th  June,  1895. 

The  SPEAKER  took  the  Chair  at  Three 
o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 

FUR  SEAL  FISHING  IN  THE  NORTH 
PACIFIC. 

MOTION. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (Victoria)  rose 
to 

Inquire  of  the  gcvernment  if  the  Imperial  Gov- 
eminent  has  Rubniitted  a  draft  of  the  proposed  bill 


in  restraint  of,  or  to  further  refoilate  "  Fur  .Seal 
fishing  in  the  North  Pacific  Ocean,"  and  ha«  the 
Dominion  Government  furnished  the  opinions  of 
experts  on  this  subject,  or  has  it  been  asked  by  the 
Imperial  Government  to  do  so  ?  Or,  will  the  gov- 
ernment be  able  to  indicate  now,  wherein  the 
proposed  legislation  and  regulations  will  differ 
from  that  now  in  operation  t 

He  said  :  This  question  is  one  of  import- 
ance to  the  whole  Dominion,  but  more  parti- 
cularly to  Ftritish  Columbia.  While  I  admire 
British  institutions,  I  have  to  admit  that 
when  the  imperial  authorities  come  to  arbi- 
trate on  colonial  afiairs,  especially  in  connec- 
tion with  international  matters  in  which  the 
United  States  Government  is  concerned,  I 
have  no  conOdence  in  them,  and  any  im- 
perial legislation  relating  to  this  country 
requires  the  strictest  attention  here.  I  have 
no  duubt  that  our  government  have  safe- 
guarded the  imperial  legislation  in  this  case 
with  regard  to  the  taking  of  fur  seals  in  the 
Pacific  Ocean,  and  that  we  shall  have  a  bill 
based  on  common  sense,  an  element  entire- 
ly lacking  in  the  regulations  now  in  force. 
If  these  regulntions  had  been  framed  for  the 
purpose  of  killing  off  the  seal  life  in  the  Paci- 
fic, instead  of  protecting  it,  they  could  not 
have  been  better  adapted  for  the  purpose 
The  seals  begin  to  move  from  the  southern 
part  of  California  to  the  breeding  grounds  in 
the  north  in  January.  Our  vessels  leave 
British  Columbia  in  Jnnuary  and  go  south 
to  meet  the  seal-*.  They  follow  them  forfour 
months  on  their  way  to  Behring  Sea,  and 
the  seals  are  killed  off  while  they  are  with 
young.  Then  when  the  seals  reach  Behring 
Sea,  the  prohibition  begins,  just  when  the 
killing  of  the  seals  ought  to  be  allowed  to  go 
on.  I  do  not  know  what  the  regulations 
will  be,  but  those  which  are  in  force  at  pre- 
sent are  simply  absurd. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— The  sooner  the 
seals  are  killed  off  the  better  for  British 
Columbia  and  for  Canada  generally.  They 
are  great  destroyers  of  the  food  fish  of  the 
country  especially  salmon,  and  for  the  few 
skins  that  our  sealers  secure,  it  is  not  worth 
while  protecting  them.  I  believe  it  is  better 
to  preserve  the  food  fish  as  far  as  possible, 
and  let  the  seals  go.  The  object  of  the 
British  Government  seems  to  be  to  protect 
the  seal  for  the  benefit  of  the  United  States. 
The  sooner  we  get  our  claim  for  damages 
settled  by  the  United  States,  and  the  seals 
are  killed  off,  the  better  for  Canatla. 
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Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.  C.)— How 
would  the  hon.  gentleman  like  to  have  the 
codfish  killed  ofi  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— They  are  food 
fish  ;  seals  are  not. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
The  only  knowledge  the  government  has  of 
the  contents  of  the  measure  which  has  been 
submitted  to  the  imperial  parliament  is  what 
they  have  gleaned  from  the  cable  reports  that 
have  appeared  in  the  newspapers.  Imme- 
diateiy  upon  reading  the  cablegram  as  pub- 
lished, I  telegraphed  lo  the  High  Commis- 
sioner to  impress  upon  the  Imperial  Govern- 
ment not  to  proceed  with  a  bill  of  that 
c  laracter  until  it  had  been  transmitted  to  the 
Canadian  Govemment,in  order  that  wemight 
make  any  comments  that  we  thought  neces- 
sary uj'On  a  question  affecting  the  interests  of 
this  country,  and  himself  to  send  a  copy  of 
the  bill  at  the  earliest  possible  moment.  It 
is  impossible  to  say  what  the  intention  of 
the  Imperial  Government  is  in  reference  to 
this  question  of  the  regulations  further  than 
this :  the  law  as  it  stands  on  the  imperial 
statute  books,  based  upon  the  award  and  de- 
cision of  the  Paris  arbitration  is  not  such  as 
met  the  approval  of  the  Canadian  Govern- 
ment. Our  objection  was  in  the  direction 
indicated  by  the  hon.  member  from  Victoria. 
We  pointed  out  what  we  thought  was  ob- 
jectionable, and  also  objected  in  very  strong 
terms  to  portions  of  the  regulations  which 
we  believe  gave  to  the  United  States  fisher- 
men advantages  which  could  not  be  enjoyed 
by  Canadians.  I  will  not  detail,  at  the 
present  moment,  what  they  were.  Some  of 
these  claims  have  been  conceded  by  the 
British  Government,  and  we  are  in  hopes 
that  the  bill  which  has  been  introduced  is  in 
the  direction  of  the  requirements  and  wishes 
and  representations  of  the  present  govern- 
ment. As  soon  as  we  can  get  any  definite 
information,  I  shall  be  glad  to  lay  it  before 
the  Senate. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)— I  am 
very  glad  to  hear  of  the  steps  which  have 
been  taken  by  the  government  in  this 
matter. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I 
might  add,  for  the  information  of  those  who 
are  particularly  interested  in  the  Pacific 
coast,  that  no  step  has  been  taken  in  this 
■natter   that    has    not    been    very    clo  ely 


watohed  and  scrutinized,  and  not  a  moment  j 
time  is  lost  in  entering  our  protest  where  we 
think  the  regulations  are  adverse  to  our 
fisheries. 

THE  FALDING  DIVORCE  BILL 

THIBD  READING. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLEMOW  moved  the  thin! 
reading  of  Bill  (C)  "  An  Act  for  the  relief  of 
Mary  Bradshaw  Falding." 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH  -The  evidence 
was  only  brought  down,  or  placed  in  my 
hands,  last  evening  about  nine  o'clock.  I 
have  no  objection  to  the  bill — I  believe  this 
is  a  case  in  which  the  divorce  should  be 
granted — but  the  evidence  should  be  in  our 
hands  at  least  forty-eight  hours  before  we 
are  called  upon  to  deal  with  the  case. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLEMOW— The  evidence  was 
in  my  possession  yesterday.  I  do  not  under- 
stand how  it  takes  so  long  to  print  this  evi- 
dence. The  printing  committee  ought  to  see 
that  there  is  greater  promptitude  in  printing 
the  reports. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to  and  the  bill 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed  on  s 
division. 

THE  ODELL  DIVORCE  CASE. 

REPORT  OF  THE  COMMITTEE  REJECTED. 

The  Order  of  the  day  having  been  read, 

C'onsideration  of  the  Ninth  report  of  the  Stand' 
ing  Committee  on  Divorce  in  the  matter  of  Loop 
Sewell  OdcU  petition. 

Hon.  Mr.  KIRCHHOFFER  said :  In 
moving  the  adoption  of  this  report  a  few- 
words  of  explanation  might  not  be  (.ut  of 
place  in  order  that  this  House  might  be  fur- 
ther seized  with  the  position  in  which  the 
case  now  presents  itself.  I  should  like  the 
House  to  understand  that  the  case  has  not 
yet  come  before  the  committee  in  any  way 
on  the  merits — only  in  reference  to  the  legal 
points  which  have  arisen  in  connection  with 
it.  The  petition  of  Mr.  Odell  was  duly  pre- 
sented. It  'was  found  to  be  in  order  and 
was  so  reported  to  this  House,  but  when  it 
was  brought  in,  a  counter  petition  was  filed 
by  the  respondent,  who  while  not  admitting 
any  of  the  allegations  contained  in  the  bill, 
and  in  fact  expressly  denying  them  and  re- 
serving to  herself  all  the  grounds  and  rights 
she  has  in  contesting  the  bill,  still  insists 
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that  these  proceedings  should  not  now  be 
taken  into  consideration,  because  a  suit  in 
which  the  same  questions  arise  is  now  before 
the  civil  courts  of  this  country.  It  appears 
thtt  last  year  Mr.  Odell  brought  an  action 
in  the  Superior  Court  for  the  district  of 
Quebec  for  a  separation,  for  the  custody  of 
the  children,  and  for  a  settlement  of  certain 
rights  of  property.  This  case  was  tried  be- 
fore: a  single  judge,  and  a  v«  rdict  was 
recorded  for  the  plaintiff  against  the  present 
respondent.  Upon  ihis,  however,  being  ap- 
pealed to  the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench,  which 
is  the  highest  court  in  the  province  of 
Quebec,  the  finding  of  the  court  below 
was  reversed,  and  the  action  was  dismissed. 
Against  this  judgment  Mr.  Odell  has  now 
appealed  to  the  Supreme  Court  of  Canada. 
The  case  has  not  yet  been  tried,  and  I  under- 
stand it  has  been  postponed  to  the  fall  term 
of  the  Supreme  Court,  in  which  case  it  will 
be  impossible — at  least  I  hope  it  will  be  im- 
possible— that  it  should  be  adjudicated  upon 
during  the  present  session  of  parliament. 
The  respondent  alleges  that  the  case  will  be 
prejudiced  and  her  rights  and  interests  will 
be  jeopardized  by  these  proceedings  being 
now  taken  into  consideration,  because  she 
states,  in  the  event  of  a  divorce  being  granted 
the  relative  positions  of  the  parties  to  the 
suit  might  be  materially  affected.  Upon  this 
counter  petition  being  presented,  your  com- 
mittee reported  that  the  petition  was  correct, 
and  that  they  had  considered  this  counter 
petition  and  reported  as  follows  : 

3.  Your  committee  have  also  carefully  considered 
the  petition  of  the  said  Marie  Louise  Luurentine 
Gregory,  the  respondent  in  this  matter,  presented 
to  yonr  honourable  Houae  on  Sllonday,  the  '29th 
of  April  instant,  praying  that  in  view  of  an  action 
t«  !<dpamtion  de  corps  et  <le  bitn»  now  pending  be- 
tween the  said  parties  and  in  appeal  to  the  Supreme 
Court  of  Canada  from  the  judgment  of  the  Court 
of  Queen's  Bench  for  the  province  of  Quebec,  she 
may  not  be  subjected  to  a  double  trial,  and  that 
the  bill  of  divorce  may  not  be  taken  into  consid- 
eration until  such  time  as  the  issue  raised  in  the 
civil  courts,  now  pending  in  the  Supreme  Court  of 
Canada,  \k  finally  determined. 

4.  On  consideration  of  the  said  petition  of  the 
respondent  and  of  the  certifie.l  copy  of  the  judg- 
ment of  the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench  for  the  pro- 
vince of  Quebec  filed  therewith,  your  committee 
recommend  that  further  action  on  the  petition  of 
Loop  Sewell  Odell  be  deferred  until  such  time  as 
the  respective  parties  have  been  heard  by  counsel 
before  your  committee  and  report  thereon  has  lieen 
made  by  your  committee. 

In  accordance  with  instructions,  both 
p>arties  to  the  suit  were  notified  to  appear 
before  us  on  a  certain  day.     They  did  so  by 


their  counsel,  and  the  case  was  very  fully 
and  ably  argued  by  Mr.  Pelletier,  for  the 
respondent,  and  by  Mr.  Hosg  and  Mr. 
Lemieux  for  the  petitioner,  with  the  result 
that, as  the  opinions  of  these  eminent  counsels 
were  diametrically  opposed  to  one  another, 
your  committee  had  to  give  the  matter  their 
own  most  serious  consideration  and  draw 
their  own  conclusions  on  the  subject.  It 
was  perfectly  plain  that  the  questions  which 
were  at  issue  before  the  courts — that  is  the 
custody  of  the  children  and  the  right  of 
property — were  such  as  this  House  would  not 
take  cognizance  of.  It  was  equally  patent 
that  the  remaining  portion — that  is  the 
petition  for  divorce — was  one  which  was  out 
of  the  juris  liction  of  the  courts,  and  so  far 
there  was  no  conflict.  The  only  question 
then  was  as  to  whether,  in  the  event  of  a 
divorce  being  granted  and  the  marriage 
tie  being  dissolved,  the  position  of  the 
relative  parties  to  the  suits  in  question 
would  be  altered  to  the  prejudice  of 
either  or  of  both.  Your  committee 
came  to  the  conclusion  that  they  had  nothing 
else  to  do  with  the  matters  outside  of  those 
whicli  came  before  us  in  their  own  particular 
province  ;  that  if  they  were  to  allow  extra- 
neous matters  of  this  sort  to  be  introduced 
where  parties  to  a  divorce  wished  to  have  a 
postponement,  either  before  or  after  divorce 
proceedings  were  instituted,  one  or  other  of 
them  might  take  action  against  the  other, 
and  then  apply  for  a  stay  of  proceedings 
here  on  the  ground  that  certain  matters  in 
question  were  suh  judice.  The  opinion  of 
several  members  of  the  committee  was  that, 
even  in  the  event  of  a  divorce  being  granted, 
the  proceedings  in  the  courts  might  be  very 
easily  amended  so  as  to  meet  the  altered 
condition  of  affairs  by  the  divorce  ;  and,  in- 
deed, I  do  not  see  why  we  ourselves,  if  we 
were  to  make  a  report  recommending  a  di- 
vorce, should  not  provide  that  in  such  an 
event  the  relative  position  of  the  parties  to 
these  suits  should  not  be  changed  in  any 
event,  outside  of  what  we  are  to  decide  by 
our  dissolution  of  the  marriage  tie  if  we  did 
80.  I  hope  this  explanation  has  placed  the 
matter  clearly  before  the  House. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— My  hon.  friend 
has  fairly  laid  before  the  House  the  position 
of  the  case,  but  he  must  see  that  the  same 
ground  upon  which  the  action  was  insti- 
tuted before  the  courts,  are  the  grounds  on 
which   the   divorce   is   sought    here.     The 
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question  of  adultery  is  the  main  question 
which  is  yet  on  trial  in  the  civil  courts  in 
the  province  of  Quebec  and  you  are  asked 
virtually  here  now  to  sit  inappeal  and  toover- 
rule  the  decision  of  the  highest  court  in  Que- 
bec, the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench  over-ruling 
five  judges,  headed  by  Chief  Justice  Lacoste, 
who  dismissed  the  case.  It  was  tried  before 
one  judge  and  the  main  issue  was  simply 
one  of  adultery;  and  the  trial  judge  de- 
cided in  favour  of  the  petitioner,  but  on 
appeal  the  action  was  dismissed  by  the 
court  of  five  judges.  Now  we  are  virtually 
asked  to  sit  as  a  court  of  appeal  and  to  over- 
rule the  judgment  of  the  highest  tribunal 
of  the  province  of  Quebec.  How  unreason- 
able, how  unqualified  we  must  see  ourselves 
to  be  to  assume  such  a  position,  constituted 
as  we  are  ?  I  do  not  see  any  reason 
why  we  should  do  that.  I  cannot  see 
that  there  is  any  occasion  for  it.  This  peti- 
tioner, Odell,  a  wealthy  man,  makes  his 
choice.  He  prefers  to  go  to  the  civil  courts  of 
the  land  instead  of  coming  to  Parliament, 
and  the  courts  have  decided  against  him  so 
far,  and  he  is  not  satisfied  with  the  decision 
of  the  highest  court  in  Quebec  but  he  ap- 
peals to  the  Supreme  Court  of  Canada  and 
puts  his  wife  to  all  the  expense  of  this  liti- 
gation (and  the  expense  has  been  enormous), 
and  while  that  is  yet  undetermined,  he 
comes  here  and  asks  us  to  over-rule  the 
judgment  of  a  civil  tribunal,  the  court  which 
he  selected  to  obtain  redress.  Now,  I  ask 
the  House  in  all  seriousness  whether  they 
will  do  that — whether  a  man  will  have  a 
right  to  carry  on  a  double  action  1  He  has 
utterly  failed  in  his  civil  action,  and  he  comes 
and  endeavours  to  get  from  the  Senate  what 
he  has  failed,  so  far,  in  getting  from  the 
courts  in  the  province  of  Quebec.  I  think 
this  tribunal  is  not  anxious  to  be  in  conflict 
with  the  judgment  of  the  civil  court.  Why 
not  let  this  litigation  po  on  to  a  final  ter- 
mination 1  The  expenses  have  all  been  met 
and  they  are  very  great.  You  ask  this 
woman  to  bring  up  all  her  witnesses  and  try 
the  case  de  novo  before  us.  I  think  we  should 
not  do  that.  It  seems  to  me  to  be  taking 
the  case  out  of  the  hands  of  the  civil  tribunal 
while  it  is  yet  pending  and  to  determine  it 
here,  and,  in  fact,  to  overrule  the  decision 
of  the  highest  court  in  the  province  of  Que- 
bec. I  think  we  should  not  take  that  posi- 
tioii.  This  petitioner  should  do  one  thing 
or  the  other.  He  should  either  withdraw 
'-.hat  suit  from  the  civil  court  and   go  on 


here  or  else  indemnify  his  wife^for  I  sup- 
pose she  is  a  comparatively  poor  woman — for 
the  cost  of  bringing  all  those  witnesses  before 
the  divorce  committee.  It  is  a  dangerous 
proceeding  to  be  taken  by  parliament,  which 
is  by  no  means  as  qualified  and  capable  as 
the  judges  of  the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench  «r 
the  Supreme  Court  of  Canada,  to  which  the 
petitioner,  Odell,  has  now  appealed,  to  try 
such  a  question.  Of  course  the  court  there 
cannot  separate  them.  They  have  not  the 
power  ;  but  if  he  succeeds  in  his  action  be- 
fore the  cirU  tribunal,  the  other,  as  a  matter 
of  course,  will  follow ;  but  it  is  merely  a 
question  of  adultery  as  it  now  stands,  the 
highest  court  in  Quebec  having  decided  that 
the  plaintiff  has  no  cause  of  action,  I  do  not 
think  that  we  are  to  sit  as  a  court  of  appeal 
to  attempt  to  over-rule  their  decision.  This 
divorce  bill  is  asked  for  on  the  ground  of 
adultery,  and  the  civil  suit  now  pending  is 
based  on  exactly  the  same  charge. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES  (B.C.)— As  a  mem- 
ber of  that  committee  1  must  differ  from 
the  remarks  of  the  last  speaker.  When  the 
case  came  up  before  the  committee,  ast  the 
the  hon.  mover  of  this  report  has  said,  it 
was  very  ably  argued  by  counsel  on  both 
sides.  The  position  is  simply  this  :  the  peti- 
tioner applied  for  a  legal  separation  and  the 
case  was  tried  before  a  judge  of  the  Superior 
Court  in  the  Quebec  district.  Adultery  was 
proven  beyond  the  shadow  of  a  doubt. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— No. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— If  the  judges'  ruling 
was  found  to  be  based  upon  false  premises  I 
do  not  think  the  hou.  gentleman  is  justified 
in  saying  that.  I  understand  five  judges 
over-ruled  the  decision  of  one  judge. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES  (B.C.)— The  evi- 
dence of  her  adultery  was  overwhelming, 
according  to  the  statements  made  by  counsel 
for  the  petitioner  and  not  contradicted  by 
the  opposing  counsel.  She  appealed  from  the 
decision  of  that  judge  to  the  Court  of  Queen's 
Bench  in  the  province  of  Quebec,  by  whicii 
court  it  was  tried.  The  decision  of  the  single 
judge  was  reversed,  not  on  the  ground  that 
she  was  not  guilty  of  the  offence  alleged,  but 
simply  because  the  husband  had  condoned 
her  offences.  Upon  that  verdict  being  given, 
the  petitioner  appealed  to  the  Supreme 
Court  of  Canada  and  the  case  has  not  been 
heard  there  yet. 
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Hon.  Mr.  McMILLAN— If  the  hon.  gen- 
leman  will  excuse  me,  I  think  it  is  prema- 
ure  to  bring  a  matter  of  that  kind  before 
tiis  House. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Yes. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMILLAN— I  do  not  think 
i  is  fair  to  the  respondent,  nor  do  I  think 
Ills  House  will  listen  to  it.  Whatever  may 
ave  taken  place  in  the  court  at  Quebec  is 

different  thing  from  what  may  take  place 
ere,  and  it  is  time  enough  for  us  to  get 
tiat  evidence  when  it  is  reported  from  the 
roper  source,  but  to  prejudice  the  case  at 
bis  stage  is  not  fair. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES  (B.C.)— When  I 
'as  interrupted,  I  was  replying  to  the  re- 
larks  that  have  fallen  from  the  hon.  gentle- 
lan  from  Lunenburg.  My  only  reason  for 
eferring  at  the  present  time  to  the  evidence 
dduced  before  the  Quebec  courts  is  that  the 
vidence  was  argued  for  hours  before  the 
ommittee  by  able  counsel  on  both  sides,  and 

am  endeavouring  to  show  the  House  why 
he  committee  came  to  the  conclusion  to  re- 
ommend  the  report  now  underconsideration. 
'he  counsel  also  states  that  the  respondent 
rould  be  put  to  double  expense.  The  com- 
littee  gave  the  respondent  to  understand, 
hrough  her  counsel,  that  every  dollar  of  ex- 
ense  that  would  be  incurred  by  her  having 
0  appear  here  and  defend  herself,  and  the 
ost  of  bringing  her  witnesses  here,  would  be 
orne  by  the  petitioner. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— That  has  lieen 
epudiated  by  the  party  since  then. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES  (B.C.)— As  far  as  I 
m  aware  it  has  not  been  repudiated  by  the 
«titioner  and  his  counsel. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— My  hon.  friend 
i  in  error. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES  (B.  C).— If  I  am  in 
rror,  all  I  have  to  say  is  this,  that  every 
aember  of  the  committee,  with  the  exception 
if  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Lunenburg,  hold 
he  same  views  that  I  do  on  the  question.  I 
:now  that  the  majority  of  that  committee 
rill  not  proceed  with  the  case  until  an  order 
3  made  by  them  that  he  will  supply  every 
lollar  necessary  to  bring  her  here  and  to  de- 
ray  her  expenses  and  the  expenses  of  her 


counsel  and  witnesses.  The  position  we 
took  was  this :  That  as  long  as  the  peti- 
tioner complied  with  all  fhe  rules  and  regula- 
tions, it  was  not  for  them,  a  committee  of 
this  House,  to  take  cofjjnizance  of  any  otlier 
case  pending  in  a  lower  court.  Parliament 
is  the  supreme  court,  and  if  tlie  petitioner 
has  not  a  good  case,  and  if  he  has  condoned 
her  offences  as  the  counsel  contended, 
then  he  will  simply  not  get  hi.s  divorce. 
I  know  that  the  committee  will  not  for  a 
moment  consent  to  grant  him  a  divorce  if 
he  has  in  any  way  condoned  his  wife's 
offences,  and  as  far  as  the  other  ca«e  pend- 
ing in  the  courts  here  is  concerned,  we  were 
given  distinctly  to  understand  that  it  simply 
involved  the  custody  of  the  children.  The 
Senate  has  not  for  a  great  number  of  years 
interfered  in  any  way  as  to  the  custody  of 
children.  We  have  nothint'  at  all  to  do 
with  that ;  and  consequently  I  cannot  see 
how  the  recommendation  of  the  Divorce  Com- 
mittee or  even  the  granting  of  a  divorce,  can 
in  any  way  prejudice  the  respondents  case 
now  before  the  Supreme  Court,  or  affect  in- 
juriously the  interests  of  the  children. 

Hon.  Mr.  READ  (Quinte)— The  question 
of  expense  came  up  in  the  committee  and 
at  once  the  complainant's  counsel  stated — 
and  I  think  the  gentleman  who  was  asking 
for  the  bill  was  sitting  by — that  they  would 
bear  all  expenses.  I  have  been  on  that  com- 
mittee all  the  time  since  and  I  have  never 
heard  that  that  offer  has  been  withdrawn. 
Certainly  it  has  not  been  withdrawn  when 
the  committee  has  Ijeen  sitting.  As  I  un- 
derstand the  case,  this  complainant  can  prove 
several  cases  of  adultery  against  the  respon- 
dent ;  but  the  C'ourt  of  Queen's  Bench  held 
that  he  had  condoned  two  cases.  As  I  un- 
derstand, there  are  several  other  cases  to  be 
brought  against  her.  The  other  issues  are 
to  be  tried  besides  the  two  cases  which  the 
court  held  he  had  condoned. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— It  is  a  maxim  of  law 
that  it  is  the  part  of  a  good  judge  to  increase 
his  own  jurisdiction,  hut  I  do  not  think  that 
is  the  feeling  of  this  House ;  on  the  con- 
trary, hon.  gentlemen  in  this  House  have 
time  and  again  stated  their  sti-ong  op-nions 
that  those  divorce  cases  should  be  taken 
from  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Senate  and 
tried  in  the  courts,  on  the  ground  that  the 
ordinary  triburals  of  the  country  are  better 
able  to  deal  with  questions  of  evidence  and 
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law  than  was  the  committee  of  the  Senate. 
Now,  I  am  surprised  to  hear  iiome  of  the 
very  gentlemen  who  took  that  ground  most 
strongly  advocating  that  the  Senate  Com- 
mittee should  act  as  a  sort  of  Court  of  Appeal 
from  the  highest  cribunal  in  the  province  of 
Quebec. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES — But  tdey  are  not 
applying  for  a  divorce  there. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— The  hon.  gentleman 
says  that  they  are  not  applying  for  a  divorce. 
As  I  understand  the  case  it  is  just  this,  that 
the  same  evidence  which  would  be  required 
to  satisfy  this  House  that  the  party  was  en- 
titled to  a  divorce  would  be  required  in  the 
province  of  Quebec  to  entitle  the  party  to  a 
separation  de  corps  H  de  biens.  The  cases 
are  exactly  similar.  The  Court  of  Queen's 
Bench  of  the  province  of  Quebec — a  court 
composed,  I  understand,  of  able  judges  and 
presided  over  by  a  gentleman  whom  we  all 
know  to  be  a  sound  lawyer  and  a  man  of 
ability  and  integrity,  the  Hon.  Sir  Alex- 
andre Lacoste — unanimously  decided  that 
the  petitioner  in  this  case  was  not  entitled 
to  a  separation  de  corps  et  de  Mens,  and  not 
entitled  to  the  custody  of  his  children. 
The  petitioner  is  a  rich  man,  and  appeals 
from  that  decision  to  the  Supreme  Court  of 
Canada ;  and  now  this  House  is  asked,  at 
this  juncture,  to  step  in  and  take  the  ques- 
tion from  out  of  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Supreme  Court,  and  to  doal  with  it  here.     It 


Hon.    Mr.    McINNES  (B.C.)— The 
titioner  pays  for  it. 


pe- 


Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Admitting  that  he 
pays   for  it :  why  should  the   time  of  the 
committee  and  the  Hou&e  be  taken  up  with 
a   matter  that  is  now  being  considered  in  a 
tribunal  which  is  much  better  fitted  to  deal 
with  it  than  this  House  is  ?  Hon.   gentle- 
men speak  as  though  the  only  question  in- 
volved were  the  question  of  money.   Anyone 
who  has  been  present  at  a  meeting  of   the 
Committee  on   Divorce  of  this  House  must 
feel  obliged  to  dissent  from  that  opinion. 
The  position  of  the  respondent  in  this  ca.se, 
being   examined  and  cross-examined  in  the 
presence  of  a  number  of  gentlemen,  would  be 
a  most  painful  one,  and  I  do  not  think  we  are 
justified  in  compelling  that  lady  to  undergo 
such  torture,  when  there  is  no  necessity  for 
it.  The  position  of  the  respondent  is  quit*  as 
bad  as  the  proverbial  one  of  the  toad  under 
the  harrow.     If  by  declining  to  go  further 
with  this  matter  now  we  were  closing  the 
door   to   Mr.    Odell  for   the   future,    there 
might  be  some  question  about  the  propriety 
of  our  not  hearing  the    cas<»    any    further 
now  ;   but  it  seems  to  me  the  ends  of  justice 
will  be  best  met  in  this  way ;  let  the  pro- 
ceedings before  the  Divorce  Committee  cease, 
with  the  understanding  that  if  Mr.  Odell 
succeeds   before  the   ultimate  court  of    ap- 
peal, the  proceedings  can  be  taken  up  next 
session  at  the  same  stage  at  which  they  stop 
now.     I    think   that  will  be    a  reasonable 


is  a   proposition   such   as   has   never   been  j  course  and  will  not  involve  any  needless  ad- 
made  to  this  House  before  and  one  that  I  do  i  ditional  expense  to  him  and  it  will  not  in- 


not  believe  honourable  members  of 
this  House  will  entertain.  Look  at  the 
future.  I  have  the  greatest  respect  for 
the  Committee  on  Divorce  in  this  House. 


Hon.  Mr.  READ — You  never  give  them 
a  vote. 


volve  any  unnecessary  delay.  The  husband 
is  separated  from  his  wife  now,  I  presume, 
and  he  can  bear  the  separation  for  a  few 
months  more.  I  hope  that  the  Senate  will 
not  establish  what  I  feel  will  be  a  very  vici- 
ous precedent  by  undertaking  to  proceed 
with  this  c£ise.  The  proper  course  is  to  de- 
cide now  that  we  shall  go  no  further,  but 
Hon.  Mr.  POWER — I  have  the  highest  i  that  the  proceedings  shall  be  suspended  until 
respect  for  the  legal  knowledge  and  ability  \  the  Senate  is  made  aware  of  the  decision  of 
of  the  hon.  gentleman  who  is  now  acting  as  i  the  Supreme  Court.  The  hon.  gentleman 
chairman  of  that  committee.  Partly  because  |  from  V^ictoria  was  very  emphatic  on  the 
I  have  confidence  in  and  respect  for  the  point  that  we  were  not  supposed  to  know 
committee,  I  believe  that  the  committee  i  anything  about  the  proceedings  which  were 
wouldultimatelyarriveatthesame  conclusion   taken  elsewhere.     In  former  years,  when  we 


which  the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench  in  Quebec 
have  come  to,  and  then  all  the  time  and 
money  expended  in  connection  with  the 
hearing  before  this  tribunal  would  have  been 
wasted.     Why  should  we  do  that  ? 


dealt  with  alimony,  or  undertook  to  deal 
with  alimony  and  the  custody  of  the  child- 
ren— and  I  fancy  it  is  still  the  practice — it 
was  quite  a  common  thing  under  our  rules 
where  proceedings  had  been  taken  in  any 
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:ourt,  that  exemplifications  of  those  proceed- 
ngs  should  be  submitted  to  this  House  and 
■eferred  to  the  committee  to  help  them  in 
.heir  inquiries.  It  is  absurd  to  shut  our 
iyes  to  the  fact  that  this  case  has  gone 
ih  rough  the  courts  of  Quebec  and  is  now 
)efore  the  highest  court  of  appeal  in  Can- 
ada, 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES  (B.  C.)— There  is 
>ne  explanation  I  forgot  to  make.  I  in- 
vaded to  refer  to  the  Hart  case  which  was 
jefore  the  Senate  in  1888.  Mrs.  Hart 
tpplied ■ 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— I  rise  to  a 
(uestion  of  order.  The  hon.  gentleman  has 
ipoken  ;  it  is  not  an  explanation  of  what  the 
ion.  member  from  Halifax  has  said.  If  he 
nakes  another  speech  I  shall  have  an 
)pportunity  to  answer  that,  with  regard  to 
,he  Hart  case. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— What  this  report 
s  asking  from  this  House  is  to  settle  here  a 
juestion  of  civil  rights  which  is  now  pend- 
ng  in  the  courts.  That  is  the  real  issue 
nvolved  in  the  adoption  of  the  report. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCALLUM— That  is  not  the 
juestion. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  will  prove  that 
t  is  the  question.  What  is  the  question 
jefore  this  House?  The  petitioner  comes 
lere  asking  that  this  House  shall  declare 
;hat  the  tie  of  marriage  is  dissolved  ;  then 
f  that  is  to  be  the  solution,  what  will  be  the 
x)sition  of  the  parties  before  the  other 
:ourts  1  What  will  Mr.  Odell  or  Mrs.  Odell 
'ain  by  a  judgment  of  the  Supreme  Court 
vhen  this  House  has  declared  that  the  tie  of 
narriage  is  dissolved. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCALLUM— This  House  will 
lecide  that  question  on  evidence  and  evi- 
lence  alone. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY — Now  it  is  said  that 
ill  the  rules  and  regulations  havp,  been  com- 
)lied  with,  and,  therefore,  that  Mr.  Odell  has 
I  right  to  come  here  and  seek  a  divorce. 
iVell  there  is  one  thing  that  we  must  not 
orget  ;  public  rights  must  be  superior  to 
jrivate  rights,  and  when  a  matter  of  public 
nterest,  involving  the  question  of  civil  rights 
B  at  issue,  I  think  that  public  rights  must 
upersede  any  private  rights  of  Mrs.  or  Mr. 
)dell.  It  has  been  said  that  the  court 
15 


below  has  reversed  the  judgment,  but  not  on 
the  ground  thatadultery  had  not  been  proved. 
Well,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  theCourtof  Queen's 
Bench  in  Quebec  in  reversing  tlie  judgment 
said :  "We  do  not  want  to  ascertain  if 
adultery  has  been  committed  or  not ;  we  do 
not  want  to  enter  into  that  matter,  but 
should  it  be  the  case  that  adultery  has  been 
proved,  there  is  also  the  proof  that  condona- 
tion took  place.  We  do  not  say  that 
adultery  has  been  proved,  but  even  if  it  has 
been  proved,  there  is  condonation,  and 
for  that  reason  we  reverse  the  judgment." 
That  is  not  finding  that  adultery  has  been 
proved.  As  regards  custody  of  the  children, 
that  does  not  come  up  here  at  all.  What- 
ever decision  the  Senate  conies  to,  the  chil- 
dren will  be  given  to  the  parent  who  is  fit 
to  have  the  custody  of  them.  The_v  may  be 
given  to  the  father  to-day,  and  if  the  father 
does  not  behave  well,  they  may  be  removed 
from  him  later  on  andgiven  toother  relations. 
That  is  a  separate  question  altogether  and 
does  not  coine  up  here  for  redress  ;  but  one 
thing  is  evident,  and  will  I  suppose  impress 
all  the  hon.  members  of  this  House  that  in 
passing  a  bill  of  divorce  to-day  you  are 
changing  the  position  of  tlie  parties  before 
the  courts,  and  rendering  all  appeal  from  the 
courts  impossible.  Some  one  said  that  a 
stay  in  tho  proceedings  of  this  House  on  the 
ground  that  there  is  actually  an  appeal  in 
the  Supreme  Court  might  have  this  eflfect  in 
the  future  ;  that  anyone  petitioning  for  a  bill 
of  divorce  here  may  have  his  case  blocked  at 
any  time  if  the  respondent  takes  a  suit  in 
the  civil  courts.  In  this  instance  such  is 
not  the  case  ;  it  was  not  the  respondent 
who  took  the  case  in  the  courts,  it  is  the 
petitioner  himself,  it  is  the  same  party  who 
addresseshimself  simultaneously  to  the  courts 
and  to  the  Senate,  so  that  that  objection 
cannot  apply  to  the  facts  of  the  present  case. 
The  members  of  the  Divorce  Committee  will 
rememlier  that  the  respondent  offered,  by 
her  counsel,  to  come  before  them  provided 
the  petitioner  would  witlidraw  his  suit  from 
the  Supreme  Court.  What  was  the  answer 
to  that  offer?  The  pctitinner  refused.  He 
said  :  "  I  will  accept  it  provided  you  sij^n  an 
undertaking  that  T  siiall  have  the  custody  of 
the  children."  But  the  question  of  tho 
custody  of  the  children  had  nothing  to  do 
with  this  case. 


Hon.  Mr.  READ- 
do  with  it. 


-It  has  evervthing  to 
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Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— No.  At  the  present 
moment  the  father  has  all  the  children.  I 
think  this  offer  made  by  the  respondent 
before  the  Committee  on  Divorce  will  show 
this  House  that  she  does  not  refuse  to  accept 
the  decision  of  the  committee,  but  she  does 
not  want  her  position  with  the  other  party 
to  be  changed  by  any  ruling  of  this  House 
before  the  suit  is  dealt  with  in  the  Supreme 
Court,  For  this  reason  I  move  in  amend- 
ment : 

That  the  ninth  report  of  the  Select  Committee 
on  Divorce  be  not  adopted,  but  that  it  be  referred 
back  to  the  uaid  committee  with  instructions  to 
amend  it  in  such  a  M'ay  as  to  allow  the  counter 
petition  of  the  respondent  Mary  Louise  Laurentiue 
Gregory  and  to  stay  proceedings  pending  the  pro- 
ceedings in  the  Supreme  Court  of  Canada. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLEMOW— This  amendment 
seems  to  place  this  body  in  an  inferior  posi- 
tion. I  hold  it  is  the  highest  tribunal  in 
the  land  ;  and  it  is  not  proper  to  say  that 
we  should  wait  to  hear  the  decision  of  some 
tribunal.  The  issue  to  be  tried  before  this 
committee  of  the  Senate  are  different  It 
is  simply  the  question  of  adultery,  and  this 
issue  cannot  be  tried  in  any  other  court  in 
this  country. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— Oh,  yes. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLEMOW— I  mean  the  ques- 
tion of  divorce  ;  whereas  in  the  other  court 
they  have  to  decide  on  the  other  point,  as  to 
their  civil  rights.  We  do  not  intend,  and 
never  did  intend,  to  interfere  with  their  civil 
rights.  Supposing  this  goes  on  and  the 
Senate  agree  to  give  this  man  a  divorce, 
they  have  the  same  alternative  and  the  same 
power  of  applying  to  tho  other  courts  in 
Quebec  on  the  other  points  involved  a.s  to 
the  maintenance  of  the  children  and  some 
other  questions  which  may  arise  ;  therefore, 
the  two  cases  are  not  the  same.  Now  in 
this  case  I  am  told  (whether  it  is  true  or  not 
I  cannot  say)  that  evidence  will  be  brought 
before  the  Senate  which  has  never  been 
brought  out  in  the  courts  of  Quebec — evi- 
dence o-  such  a  character  that  will  incrimi- 
nate this  woman  to  such  an  extent  that  it 
will  be  i.tterly  impossible  to  refuse  to  grant 
the  divorci.  Would  it  not  be  more  satisfac- 
tory to  everybody  to  let  this  evidence  be 
brought  out  here,  rather  than  leave  the  case 
to  be  decided  by  judges  who,  however  emin- 
ent they  may  ve,  must  base  their  decision 
on  the  evidence,  taken  in  the  court  below  ? 
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If  this  case  would  prejudice  in  any  way  tlie 
case  of  the  respondent,  I  should  not  advo- 
cate it,  but  I  cannot  see  how  it  will  have 
such  an  effect.  On  the  contrary,  it  will  haTf 
the  effect  of  settling  a  long  standing  dispuu 
between  the  parties.  It  is  all-important 
that  the  matter  should  be  decided  at 
soon  as  possible.  The  husband  says  that 
his  wife  has  committed  acts  of  adulter}-, 
and  she,  in  the  counter  petition,  denies 
the  charge  to  a  great  extent.  He  says 
in  reply  "I  can  prove  to  the  satisfaction ot 
the  House  to  the  fullest  extent  that  mv 
allegations  are  true,  and  that  I  am  entitle<J 
to  the  relief  which  I  ask.  "  If  that  is  the 
case,  will  it  not  be  a  denial  of  justice  Ui 
prevent  th/it  person  bringing  forward  end- 
ence  which  will  establish  his  case  before  th« 
highest  tribunal  in  the  land  ?  I  have  the 
greatest  respect  for  the  judges  of  the  prov- 
ince of  Quebec,  but  we  know  that  they  are 
divided  in  their  opinion  on  the  case.  Sincf 
the  trial  of  the  suit  other  evidence  has  been 
discovered  which,  I  claim,  should  be  submitt- 
ed to  this  House.  In  the  Hart  case,  which 
has  been  referred  to,  the  court  below  decided 
against  the  petitioner,  but  the  Senate,  tlje 
highest  court  in  the  land,  over-ruled  that  and 
granted  the  woman  the  release  which  she 
sought.  We  ought  to  be  very  careful  and 
guard  our  own  rights,  and  we  should  not  be 
influenced  one  way  or  the  other,  but,  since 
this  power  is  delegated  to  the  Senate,  we 
ought  to  fulfil  our  duties  fearlessly  and  in- 
dependently. If  you  want  to  abolish  the 
court,  all  right.  If  you  want  to  prevent 
divorce  altogether,  all  right,  but  so  Ions  as 
we  have  the  duty  of  acting  in  these  matters 
we  should  not  allow  any  outside  tribunal  to 
interfere  with  the  discharge  of  that  duty. 
I  think  the  committee  have  acted  judicious- 
ly in  reporting  as  they  have  done.  A  great 
deal  of  time  has  been  lost  already,  and  I 
hope  the  House  will  be  prepared  to  let  the 
evidence  be  taken.  And  if  it  is  of  tlie 
character  that  the  petitioner  describes,  let 
the  man  have  his  divorce.  If  it  is  not,  the 
case  will  be  dismissed  and  there  will  be  an 
end  to  this  unfortunate  litigation. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN— I  have  had  some 
experience  on  the  Divorce  Committee,  and 
since  I  retired  from  it,  I  have  felt  disposed 
always  to  give  a  great  deal  of  weight  to  the 
the  report  which  the  committee  may  make, 
after  hearing  the  evidence  presented  tn 
them  on  both  sides  ;  because  I  am  bound  to 
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believe  that  they   have   very    much  better 
facilities   to   determiae   the  rights  and  the 
wrongs  of  the  parties  than  the  Senate  as  a 
body.     This   is    not   a   motion   to   grant  a 
divorce  ;  it  is  a  preliminary  report  on  a  diffi- 
culty which  has  arisen  with  regard  to  pro- 
cedure.    In  discussing  all  these  cases  we  are 
sitting  here  as  judges.     We  are  not  here  to 
Bpeculate   as   to  the  probable  evidence  that 
Tvill  come  before  us  in  the  future.     We  can 
only  take  cognizance  of  what  hats  come  be- 
fore the  court  already.     I  do  not  agree  alto- 
gether with  the  remarks  made  by  the  senior 
member  from  Halifax.     His  argument  seems 
to  be  based  on  the  conclusion  that  the  action 
in  the  civil  courts  and  tha  action  before  the 
Senate  are  analogous.     The  two  contests  are 
parallel  so  far  as  the  facts  on  which  they  are 
founded  go,  but  the  results  are  entirely  diff- 
erent.      The    case    before    the  civil  court 
relates    more   particularly   to   the   custody 
of   the   children    while    the   case    before  us 
is  an  application   for  an  absolute  divorce 
which  the  civil  courts  are  unable  to  grant  ; 
and  therefore  whatever  may  be  the  result  of 
the  contest  in  the  civil  courts,   the  applica- 
tion for  divorce  must  finally  be  decided  by 
the  Senate.     Therefore  the  contests  are  dif- 
ferent, but  I  submit  when  it  has  been  clearly 
shown  by  the  petition  of  the  respondent  that 
a  case  is  before  the  highest  court  of   appeal 
involving  the  question  largely  of  adultery, 
and  that  being  the  question  on  which  this 
divorce  must  finally  be  decided  by  the  com- 
mittee, it  is  scarcely  seemly  that  this  matter 
should  be  proceeded  with  now  if  the  effect 
would  be  to  prejudice,  as  it  possibly  might, 
respondent  in  the  case.  We  must  remember 
that  the  plaintiff  in  the  civil  courts  is  the 
plaintiff  here   for  this   devorce.     He  is  the 
same  party,  and,  therefore,  under  all  the  cir- 
cumstances, as  it  only  involves  a  matter  of 
delay  and  the  plaintiff  is   unwilling  to  drop 
one  or  the  other  case,  it  appears  to  me  with 
all  deference  to  the  committee,  that  it  would 
be  more  seemly  and   judicious   and  in  the 
public  interest  if  the  consideration  of  this 
case  were  deferred  untU  the  decision  in  the 
Supreme  Court  is  heard. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— -As  a  member  of 
the  committee  I  should  like  to  express  my 
views  upon  the  motion  that  is  now  before 
the  House.  When  the  case  was  before  the 
committee,  I  asked  particularly  whether,  in 
hearing  this  evidence,  there  was  anything 
that  was  likely  to  prejudice  the  case  before 
15J 


the  civil  courts,  and  I  gathered  that  there 
was  nothing  that  was  likely  to  take  place 
that  would  do  so.  From  what  my  hon, 
friend  from  Rideau  division  has  said,  I  take 
a  different  view  of  the  matter.  He  has 
stated  that  evidence  is  likely  to  come  out 
before  the  Divorce  Committee  that  will  pre- 
judice the  case  pending  in  the  civil  courts. 
I  do  not  think  the  Senate  should  be  made  a 
medium  by  which  the  lower  courts  may  be 
influenced  in  any  decision  that  is  brought 
before  them. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMILLAN — There  is  no  re- 
flection on  the  committee  if  we  adopt  the 
amendment. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— There  is  no  reflec- 
tion on  the  committee  and  no  injustice  to 
the  petitioner.  He  can  come  here  next 
year  and  get  his  divorce  if  he  is  entitled  to 
it.  If  the  object  is  to  divert  attention  from 
the  case  now  before  the  civU  courts,  I  do 
not  think  we  ought  to  assist  the  petitioner 
in  accomplishing  that  object.  It  only  brings 
out  more  vividly  the  necessity  of  establish- 
ing a  divorce  court  that  is  more  capable  of 
taking  hold  of  these  things  than  the  Senate 
is.  Questions  affecting  legal  points  should 
be  consigned  to  legal  tribunals.  Divorce  is 
decided  upon  a  question  of  fact,  not  as  a 
matter  of  public  policy,  a  light  it  seems  to 
be  frequently  regarded  in  by  hon.  gentleman. 

Hon.  Mr.  READ  (Quint^)— While  the 
civil  courts  held  that  two  cases  of  adultery 
had  been  condoned,  it  was  stated  by  counsel 
for  the  petitioner,  within  hearing  of  the 
opposite  counsel,  that  other  and  fresh  cases 
were  to  be  brought  before  the  committee. 
As  I  understand  it,  the  Supreme  Court  will 
only  have  the  evidence  which  was  given 
before  the  court  below,  and  will  know  no- 
thing about  what  has  taken  place  since  the 
action  was  tried.  If  this  misconduct  is  going 
on,  if  there  is  a  continuation  of  misbehaviour 
on  the  part  of  the  complainent's  wife,  why 
should  it  not  be  brought  out  1 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— That  is  only  what 
the  counsel  said.     That  is  no  evidence. 

Hon.  Mr.  READ  (Quint^)— It  is  no 
evidence,  but  that  is  the  statement  of  coun- 
sel. It  was  publicly  stated  by  petitioner's 
counsel  also  that  all  the  expenses  would  be 
paid.  Of  course  this  is  another  religious  fight. 
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Onejs  a  Roman  Catholic  and  the  other  is  a 
Protestant,  and  that  is  why  the  report  is 
opposed.     (Cries  of  no,  no.) 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— I  am  not  a 
Roman  -Catholic  and  I  oppose  the  report. 

Hon.  Mr.  READ  (Quints)— I  hope  there 
■will  be  some  Premier  in  this  country  who 
will  have  bock-bone  enough  to  establish  a 
divorce  court  for  old  Canada.  There  are 
divorce  courts  in  the  other  provinces,  and 
why  should  we  not  have  them  in  Ontario 
and  Quebec  and  relieve  this  House  of  this 
class  of  cases  1  I  hope  my  hon.  friend,  the 
senior  member  from  Halifax,  will  introduce 
a  bill  of  that  kind  if  his  party  should  ever  be 
in  power.  Something  was  said  about  this 
report  being  a  reflection  on  the  court.  Do 
we  not  know  that  Mrs.  Campbell  was  re- 
fused alimony  by  the  courts  and  did  not 
Parliament  give  her  alimony  ?  That  is  a 
case  in  which  Parliament  over-ruled  the  de- 
cision of  the  courts  below. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— It 
is  not  very  often  that  I  take  part  in  discus- 
sions of  these  delicate  questions,  but  on  all 
occasions  I  pay  great  deference  to  the  re- 
ports of  the  committee,  taking  care  (not 
from  any  love  I  have  for  that  kind  of  liter- 
ature) to  read  the  evidence  in  order  to 
satisfy  myself  that  the  reports  based  on  the 
evidence  are  such  as  to  justify  me  in  voting 
for  any  divorce.  But  in  t'.iia  case  I  must 
confess  that  my  mind  runs  precisely  in  the 
same  direction  as  that  of  the  hon.  gentleman 
from  Hopewell.  I  can  see  no  particular  in- 
jury that  can  possibly  arise  to  Mr.  Odell  by 
allowing  the  Supreme  Court  to  decide,  while 
the  case  is  before  it,  what  the  rights  of  the 
parties  are.  The  Senate  has,  as  my  hon. 
friend  from  Marquette  says,  but  one  duty  to 
perform,  and  that  is  to  ascertain  whether 
the  plaintiff  is  entitled  to  a  separation  from 
the  wife  or  the  wife  from  the  husband.  In 
this  case  you  have  one  court  deciding  in  one 
way,  and  you  have  another  court  deciding  in 
another  waj'.  It  may  be,  as  the  hon.  mem- 
ber from  Quints  has  intimated,  that  fresh 
evidence  can  be  brought  before  the  com- 
mittee, but  does  it  not  strike  all  of  us  as 
rather  an  indelicate  position  in  which  to 
place  the  Senate  by  stating  that  the 
plaintiff  intends  to  prove  so  and  so  ?  The 
allegations  may  be  true  or  false,  but  the 
Hoiise  wUl  not  record  a  vote  upon  what  may 


or  may  not  be  established.  It  is  time  enough 
for  us  to  decide  that  question  -when  the  evi- 
dence has  been  taken  by  the  committee  and 
laid  before  the  House.  No  matter  which 
way  the  Supreme  Court  of  Canada  decides 
this  question,  it  will,  to  a  greater  or  less  ex- 
tent, prejudice  the  other  party.  If  the 
Supreme  Court  affirms  the  decision  of  the 
court  below,  then  it  will  be  upon  the  e\i- 
dence  which  is  placed  before  it,  that  if  the 
woman  has  committed  adultery  whether 
there  was  condonation.  We  have  nothing 
before  us  at  the  present  moment  to  show 
whether  other  acts  on  her  part  have  been 
committed  which  would  justify  a  divorce; 
it  will  be  time  enough  to  decide  that  ques- 
tion when  the  evidence  is  brought  before  the 
House.  If  I  thought  it  would  not  prejudice 
the  case  before  the  Supreme  Court,  I  would 
vote  for  the  report  of  the  committee,  but  we 
would  be  acting  very  precipitately  were  we 
to  intervene  between  these  parties  who  are 
now  in  litigation  and  particularly  while  the 
case  is  sub  judice  before  the  Supreme  Court. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— You  do  not  block 
the  case  by  the  decision. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELI^-We 
do  not  by  our  action  to-day  block  the  case  no 
matter  what  way  it  may  be  decided  by 
the  Supreme  Court.  If  the  decision  of  the 
Court  of  Queen's  Bench  of  the  province  of 
Quebec  is  proved  to  be  right,  and  sustains 
the  woman  in  her  contentions,  that  does  not 
prevent  the  petitioner  from  going  on  after- 
wards and  applying  for  a  divorce  upon  the 
further  evidence  which  my  hon.  friend  from 
Quints  says  can  be  produced,  as  to  which 
the  petitioner  would  probably  prove  that 
there  had  been  no  condonation.  For  myself 
individually  I  feel  constrained  to  vote  for 
the  amendment. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES  (B.C.)— When  I 
was  called  to  order  I  wanted  to  remind  the 
House  of  a  case  which  came  before  us  in 
1888.  Mrs.  Hart,  who  was  the  petitioner, 
had  applied  to  the  courts  of  the  province  of 
Quebec  for  a  legal  separation,  the  only 
separation  that  could  be  given  in  that  pro- 
vince. The  court  decided  against  her,  and 
notwithstanding  that,  she  applied  to  the 
Senate  for  a  divorce.  I  happened  to  be  a 
member  of  the  Divorce  Committee  at  that 
time,  and  the  committee  reported  in  favour 
of  granting  the  divorce  and  the  House 
"  it. 
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Hon.  Mr.  POWER— My  hon.  friend  must 
remember  there  was  no  appeal  taken  in  that 


Hon.  Mr.  McINNES  (B.C.)— lam  aware 
of  that,  but  if  the  recommendation  of  the 
committee  is  an  act  of  discourtesy  pr  dis- 
respect to  the  courts  of  the  province  of 
Quebec  in  the  present  instance,  was  it  not 
a  still  greater  act  of  disrespect  on  the  part 
of  the  Senate  to  take  up  a  case  that  had 
been  adjudicated  upon  by  the  courts  of  that 
province.  In  this  case  the  petitioner  may 
bring  fresh  evidence  here  and  establish  his 
case,  or  he  may  not ;  my  contention  is  that 
as  the  Parliament  of  Canada  is  the  highest 
tribunal  in  the  land,  if  a  case  is  brought 
before  us  in  a  regular  form  the  committee 
has  no  right  to  know  whether  a  case  is  pend- 
ing in  the  inferior  courts  or  not.  If  every 
rule  of  the  Senate  has  been  complied  with, 
I  claim  that  we  cannot  do  otherwise  than 
proceed  with  the  case,  and  if  we  find  the 
petitioner  has  a  just  and  good  causd,  to 
report  in  his  favour,  and  if  not,  to  throw  it 
out.  In  this  case,  if  adultery  cannot  be 
proved,  the  committee  of  the  Senate  will 
recommend  that  no  divorce  be  granted,  and 
that  ends  it,  and  then  it  will  be  in  favour  of 
the  defendant  in  her  case  before  the  Su- 
preme Court  of  Canada.  This  is  a  case  that 
will  work  both  ways.  If  the  petitioner  is 
successful,  it  may  possibly  prejudice  her 
case  a  little.  If  he  is  not  successful  here 
then  there  is  no  doubt  about  it  that  they 
will  throw  him  out  of  court  although  the 
issues  are  somewhat  diffierent. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— The  hon.  gen- 
tleman from  Victoria  refers  to  the  Hart 
case.  I  was  on  the  Divorce  Committee 
when  the  Hart  case  was  before  it ;  there 
was  no  appeal  pending  in  that  instance. 
The  case  had  gone  through  the  courts  and 
judgment,  had  been  rendered,  and  we  were 
obliged  to  take  cognizance  of  the  decisions 
of  the  other  courts.  My  hon.  friend  is  in 
ignorance  as  to  the  position  in  which  we 
stand  under  the  rules  of  the  Senate.  That 
case  had  been  finally  decided.  We  want 
the  same  thing  done  here — let  the  case  be 
finally  decided  in  the  courts,  and  if  the 
party  who  looses  there  has  a  good  case  on 
new  matter,  arizing  since  he  instituted 
proceedings  in  the  Superior  Court  of  Quebec, 
then  we  can  deal  with  it  here.  In  the  Hart 
case  there  had  been  no  appeal — it  came  up 


on  a  new  petition  and  fresh  evidence.  The 
Hart  case  was  tried  on  its  merits.  Let  us 
take  the  same  course  here,  and  then  if  there 
is  new  evidence  it  can  be  brought  before 
this  tribunal. 

Hon  Mr.  KIRCHHOFFER— I  merely 
rise  for  the  purpose  of  removing  what  may 
possibly  be  a  false  impression.  As  far  as  I 
am  concerned,  and  I  think  I  can  speak  for 
the  other  gentlemen  on  that  committee, 
there  has  not  been  any  feeling,  peraonal  or 
religious,  in  the  decision  at  which  we  have 
arrived.  I  wish  to  say  that  because  the 
statement  has  been  made.  As  far  as  the 
report  of  the  committee  is  concerned,  if  the 
House  chooses  to  take  the  case  out  of  our 
hands,  and  say  that  we  are  not  to  take  it  up 
this  session,  I  shall  be  very  glad.  We  have 
had  a  toilsome  session  of  it,  and  have  been 
dealing  with  important  and  protracted  cases. 
Whatever  may  be  the  feeling  of  this  House 
with  regard  to  the  decision  of  the  courts, 
and  whatever  influence  it  may  have  on  the 
hon.  gentlemen  themselves,  they  are  quite 
mistaken  if  they  think  that  the  action  of 
the  Senate  will  have  any  efiect  upon  the 
Supreme  Court.  That  court  is  not  waiting 
to  get  the  opinion  of  gentlemen  in  the  com- 
mittee, or  in  this  House,  on  cases  which 
come  before  them  on  appeal,  and,  therefore, 
the  decision  of  the  House  on  this  report  will 
not  affect  the  case  before  the  Supreme  Court. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL — While  agreeing  fully 
with  the  remarks  made  by  the  hon.  gentle- 
man from  Hopewell,  I  do  not  agree  in  the 
conclusion  which  he  draws  from  them.  The 
very  thoughts  which  he  presented  to  us  have 
led  me  to  form  the  opposite  conclusion  of 
believing  that  the  report  of  the  committee 
should  be  sustained.  I  have  great  faith 
in  the  committee  which  has  been  ap- 
pointed. They  have  been  very  carefully 
selected,  and  they  represent  probably  the 
very  best  elements  of  the  Senate  that  could 
be  put  on  a  committee  for  that  purpose.  It 
would,  therefore,  require  very  strong  evi- 
dence that  they  were  mistaken  to  induce  me 
to  disapprove  of  any  report  they  might  make 
— strong  evidence  that  they  have  been  led 
astray.  Such  proof  has  not  been  submitted 
to  the  House.  Many  points  have  been 
brought  up  which  have  no  relevancy  to  the 
case.  The  remark  has  been  made  here  that 
we  might,  by  our  action,  jeopardize  the 
rights  of  the  parties  in  the  case  now  before 
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the  Supreme  Court.  I  regard  the  ques- 
tion very  much  as  the  hon.  member  from 
Quints  division  does — the  two  things  are 
so  totally  distinct  that  while  the  divorce 
can  only  be  granted  by  the  Senate,  the 
custody  of  the  children  and  the  disposition 
of  the  property  comes  exclusively  under 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  civil  courts.  They 
are  totally  distinct  things.  No  other  court 
can  give  the  relief  which  is  sought  from 
the  Senate  in  the  matter  of  divorce.  It 
is  admitted  by  all  that  in  settling  any  case 
in  a  court  it  is  desirable  that  the  whole  of 
the  truth  should  be  brought  out.  Is  it  not 
put  in  the  oath  of  every  witness  that  be 
shall  speak  not  only  the  truth,  but  the  whole 
truth  ?  The  statement  has  been  made  that 
the  only  evidence  which  can  be  submitted 
to  the  Supreme  Court  is  the  evidence  already 
taken.  The  question  which  they  have  to 
decide  is  not  whether  this  woman  has  been 
guilty  of  adultery,  but  whether  the  Court  of 
Queen's  Bench  of  the  province  of  Quebec, 
gave  a  proper  decision  on  the  evidence  sub- 
mitted to  it.  It  has  been  very  plainly 
stated,  and  I  have  no  doubt  with  truth,  that 
there  is  a  great  deal  of  additional  evidence 
to  be  brought  out,  before  a  right  conclusion 
can  be  arrived  at  as  to  the  guilt  of  the 
respondent.  If  so,  why  should  it  not  be 
brought  out  1  It  cannot  be  brought  out  in 
the  Supreme  Court  and  the  Senate  is  the 
only  place  where  it  can  be. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMILLAN— They  can 
await  the  decision  of  the  Supreme  Court. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL — Where  is  the  neces- 
sity of  awaiting  the  decision  of  the  Supreme 
Court? 


Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY, 
titioner  go  there  ? 


-Why  did  the  pe- 


l    


Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL — Under  these  circum- 
stances, believing  that  no  injustice  would 
be  done,  that  the  civil  rights  of  the  parties 
will  in  no  degree  be  prejudiced  by  the  action 
taken  by  the  Senate,  and  that  the  Senate  is 
the  only  court  where  the  question  of  divorce 
ctin  be  considered  and  decided,  I  shall  sup- 
port the  recommendation  of  the  committee. 

Hon.  Mr.  PRIMROSE— I  have  not, 
though  a  member  of  the  committee,  taken 
part  in  the  debate  on  this  question.  The 
hon.  member  from  Samia  has  expressed  the 
views  which  I  hold,  and  which  lead  me  to 


the  conclusion  embraced  in  the  report  of  the 
committee. 

The  Senate  divided  on   the   amendment 
which  was  adopted  by  the  following  vote : 


Contents : 

Hon. 

Messrs. 

Angers, 

McClelan, 

Armand, 

McDonald  (C.B.), 

Aisenault, 

McMillan, 

Bellerose, 

Macdonald  (P.E.I.), 

Bemier, 

Miller, 

Bolduc, 

Montplaisir, 

Boulton, 

O'Donohoe, 

Bowell  (Sir  Mackenzie) 

Pellet  ier, 

Casgrain, 
De  Blois, 

Poirier, 

Power, 

Dickey, 

Robitaille, 

Gu^vremont, 

Ross  (Speaker), 

Kaulbach, 

Scott, 

Landry, 

Sullivan.— 28. 

Non-Contents  : 

Hon. 

Messrs. 

Allan, 

Macdonald  (Victoria), 

Almon, 

Mucfarlane, 

Clemow, 

Mn<;Inne8  (Burlington) 

])ever, 

Merner, 

Dobson, 

Perley, 

Ferguson  (P.E.I.), 

Primrose, 

Kirchhoffer, 

Prftwse 

Lewin, 

Rea<l  (Quints), 

McCallum, 

Reid  (Cariboo), 

Mclunes  (Victoria), 

Sanford, 

McKay, 

Vidal, 

McKindsey, 

Wark.— 24. 

THE  CHUTE  DIVORCE  CASE. 

BILL  INTRODUCED. 

Hon.  Mr.  KIRCHHOFFER  moved  the 
adoption  of  the  12th  report  of  the  Standing 
Committee  on  Divorce  in  the  matter  of 
Julia  Ethel  Chute's  petition. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to  on  a  division. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLEMOW  introduced  Bill  (I) 
"An  Act  for  the  relief  of  Julia  Ethel 
Chute.  " 

The  Bill  was  read  the  first  time. 

SHORE  LINE  RAILWAY  COMPANY'S 
BILL. 

SECOND   READING. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN  moved  the  second 
reading  of  Bill  (H)  "  An  Act  respecting  the 
Shore  Line  Railway  Co  ".  He  said  :  This 
railway  runs  from  St.  John  to  St.  Stephens 
in  the  province  of  New  Brunswick.     It  fol- 
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lows  the  shore  of  the  Bay  of  Fundy.  It  was 
built  a  number  of  years  ago  and  called  the 
Grand  Southern  Railway  ;  and  subsequently 
by  the  action,  I  think,  of  the  mortgagees, 
the  name  of  the  company  was  changed  in  the 
local  statutes,  and  it  is  now  called  the 
Shore  Line  Railway  Company.  This  Shore 
Line  Railway  Company  now  ask  for  legislat- 
ion in  order  that  they  may  be  recognized  as 
a  Dominion  road,  or  corae  under  the  juris- 
diction of  the  Dominion,  and  have  the  power 
of  extension  and  connection  and  to  purchase 
another  line  of  railway,  called  the  Central 
Road.  These  are  the  only  points  that  it  is 
necessary  to  explain  about  the  bill.  It  is 
not  a  very  long  one,  and  I  trust  that  the 
committee  will  be  able  to  examine  into  it 
when  it  goes  before  them. 

The  motion  was  agred  to  and  the  bill  was 
read  the  second  time. 

ST.JOHN  RIVER  BRIDGE  COMPANY. 

SECOND  READING. 

Hon.  Mr.  POIRIER  moved  the  second 
reading  of  Bill  (28)  "An  Act  to  incorporate 
the  St.  John  River  Bridge  Company."  He 
said  :  The  bridges  are  to  be  located  on  the 
St.  John  River  above  the  Grand  Falls,  be- 
tween the  Grand  Falls  and  Fort  Kent,  160 
miles  up. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— In  what  county  1 

Hon.  Mr.  POIRIER— It  stops  at  the 
Grand  Falls. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER — Away  up  the  river  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  POIRIER— Yes.  It  is  proposed 
to  grant  thecompany  the  privilege  of  building 
four  bridges  at  different  intervals,  as  they 
are  required. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

SECOND  READING. 

Bill  (57)  "  An  Act  to  incorporate  the 
Trail  Creek  and  Columbia  River  Company." 
— (Mr.  Maclnnes,  Burlington). 

HAMILTON  DISTILLERY  COM- 
PANY'S BILL. 

SECOND    HEADING. 

Hon.  Mr.  MacINNES  (Burlington) 
moved  the  second  reading  of  Bill  (38)  "  An 


Act  to  incorporate  the  Hamilton  Distillery 
Company,  Limited." 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER — I  rise  for  the  purpose 
of  directing  the  attention  of  the  hon.  gentle- 
man from  St.  John  to  the  character  of  this 
bill.  It  is  an  Act  to  incorporate  the  Hamilton 
Distillery  Company,  Limited.  The  eflFect  of 
this  bill  will  be  to  intensify  and  aggravate 
the  unfortunate  state  of  things  which  the 
hon.  gentleman  exhibited  to  the  House  yes- 
terday. The  little  opportunity  there  is  for 
getting  in  good  old  Jamaica  to  the  lower 
provinces  will  be  further  diminished  by  this 
company.  I  have  no  doubt  they  are  a  com- 
pany of  bloated  capitfilists,  and  our  importers 
in  the  lower  provinces  will  have  their  busi- 
ness in  regai-d  to  importing  Jamaica  almost 
completely  destroyed  by  this  bill. 

Hon.  Mr.  DEVER— I  have  no  doubt  the 
hon.  gentleman  from  Halifax  feels  sore, 
because  Halifax  is  the  depot  for  Jamaica. 
They  used  to  live  on  Jamaica,  but  recently 
the  merchants  of  St.  John  came  here  and 
asked  for  a  steamship  service  to  keep  up  the 
trade  they  had  lost.  Therefore,  I  do  not 
think  it  behooves  the  senior  member  for 
Halifax  to  get  up  here  and  throw  ridicule  on 
the  trade  of  his  old  city,  because  it  is  well 
known  that  if  it  were  not  for  the  West  India 
trade  and  the  few  troops  that  are  stationed 
there,  Halifax  would  be  a  very  small  place. 

Hon.    Mr.    KAULBACH— Halifax    has 

lost  her  little  liquor   trade  and  the  county 
from  which  I  come  now  enjoys  that  trade. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 


THE  JAMES  MACLAREN  COM- 
PANY'S BILL. 

THIRD  READING. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCALLUM  moved  concur- 
rence in  the  amendments  made  by  the 
Standing  Committee  on  Banking  and  Com- 
merce to  Bill  (29)  "  An  Act  to  incorporate 
the  James  MaoLaren  Company,  Limited." 

The  motion  was  agreed  to  and  the  bill 
was  then  read  a  third  time  and  passed. 


The  Senate  then  adjourned. 
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THE  SENATE. 
Ottawa,  I'hursday,  6th  June,  1895. 

The  SPEAKER  took  the  Chair  at  Three 
o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 


INSURANCE  ON  LIVES  OF 
CHILDREN. 

INQUIRY    POSTPONED. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN  rose  to 

Direct  attention  of  the  Senate  to  the  crimes  said 
to  have  been  developed  from  the  practice  of  affec- 
ting "  Insurafaces  on  the  lives  of  children-,  and 
those  incompetent  to  make  personal  application 
for  such  insurances,"  and  ask  the  government  if 
they  propose  to  take  any  measures  to  restrict  or 
prevent  such  practices? 

Hon.  Mr.  ANGERS— I  would  request  the 
hon.  member  to  let  this  inquiry  stand  until 
Tuesday  next.  There  is  a  very  serious  ques- 
tion involved  in  this  matter,  and  the  gov- 
ernment has  had  no  opportunity  of  con.sider- 
ing  the  propriety  of  adopting  such  legisla- 
tion as  the  circumstances  may  require.  We 
are  endeavouring  to  procure  necessary  infor- 
mation, and  it  is  very  likely  that  by  Tues- 
day next  I  shall  be  in  a  position  to  declare 
what  the  intention  of  the  government  is.  I 
refer  to  the  point  which  seems  to  have  arisen 
from  the  fact  that  life  insurance  companies 
are  largely  insuring  children,  and  that  some 
of  the  insurances  thus  effected  have  been  for 
illegal  purposes. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN— I  have  much 
pleasure  in  acceding  to  the  request  of  the 
hon.  minister,  and  will  not  proceed  with  the 
matter  to-day. 

The  motion  was  allowed  to  stand  until 
Tuesday  next. 

SECOND  READING. 

Bill  (71)  "An  Act  to  incorporate  the 
Camp  Harmony  Angling  Club." — (Mr. 
Kirch  hoffer). 

NOVA    SCOTIA    STEEL   COMPANY'S 
BILL. 

SECOND   READING. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER  moved  the  second 
reading  of  Bill  (56)  "  An  Act  to  amend  the 


Act  to  incorporate  the  Nova  Scotia   Steel 
Company,  Limited." 

He   said  :  This  Parliament   last    session 
passed  an  Act  to  incorporate  the  Nova  Sco- 
tia  Steel  Company,  Limited.     One    of   the 
principal  provisions,  I  believe,  of  that  Act 
was  to  enable  this  new  company,  incorporat- 
ed by  the  Act,  to  take  over  the  business  of 
two  existing  companies,  one  of  which  is  the 
Nova  Scotia  Steel  and  Forge  Company,  and 
the  bill  which  is  now  before  the  House  is  to 
ratify  the  sale  made  by  the  Steel  and  Forge 
Company  to  the  Nova  Scotia  Steel  Company, 
Limited,  and  also  to  amend  one  section  in  the 
act  of  last  year.      Subsection  "  b,"  of  sec- 
tion 10,  of  the  Act  of  last  year,  authorized 
the  company  to  secure  any  sums  borrowed 
by  the  company.     The  clause  of  the  bill  be- 
fore us  makes  the  subsection  read  "  Hypo- 
thecate,  mortgage  or   pledge  the  real   and 
personal    property    and    franchise  of     the 
company  " — the    words    "  mortgage  "     and 
"franchise"   are   inserted — "  or   any    part 
thereof    to     secure    any     sums    borrowed 
by     the    company."      I     wish     it     to    be 
understood  that  in  moving  the  second  read- 
ing of  the  bill,  I  do  not  feel  bound  to  sup- 
port it,  in  all  its  details,  or  without    any 
amendment,  hereafter.     The  bill  comes  from 
the  province  of  Nova  Scotia,  and  the  petition 
was  handed  to  me  to  introduce.     The  bill 
was  placed  in  my  hands,  but  I  do  not  wish 
to  be  understood  as  advocating  that  the   bill 
shall  pass  in  the  exact  form  in  which  it  conies 
here.     The  committee  to  whom  the  bill  will 
be  referred  will  of  course  con-ider  the   bill 
and  give  fair  consideration  to  any  objections 
which  may  be  urged  against  it  in  its  present 
state.     I  understand  there  are  some  of  the 
shareholders  in  the  Steel  and  Forge  Company 
who  object  to  the  passing  of  this  bill,  and  I 
presume  that  representatives  of  those  share- 
holders will  ap}iear  bef.re  the  committee.    I 
have  no  doubt  the  committee  will  do  what 
is  right  and  just  in  the  matter. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— I  suppose  it  has 
received  the  assent  of  a  majority  of  the  Steel 
Forge  Company. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Yes,  it  has  received 
the  assent  of  the  majority  of  the  shareholders 
of  the  Steel  and  Forge  Company.  Those  who 
think  their  rights  would  be  unduly  interfered 
with  if  the  bill  passed  in  its  present  state  are 
in  a  minority. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


[JUNE  7,  1895] 


233 


Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH- 
confinn  the  sale. 


-It  is  simply  to 


Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Chiefly. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALMON — I  do  not  rise  to  op- 
pose the  second  reading  of  this  bill,  but  to 
thank  the  hon.  member  for  the  fair  and 
candid  way  in  which  he  has  explained  it  to 
the  House.  Very  strong  representations  have 
been  sent  here  against  the  bill  passing  in  its 
present  shape,  and  those  will  be  laid  before 
the  committee  to  which  it  is  referred,  and 
I  trust  the  committee  will  give  them  serious 
consideration,  because  if  the  allegations  of 
the  parties  who  have  petitioned  against  it 
are  true,  it  is  a  piece  of  unjust  tyranny  by 
the  majority.  I  trust,  therefore,  that  it  will 
be  fully  considered  before  the  committee. 

Hon.  Mr.  OGILVIE— I  think  the  com- 
mittee would  require  to  take  extra  good  care, 
because  there  have  been  some  very  false  re- 
presentations made  one  way  or  the  other.  I 
looked  carefully  through  the  correspondence 
from  one  of  the  shareholders,  or  more  than 
one  of  the  shareholders,  and  it  looks  at  the 
present  time,  from  their  standpoint,  to  be 
a  most  unfair  transaction  for  a  minority  to 
be  forced  to  dispose  of  property  that  has  been 
paying  and  put  it  into  the  hands  of  property 
that  has  never  paid  at  all  since  ever  it  began, 
and  I  do  think  if  there  ever  was  a  bill  which 
should  be  carefully  looked  into,  this  one 
should  be.  I  am  really  astonished  that  it 
passed  the  other  House  at  all. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 


RED    MOUNTAIN    RAILWAY 
PANY'S  ACT. 

SECOND  READING. 


COM- 


Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)  moved 
the  second  reading  of  Bill  (58)  "  An  Act 
resf>ecting  the  Red  Mountain  Railway  Com- 
pany." He  said  :  This  company  is  incorpo- 
rated in  British  Columbia  as  a  railway  com- 
pany, and  seeks  a  Dominion  charter  to  en- 
able it  to  sell  its  bonds  in  England  more 
readily.  The  bill  contains  the  usual  clauses 
about  the  issuing  of  bonds,  so  much  per  mile, 
and  the  capital  stock,  and  about  having 
telegraph  wires  along  the  whole  of  the  lines 
and  the  usual  clauses  of  a  Railway  Act. 


BILL  INTRODUCED. 

Bill  (54)  "  An  Act  to  incorporate  the  Ot- 
tawa and  Aylmer  Railwa}'  and  Bridge  Com- 
pany."— (Mr.  Clemow.) 

The  Senate  then  adjourned. 


THE  SENATE. 


Ottawa,  Friday,  7th  June,  1895. 

The  SPEAKER  took  the  Chair  at  Three 
o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 

THIRD  READING. 

Bill  (38)  "  An  Act  respecting  the  Hamil- 
ton Distillery  Company."  (Mr.  Maclnnes, 
Burlington.) 

TRAIL     CREEK     AND     COLUMBIA 
RAILWAY  COMPANY'S  BILL. 

amendment  concurred  in. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL,  from  the  Committee 
on  Railways,  Telegraphs  and  Harbours,  re- 
ported Bill  (57)  "  An  Act  to  incorporate  the 
Trail  Creek  and  Columbia  Railway  Com- 
pany," with  an  amendment.  He  said  :  The 
committee  thought  that  the  time,  which  was 
reduced  to  two  weeks  notice  by  the  clause, 
is  insufficient.  They  thought  it  better  to 
retain  the  clause  which  we  have  in  the 
Railway  Act  requiring  a  notice  of  four 
weeks. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLEMOW— It  brings  the  bill 
in  conformity  with  the  Railway  Act. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL— Yes. 

Hon.  Mr.MAcINNES  (Burlington)  moved 
the  adoption  of  the  amendment. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

THE  BEHRING  SEA  SEAL  FISHERY. 

inquiry. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)— I 
should  like  to  ask  the  prime  minister  if  any 
further  information  has  been   received  from 

the  Imperial  Government  with  regard  to  the 
proposed  regulation  of  the  seal  fisheries  in 
the  Pacific 
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Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I 
informed  the  Senate  a  few  days  ago  that  on 
reading  a  cahlegram  in  the  newspapers  I 
telegraphed  to  Sir  Charles  Tupper  to  ascer- 
tain what  they  proposed  to  do  and  also  to 
delay  any  action  in  case  it  should  afiect  in 
any  way  the  seal  fisheries  of  this  country.  I 
received  the  following  telegram  to-day  : 

Colonial  Office  say  apparently  some  niisappre- 
hension  about  Behring  8ea  Bill.  It  simply  renews 
Fisheries  North  Pacific  Act,  1893,  which  expires 
July  Ist.  That  it  will  hardly  get  through  so  could 
not  be  delayed.  Is  required  to  give  effect  agree- 
ment Russia  as  to  Western  Pacific  sealing  and  will 
be  found  more  favourable  than  Sealers'  Act,  1893. 

It  shows  at  leatst  that  they  have  acceded 
to  some  objections  which  we  have  entered  in 
a  protest  against  some  of  the  provisions  of 
the  old  Act.  Whether  it  goes  as  far  as  we 
should  like  or  not,  I  am  unable  to  say. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— The  Act  of  1893 
did  not  deal  with  that  part  of  the  Pacific. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
The  agreement  was  between  Russia,  Canada 
and  the  United  States  as  to  certain  sealing 
restrictions  which  had  been  made.  This,  as 
I  interpret  it,  means  that  it  it  is  more  fav- 
ourable to  British  sealers. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)— Russia 
came  into  the  agreement  after  1893,  and  now 
she  wants  to  be  on  the  same  footing  as  the 
United  States  of  America.  That  is  the  idea, 
I  believe. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER — Russia  was  not  a 
party  to  the  agreement. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)— No. 
She  wishes  to  become  a  party  to  it  now. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER — My  impression  is 
that  it  means  the  agreement  with  Russia  is 
more  favourable  than  the  agreement  of  1 893 
with  the  United  States. 

THE  COPYRIGHT  ACT. 

DEBATE  CONCLUDED. 

The  Older  of  the  Day  being  called — 

Resuming  the  adjourned  debate  on  the  motion  of 
the  Hon.  Mr.  Boulton  : 

That  an  address  be  presented  to  His  Excellency 
the(!overnor  general  ;  praying  that  His  Excel- 
lency will  cause  to  be  laid  before  the  Senate,  a  re- 
turn of  the  corresijondence  in  regard  to  Internation- 
al Copyright  during  the  past  year. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON  said  :  When  the 
lebate   adjourned    on    Wednesday   I   was 


engaged  in  discussing  the  question  of  copy- 
right so  far  as  it  effected  the  authors  and 
publishers  of  Canada.  Since  speaking  on 
this  subject,  I  have  been  corrected  in  regard 
to  the  dates  of  the  Acts  I  have  been  re- 
ferring to.  The  Act  of  1875  is,  I  believe, 
the  foundation  of  our  present  copyright 
legislation.  The  Act  of  1842  governs  at 
present  our  copyright  relations  with  Great 
Britain.  This  Act  gives  to  British  authors 
under  their  copy  light  registration  protection 
throughout  the  British  Empire.  Since  1S86 
the  same  privileges  have  been  enjoyed  by 
Canadian  authors  under  their  copyright 
registration.  This  is  one  of  the  grievances 
which  the  Copyright  Association  in  Canada 
complain  of,  although  reciprocal  they  wish 
it  stopped.  This  reciprocity  in  copyright 
was  secured  to  us  in  1886  by  the  Inter- 
national Copyright  Act,  which  appears  in 
our  statutes  of  1887. 

The  right  of  British  authors  was  affirmed 
in  Smiles  vs.  Belford,  23  Grant's  Chancery 
Reports,  page  590,  where  the  question  of 
copyright  is  very  fully  discussed  and  applies 
to  the  present  state  of  the  law.  It  was 
further  found  in  that  case  that  if  a  British 
author  desired  to  prevent  the  importation 
into  Canada  of  pirated  copies  in  a  foreign 
country,  he  must  copyright  his  book  in 
Canada  as  well  as  in  England.  This  is  the 
only  reason  why  British  authors  who  have 
obtained  copyright  in  the  mother  country, 
also  copyright  in  Canada  for  the  purpose  of 
preventing,  if  possible,  American  reprints 
from  entering  Canada,  in  which  case  they 
would,  of  course,  not  be  entitled  to  the 
twelve  and  one-half  per  cent  collectable  by 
the  Canadian  customs. 

The  non-admission  of  foreign  reprints  was 
a  subject  of  bitter  complaint  here  many 
years  ago.  It  was  on  this  account  that 
the  Imperial  Government  sanctioned  the 
"Foreign  Reprints  Act  of  1847,"  whereby 
they  agreed  in  the  event  of  colonial  authori- 
ties collecting  the  twelve  and  one-half  per 
cent  royalty  at  the  customs,  that  they  would 
agree  to  the  admission  of  foreign  reprints 
into  the  colonies.  It  appears  as  if  we  were 
withholding  the  collection  of  this  twelve  and 
one-half  per  cent  for  the  purpose  of  bringing 
British  authors  into  our  views.  I  stated  in 
quoting  from  the  census  returns  that  there 
were  589  publishers  in  Canada,  composed 
of  those  who  are  engaged  in  the  manufacture 
and  publishing  of  books  as  well  as  the  pub- 
lishing of  newspapers  throughout  the  coun- 
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try.  In  addition  to  that  I  wish  to  say  that 
there  are  annually  about  500  copyrights 
taken  out  by  Canadian  authors  for  the  pub- 
lication or  perhaps  I  should  say  for  the 
protection  of  their  photographs,  <kc.,  &c., 
and  the  comparative  merits  of  these  two 
classes  of  industry  in  Canada  aparently  do 
not  coincide  so  far  as  the  representation 
made  by  the  Copyright  Association  of  Can- 
ada is  concerned  in  so  far  that  they  wish 
to  withdraw  Canada  from  the  Berne  Treaty 
and  to  impose  such  restrictions  upon  the 
rights  of  British  and  foreign  authors  that 
should  come  in  under  the  Berne  Convention 
that  will  be  practically  nullifying  any  ad- 
vantages there  may  be  in  belonging  to  the 
Berne  Convention  or  rather  I  should  say 
imposing  in  that  Act  such  provisions  as 
preclude  us  from  the  Berne  Convention  and 
restrict  privileges  of  Canadian  authors  to  a 
smaller  field  than  the  convention  confers 
upon  them.  The  Berne  Convention  con- 
tains in  its  second  article  the  following : — 
Article  JI. 

Authors  of  any  of  the  contracting  countries  shall 
in  all  the  other  countries  of  the  union,  enjoy  for 
their  works  whether  mauuscript  or  unedited,  or 
published  in  one  of  those  countries,  the  advan- 
tages which  the  respective  laws  actually  accord  or 
shall  hereafter  accord  to  nations. 

These  advantages  shall,  however,  be  secured  lo 
them  reciprocally,  only  for  the  period  of  existence 
of  their  rights  in  their  country  or  origin. 

This  enjoyment  is  subject  to  the  fultilment  of  the 
formalities  and  conditions  prescribed  by  the  laws 
of  the  country  to  which  the  author  belongs. 

Now  we  have  authors  in  this  country, 
apparently  to  the  number  of  about  500,  who 
annually  seek  copyright  in  Canada,  and  it  is 
a  matter  of  very  great  importance  to  those 
authors  that  the  privilege  of  copyright  in 
Canada  shall  carry  with  it  the  protection 
that  is  atfibrded  tx>  all  authors  who  come 
within  the  limits  of  the  Berne  Convention ; 
or,  in  other  words,  while  our  Act  of  incor- 
poration would  confine  the  profitable  em- 
ployment of  the  labour  and  brains  of  authors 
in  Canada  to  the  few  readers  composing  the 
population  of  Canada — divided  as  they  are 
between  French  and  £)nglish — you  are  re- 
stricting very  much  indeed  the  advantage  to 
Canadians  to  pursue  authorship,  and  in  lit- 
erary works  and  works  of  art  of  every  de- 
scription you  are  contracting  them  within  a 
very  narrow  limit  indeed.  Instead  of  plac- 
ing the  product  of  their  labour  and  their 
brains  before  an  extended  English-speaking 
population  comprised  in  the  United  States, 
Great  Britain,  and  the  British  dominions 


generally,  as  well  as  in  France  and  other 
countries,  you  are  confining  them  simply  and 
solely  to  the  profit  of  working  for  the  Cana- 
dian market.  But  not  only  are  you  doing 
that  under  this  Act,  so  far  as  it  operates 
against  our  authors,  but  you  are  putting 
into  competition  with  our  authors  the  works 
of  foreign  authors  or  British  authors  in  our 
market  free  of  any  compensation  whatever  ; 
and  if  every  newspaper  is  entitled  to  publish 
under  license  from  the  government  the 
works  of  foreign  authors,  what  chance  is 
there  for  the  book  trade  and  the  labour  en- 
gaged in  it  ?  What  I  wish  to  point  out  is  that 
the  author  in  Great  Britain,  under  our  act, 
if  he  does  not  think  it  worth  while  to  take 
out  a  copyright  for  the  restricted  area  of  the 
Canadian  market,  then,  under  our  Act,  the 
Canadian  market  becomes  an  open  market 
for  the  publication  of  foreign  works  without 
paying  anything  therefor.  To  be  sure,  the 
Act  intends  to  protect  by  the  10  per  cent 
duty  on  works  copyrighted,  or  12 J  cents  on 
works  licensed,  but  it  affords  no  practical 
means  to  make  it  worth  the  while  of  a  for- 
eign author  to  come  and  protect  his  rights 
on  Canadian  soil ;  and  the  result  of  that 
would  be  that  every  newspaper  in  Canada 
would  have  the  right  to  publish  the  works 
of  foreign  authors — no  matter  how  valuable 
they  may  be,  no  matter  how  popular  they 
may  be — for  nothing,  subject  to  this  limita- 
tion ;  or  rather,  after  the  author  hns  pub- 
lished the  work,  after  it  has  been  thorough- 
ly advertised  in  the  United  States  papers  in 
consequence  of  its  popularity,  and  after  its 
having  been  thoroughly  advertised  in  the 
English  papers  on  account  of  its  popularity 
there,  then  the  Canadian  publisher  can  take 
and  choose  among  the  popular  works,  and 
take  possession  of  those  works — publish 
them  virtually  for  nothing,  according  to  my 
contention. 

Now  is  that  a  fair  position  to  place  Cana- 
dian authorship  in  ?  Is  it  right  to  say  to 
our  authors  "  If  you  wish  to  write  for  the 
Canadian  public  you  w  ill  have  to  enter  into 
competition  with  the  talent  of  that  extended 
area  in  Canadian  territory  which  is  publish- 
ed for  nothing,  or  virtually  nothing  under 
license.  Can  our  publishers  pay  anything 
in  Canada  for  the  encouragement  of  Cana- 
dian authors  1  I  say  if  you  continue  to  im- 
pose that  condition,  as  a  necessary  conse- 
quence you  must  drive  the  brains  of  Canada 
that  devote  themselves  to  literary  and  artis- 
tic pursuits  beyond  the  confines  of  Canada 
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to  seek  in  foreign  countries  a  more  liberal 
extended  market  and  more  treatment  for 
their  talents.  In  Great  Britain  if  an  author 
goes  there  he  receives  the  extended  privilege 
of  publishing  for  the  large  population  that 
exists  there  and  not  only  that  but  he  comes 
under  the  Berne  Convention  in  a  more  ex- 
tended direction.  Now  is  it  worth  while 
for  us  to  so  frame  our  legislation  that  we 
offer  encouragement  to  our  own  children,  to 
our  own  j'oung  people  who  are  growing  up, 
and  our  own  talent,  to  remain  on  Canadian 
soil  and  take  advantage  of  that  more  ex- 
tended field  or  to  force  them  out  of  the 
country  in  order  that  they  may  find  profit- 
able employment  for  their  talents.  I  think 
on  consideration  it  will  be  found  it  is  far 
more  preferable  to  frame  legislation  that  our 
own  Canadian  authors  can  remain  on  Cana- 
dian soil  and  while  they  are  using  the  ad- 
vantages, the  originality,  the  morality  that 
prevails  in  Canadian  homes,  using  that  and 
extending  its  influence  through  the  world 
by  the  power  of  the  pen.  Under  the  terms 
of  the  Berne  Convention  that  it  is  far  better 
that  we  .should  frame  our  legislation  in  that 
direction  rather  than  that  we  should  say  to 
them  "  We  cannot  give  you  a  profitable  field 
in  Canada  and  you  must  go  to  the  United 
States  to  get  the  advantages  of  the  sixty-five 
million  people  who  read  English  or  the 
thirty-eight  or  forty  million  people  who  read 
English  in  Great  Britain  can  or  the  thirty- 
eight  million  who  read  French."  They  are 
working  at  a  great  disadvantage  and  then 
become  exotic  or  house  hot  plants  because 
they  are  working  in  a  field  surrounded  by 
new  circumstances  apart  from  what  they 
were  reared  in,  instead  of  takins;  advantage 
of  the  originality  that  preceeda  from  the  sur- 
roundings in  which  they  were  reared  and  which 
strengthens  with  age.  What  do  we  see  at 
present  1  Gilbert  Parker,  a  Canadian 
author  who  has  gone  abroad  to  find  scope 
for  his  talents,  has  received  an  order  to  pub- 
lish Canadian  life  in  ( he  North-west,  a  story 
of  the  Hudson  Bay  Company  and  so  on.  He 
has  for  many  years  parted  his  connection 
with  Canada  although  using  the  Canadian 
history  and  Canadian  sentiment  generally  as 
his  theme.  He  has  been  sent  out  here  and 
he  travels  about  to  pick  up  materials  for 
that  purpose.  Then  we  have  an  authoress, 
a  sister  of  Mr.  Dougall  of  the  Montreal  Wit- 
neg8,  Sarah  Jeannette  Duncan,  who  has 
published  several  works.  She  has  gone 
to  England   in  order   to   find   larger   scope 


for  her  talent,  and  I  might  go  on  enum- 
erating   many    instances    in     which     the 
same  conditions  occur,   and  it  is  not    a  wise 
thing  for  us  to  pass  any  legislation  that  will 
restrict  the  advantages  we  have  within  our- 
selves,   the   power  to  extend  to  Canadian 
authors  an  enlarged  market  in  order   that 
they  may  use  Canadian  soil   for  the   profit- 
able prosecution  of  their  work.     No'w,    hon. 
gentlemen,  that  is  one  side,  from  the   Cana- 
dian authors  side,  on  the  other  side    comes 
in  the  question  of  the  legislation  that  we 
have  put  upon  the  statute  book  which   to  a 
very  large  extent  induces  what  is  called  lit- 
erary piracy,  and  I  do  not  use  this  term   in 
an  offensive  s-ense  to  any  one,  as  I    stated 
the  other  day  that  literary  piracy  was  pur- 
sued by  the  Americans  until  a  very  late  dat« 
when  their  Copyright  Act  giving  power  to 
foreign  authors  was  passed.     That  literary 
piracy  received  its  quietus  in  the  Unit«i 
States,  and  now  the  international  copyright 
law  has  been  passed.     In  considering  our 
legislation  we  are  too  apt  to  pass  it  with  an 
eye  upon  our  neighbours  instead  of   judging 
the  question  upon  its  sole  merits,  we  always 
press  forward  the  view  of  what  our  neigh- 
bours are  doing,  and  seek  to  retaliate  upon 
them  in  some  form  or  other  in  order  that  we 
may  try  and  force  some  equitable  terms  ac- 
cording to  our  view  of  it.     I  do  not  think 
that  it  is  a  -a  ise  position  for  us  to  take.     I 
think  that  we  have  sufficient  scope  in  our 
own  country,  and   that  we  possess  sufficient 
advantage  in  belonging  to  the  great  British 
dominions  and   considering   ourselves   part 
and  parcel  of  them  and  the  extended   urea 
which  they  cover  without  narrowing  down 
in  any  degree  our  nationality  to  Canadian 
soil   in   regard   to    these    matters    and    if 
our  neighbours  choose   ti   take   an  illiberal 
view  of  a  subject  of  this  kind,  it  does  not 
follow   that    because   that  illiberality  may 
prevail  to   a  certain  extent  against  us  in 
their  market  that   therefore  we  should  be 
imbued   with    the  same  illiberal  sentiments, 
but  I  do  think  that  in   the   domestic   legis- 
lation of  our   neighbours   that  they  are  re- 
tracing their  steps  considerably  and  the  pas- 
sage of   their   Copyright  Act  is  only  one  of 
many  evidences  that  they  are   making  a  re- 
trograde movement  in  favour  of  basing  their 
legislation  upon  higher  grounds.  So  far  as  the 
term  literary  piracy  is   concerned   it   might 
be  applied  to  the   Act   we  are  now  passing, 
similar   to  the  letters  of  marque  that  two 
centuries   ago  were   issued   to  men  like  Sir 
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Francis  Drake  upon  the  high  seas  for  the 
honour  and  advantage  of  Great  Britain  in 
extending  her  operations  in  the  wide  field 
of  the  world,  but  there  is  just  this  to  say 
that  civilization  is  advancing  since  that 
date  and  Sir  Francis  Drake  and  men  of  that 
stamp  ran  great  risks  to  develop  their  en- 
terprise, and  had  to  be  endued  with  the 
spirit  and  the  pluck,  and  the  ingenuity  of 
all  Britain's  great  leaders  in  those  days,  and 
he  took  great  risks  in  what  he  did.  We 
propose  to  issue  letters  of  marque  to  literary 
pirates,  without  imposing  any  risk  upon 
them  and  give  them  all  the  profits  that  may 
accrue  from  it,  but  to  the  great  demorali- 
zation of  Canadian  writers  and  possibly 
readers.  There  are  a  certain  class  of  books 
though  popularly  advertised,  are  not  always 
the  class  of  works  you  desire  your  children 
to  read.  There  is  a  literary  degeneracy  in 
morals  which  it  is  not  desirable  to  spread 
under  the  stimulating  influence  of  our  licen- 
sing system ;  for  that  reason  I  think,  honour- 
able gentlemen,  that  we  should  hesitate  be- 
fore we  throw  our  Canadian  authors  into 
competition  with  that  class  of  unpaid  for 
literature.  Now  in  1 89 1  the  Copyright  Act  of 
the  United  States  was  for  the  first  time 
passed  and  it  was  the  subject  matter  of 
a  great  deal  of  inquiry.  There  was  a 
Senate  commission  appointed  to  invite  the 
publishers  and  authors  to  go  before  that 
commission  in  order  to  show  what  grounds 
they  had  for  defending  themselves  from 
their  respective  points  of  view  and  I  would 
like  to  read  you  one  or  two  observations 
dropped  from  the  mouths  of  some  of  the 
men  whose  names  are  familiar  to  us  such  as 
Mr.  Putman,  one  of  the  great  publishers  in 
the  United  States,  and  Mr.  Estes  and 
others  all  of  whom  appeared  before  this 
commission.     Mr.  Putnam  says  : 

The  American  public  is  entitled  to  the  best 
literary  and  scientific  work  which  can  be  secured 
for  it  from  the  writers  of  the  world,  and  at  the 
lowest  prices.  It  is  impossible,  however,  for  the 
publisher  to  provide  such  material  unless  he  can  be 
permitted  to  control  undertakings  which  he  has 
planned  and,  in  a  sense,  has  created.  American 
writers  also  lose  the  advantage  of  co-operating  in 
such  international  series,  and  the  work  of  American 
scientists  and  scholars  is  each  year  becoming  more 
entitled  to  international  recognition. 

•  *  »  » 

In  Europe,  under  an  international  copyright,  the 
cheapest  books  are  the  best  books  by  the  best 
authors  of  all  times.  In  the  United  States  under 
the  "scramble"  system  of  publishing  the  cheapest 
books  are  the  inferior  stories  of  contemporary 
English  novelists.     Our  present  state  of  things 


discourages    good    books    and    encourages     poor 

DOOKSi 

These  were  some  of  the  sentiments  among 
many  uttered  by  one  of  the  leading  men  in 
that  country  when  this  question  of  copy- 
right was  up.  I  will  quote  another  froin 
Mr.  Dana  Estes,  who  appeared  before  this 
commission  also : 

Mr.  EftfK  of  Ihe  firm  of  Lariat  <t-  Estei  he/ore  the. 
xame.  Committee. 

The  Chairman — There  is  no  reason  to  suppose 
if  you  put  in  this  bill,  what  is  a  regulation  of  im- 
port duties,  that  Great  Britain  is  going  to  change 
her  system  of  imports. 

Mr.  EsTE-s.— My  own  opinion  is  that  it  will  not 
give  us  recipiocity  at  all  tliat  if  we  put  this  clause 
excluding  foreign  plates  into  the  bill,  the  result 
will  be  that  it  will  not  be  accepted  by  foreign 
nations.  1  regret  to  say  this,  gentlemen,  but  it  is 
my  conviction. 

The  Chairman.— I  supposed  you  gentlemen  had 
agreed  on  this  bill. 

Mr.  E.STKS.— We  agreed  to  it  and  ask  you  to 
pass  it. 

The  Chairman.— Still  you  regard  it  as  defective  ? 

Mr.  Estes.— I  do  regard  it  as  a  very  serious  de- 
fect, and  so  do  all  the  gentlemen  who  are  associated 
with  me  as  publishers  ;  and  right  here  let  me  read 
a  letter  from  the  largest  publisher  and  book  manu- 
facturer in  New  England. 
^  Thk  Chairma.n— Suppose  it  should  turn  out  that 
Great  Britain  did  not  interdict  the  exportation 
from  this  country  to  Great  Britain,  or  the  imiwrta- 
tion  into  great  Britain  from  this  country,  would 
you  still  have  your  objection  to  this  clause  ? 

Mr.  Estes— Not  at  all.  I  should  be  very  glad 
to  have  it  as  restrictive  as  it  is  possible  for  us  to 
have  it,  because  it  is  for  my  business  advantage, 
an<l  that  of  the  compositors  and  printers. 

Permit  me  to  read  a  letter  written  by  Mr.  H.  O. 
Honghton,  proprietor  of  the  Riverside  PreM,  one 
of  the  largest  printing  establishments  in  the  coun- 
try. It  is  directed  to  Mr.  Chace.  With  his  pep- 
mission,  I  will  reail  it  : 

"  Boston,  March  7th,  1888. 
"  Hon.  Jon.athan  Ch.ace, 
"  United  States  Senate, 
"  Washington,  D.C. 
"  Dear  Sir,— Please  accept  my  thanks  for  the 
notice  of  the  hearing  on  Friday.  I  regret  that  it 
is  not  convenient  for  me  to  be  present,  but  I 
scarcely  believe  it  will  be  necessary,  as  my  views 
are  well  known  to  you,  to  authors,  the  trade,  and 
employees.  I  am  preimred  to  give  assent  to  any 
form  of  bill  you  may  think  it  wise  to  push.  1  have 
the  greate.st  confidence  in  your  judgment  in  this 
matter.  If  it  would  avail  anything,  I  should  like 
to  protest  earnestly  against  the  requirement  that 
all  books  should  be  reset.  I  am  sure  that  such  ;i 
course  would  go  a  great  ways  to  making  nugatory 
the  best  effects  we  expect  from  an  international 
copyright  law.  There  are  a  great  many  lx)oks,  the 
plant  of  which  costs  from  §.'>0,000  to  $I{K),000.  I 
mean  by  plant  the  cost  of  engraving,  fy|)esetting, 
and  electrotyping.  The  owners  of  this  class  of 
books  would  not  avail  themselves  of  the  interna- 
tional copyright  on  account  of  this  extra  cost,  but 
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the  English  would  make  the  books  there  and  send 
sheets  here,  thus  depriving  a  great  many  workmen 
of  employment,  which  would  naturally  come  to 
them  if  the  plates  were  sent  over  and  the  books 
manufactured  here.  Besides,  the  public  would 
not  be  so  well  served,  and  there  would  be  just 
indignation  at  requirements  which  compel  people 
to  <lo  useless  labour.  I  am  sure  that  none  of  my 
workmen  who  fully  understand  the  subject  would 
ask  for  such  a  provision.  I  think  also  that  those 
of  the  trade  unions  who  fully  understand  the  ques- 
tion would  not  demand  it.  We  certainly  do  not 
want  to  be  '  hoist  by  our  own  petard.' 

"  Profoundly  grateful  to  you  for  your  interest 
in  the  subject,  so  important  to  all  makers  and 
readers  of  books,  I  remain, 

'  •  Yours  very  truly, 

"  H.  0.  Houghton." 

I  will  quote  the  clause  in  the  Act  of  the 
United  States  referring  to  the  conditions  of 
copyright : — 

Clauxe  IB  American  Act,  1891. 

Sec.  4956.  No  person  shall  be  entitled  to  a  copy- 
right unless  he  shall,  on  or  before  the  day  of  pub- 
lication in  this  or  any  foreign  country,  deliver  at 
the  office  of  the  librarian  of  Congress,  or  deposit  iu 
the  mail  within  the  United  States,  addressed  to 
the  librarian  of  Congress,  at  Washington,  District 
of  Columbia,  a  printed  copy  of  the  title  of  the  book, 
map,  chart,  dramatic  or  musical  composition,  en- 
graving, cut,  print,  photograph,  or  chromo,  or  a 
description  of  the  painting,  drawing,  statute,  statu- 
ary, or  a  model  or  design  for  a  work  of  the  tine 
art*  for  which  he  desires  a  copyright,  nor  unless  he 
shall  also,  not  later  than  the  day  of  the  publication 
thereof  in  this  or  any  foreign  country,  deliver  at 
the  office  of  tlie  librarian  of  Congress,  at  Washing- 
ton, District  of  C'olumbia,  or  deposit  in  the  mail 
within  the  Unite<l  States,  addressed  to  the  Librar- 
ian of  Congress,  at  Washington,  District  of 
Columbia,  two  copies  of  such  copyright,  book, 
map,  chart,  dramatic  or  musical  composition,  en- 
graving, chromo,  cut,  print  or  photograph,  or  in 
case  of  a  painting,  drawing,  statue,  statuary, 
model  or  design  for  a  work  of  the  fine  arts,  a 
photograph  of  same  :  Provided,  that  in  the  case  of 
a  book,  photograph,  chromo  or  lithograph,  the  two 
copies  of  the  same  reouired  to  be  delivered  or  de- 
posited as  above,  shall  be  printed  from  type  set 
within  the  limits  of  the  United  States,  or  from 
plates  maile  therefrom,  or  from  negatives,  or  draw- 
ings on  stone  made  within  the  limits  of  the  United 
States,  or  from  transfers  made  therefrom. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— Can  my  hon. 
friend  give  us  any  quotations  from  any 
authors  or  publishers  in  Canada  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— This  is  dated 
March  7th,  1888,  when  the  commission  I 
have  just  referred  to  was  sitting. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
Before  the  present  United  States  copyright 
law  was  passed  ? 


Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— It  was  under  con- 
sideration, and  it  was  finally  passed  in  1891. 
That  is  the  view  expressed  by  Mr.  Dana 
Estes  and  Mr.  Putnam  and  many  others 
who  went  before  that  commission.  The 
difficulty  that  appeared  to  present  itself  to 
their  minds  was  that  in  that  effort  to  obtain 
an  international  copyright  they  did  not  want 
any  obstructions  in  the  way,  while  thev 
disagreed  with  the  resulting  clatise  thej 
were  prepared  to  accept  the  bill  with  the 
clause  in  it,  trusting  that  when  once  they 
got  the  international  Copyright  Act  upon 
the  statute-book  that  then  possibly  in  time 
they  would  be  able  to  amend  and  make  it 
a  more  liberal  Act  than  in  its  present  form, 
and  80  bring  it  under  the  extended  operation 
of  the  Berne  Convention. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELI^Do 
1  understand  you  object  to  the  provision  in 
the  United  States  law  which  compels  the 
publication  and  printing  of  it  in  the  States  I 

Hon  Mr.  BOULTON— Yes,  naturaUy  and 
that  letter  objected  to  it.  Simplify  work  and 
you  increase  trade.  The  United  States  how- 
ever does  not  require  publication  and  print- 
ing except  as  to  two  books,  it  is  reset- 
ting they  require.  I  say  if  the  Unit«d 
States  and  Canada  and  Great  Britain  were 
unitedly  to  take  the  same  views  many  of 
the  great  authors  and  great  publishers  ex- 
pressed on  that  occasion  it  would  not  affect 
the  question  of  the  employment  of  labour, 
the  extension  of  publishing  or  the  encourage- 
ment of  authors  and  writers  who  are  essential 
to  publishers  and  printers  except  in  a  bene- 
ficial way.  At  any  rate  Canada  will  lose 
nothing  by  taking  the  right  stand.  So  far 
as  the  American  Act  is  concerned  I  think  it 
does  not  operate  against  Canadian  publishers. 
Some  Canadian  publishers  might  prefer  of 
course  to  be  free  under  the  legislation  of  the 
country  to  select  such  works  as  they  like, 
and  put  them  in  their  newspapers  or  publish 
them  in  books  without  paying  anything 
therefor,  except  under  the  doubtful  licen- 
sing system,  and  if  possible  to  smuggle  over 
into  the  United  States  the  same  as  if  it 
were  taken  out  of  bond. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-I 
do  not  wish  that  statement  to  go  abroad  un- 
contradicted ;  neither  the  publisliers  nor 
printers  in  Canada  ask  for  any  such  privi- 
lege.    All  they   ask  is  precisely  what  the 
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publishers  in  the  United  States  asked  and 
what  the  hon.  gentleman  has  just  read. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— The  publishers, 
as  represented  by  the  Copyright  Association, 
ask  for  the  enforcement  of  the  Canadian 
Act  of  1889,  and  I  presume  the  withdrawal 
from  the  Berne  Convention.  What  I  con- 
tend is  that  if  a  foreign  author  wishes  to 
save  his  copyright  in  Canada  the  conditions 
of  our  Copyright  Act  are  so  costly  in  a 
limited  market,  as  a  general  rule  foreign 
authors  or  their  assigns  will  not  try  to  pro- 
tect themselves,  except  at  the  boundary  line 
— while  if  our  publishers  were  prohibited 
from  using  the  works  of  foreign  authors  ex- 
cept by  arrangement,  they  would  then  find 
it  to  their  advantage  to  encourage  and  re- 
munerate Canadian  authors,  when  there  is 
such  a  large  field  for  them  under  the  Berne 
Convention.  I  will  read  a  clause  from  the 
Act  of  1889: 

The  conditions  for  obtaining  such  copyright 
shall  be  that  the  said  literary,  scientific,  musical 
or  artistic  work  shall,  Ijefore  publication  or  pro- 
duction elsewhere,  or  simultaneously  with  the  first 
publication  or  production  thereof  elsewhere,  be 
registered  in  the  office  of  the  Minister  of  Agricul- 
ture, by  the  author  or  his  legal  representatives, 
and  further  that  such  work  shtiU  be  printed  and 
published  or  produced  in  Canada,  or  reprinted  and 
republished  or  reproduced  in  Canada  within  one 
month  after  publication  or  production  elsewhere  ; 
but  in  no  case  shall  the  sole  and  exclusive  right 
and  privilege  in  Canada  continue  to  exist  after  it 
hais  expired  in  the  country  of  origin. 

Section  6  of  the  said  act  is  hereby  repealed. 

If  the  person  entitled  to  copyright  under  the 
said  Act  as  hereby  amended  fails  to  take  advantage 
of  its  provisions,  any  person  or  persons  domiciled 
in  Canada  may  obtain  from  the  Minister  of  Agri- 
culture a  license  or  licenses  to  print  and  publish  or 
to  produce  the  work  for  which  copyright,  but  for 
such  neglect  or  failure,  might  have  been  ol^tained  ; 
but  no  license  sliall  convey  exclusive  rights  to 
print  and  publish  or  produce  any  work  : 

A  license  shall  be  granted  to  any  applicant 
agreeing  to  pay  the  author  or  his  legal  representa- 
tive, a  royalty  of  ten  per  centum  on  the  retail 
price  of  each  copy  or  reproduction  issued  work 
which  is  the  subject  of  the  license  and  giving 
security  for  such  payment  to  the  satisfaction  of  the 
minister. 

The  royalty  provided  for  in  the  next  preceding 
section  shall  be  collected  by  the  officers  of  the  De- 
partment of  Inland  Revenue,  and  paid  over  to  the 
persons  entitled  thereto,  under  regulations  ap- 
proved by  the  Governor  in  Council  ;  but  the  gov- 
ernment shall  not  l)e  liable  to  account  for  any  such 
royalty  not  actually  collected. 

This  last  clause  is  repealed. 

Now  that  is  the  Copyright  Act  of  1889. 
Those  are   the  conditions    of  publication. 


The  Act,  as  I  stated  the  olher  day,  that  we 
are  working  under  is  this  Act  of  1887.  What 
the  hon,  leader  of  the  House  wishes  to  con- 
vey is,  that  the  publishers  are  not  asking 
for  the  right  to  pirate  works — they  are 
asking  for  the  right  to  pirate  works  subject 
to  a  payment  of  12|  per  cent.  There  is 
however,  no  contract  as  between  the  author 
and  the  publisher — there  is  nothing  of  that 
kind,  the  Act  provides  the  means  and  if 
there  is  no  copyright  here  they  apply  to  the 
government  and  the  government  takes  poss- 
ession of  the  stranger's  work  and  issues  a 
license,  not  to  one  'man  only,  so  as  to  make 
it  worth  his  while  to  do  it  in  the  very  best 
possible  way,  but  they  may  issue  50  or  60 
or  80  licenses  as  the  case  may  be,  according 
as  they  are  applied  for.  I  should  like  to 
ask  the  hon.  gentleman,  would  you  like  to 
entrust  your  goods  or  wares  to  any  such  con- 
dition as  that,  when  a  man  has  the  right  to 
go  to  the  boundary  of  the  country  and  take 
possession  of  a  barrel  of  pork  or  a  bale  of 
goods  or  anything  comes  into  the  country, 
and  say  we  will  authorize  you  to  take  that, 
but  you  have  to  pay  the  owner  for  that  a 
certain  price.  How  is  the  owner  going  to 
collect  this  1  There  was  some  years  ago  a 
protection  granted  by  which  the  Canadian 
government  became  responsible  for  the  col- 
lection of  the  12|  per  cent,  but  they  have 
withdrawn  themselves  from  the  responsi- 
bility of  that.  At  the  present  moment, 
there  is  no  means  at  all,  excepting  the 
author  likes  to  come  in  and  hunt  up  the 
publisher  for  the  value  of  his  labour  and 
brains,  a  value  that  may  lead  to  consider- 
able dispute,  after  the  author's  work  is 
taken  possession  of.  That  is  the  posi- 
tion in  which  this  Act  is  placing  those 
authors,  to  that  extent,  I  say  it  is  literary 
piracy — not  literary  piracy  in  which  the 
individual  takes  his  chance  the  same  as  an 
ordinary  smuggler  would  in  the  case  of  re- 
printing for  the  United  States,  but  piracy, 
which  is  made  legal  over  people  who  have 
no  redress  and  no  rights  which  they  can 
control  so  far  as  Canadian  legislation  is 
concerned.  It  is  not  taking  that  advanced 
position  in  the  civilization  of  nations  that 
Canada  should  take  as  being  part  of  the 
British  Dominions.  I  should  like  to  read  to 
you  something  which  I  got  out  of  the 
public  press,  with  regard  to  contraband 
music.  A  large  seizure  was  made  at  St. 
Albans,  Vermont.  The  article  taken  from 
a  Montreal  paper  is  as  follows  : 
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CONTRABAND  MUSIC. 

Consignment  kkom  Montreal  seized  at  St. 

Albans,  Vt. —Publications  ok  American 

Copyrights  broi'cht  in  from 

Canada. 

St.  Albans,  May  6. — The  most  important  seiz- 
ure of  coutraband  mail  matter  that  has  1>een  made 
in  recent  years  has  just  been  brought  to  light  in 
St.  Albans.  Beginning  three  months  ago  ana  con- 
tinuing at  different  times  since  three  large  sacks  of 
mail  matter  containing  musical  publications  have 
arrived  at  this  post  office  fn)ui  the  Montreal  post 
office.  The  matter  was  looked  upon  with  suspicion, 
and  Postmaster  Lamer,  knowing  of  the  rigid  rules 
which  exist  regarding  the  importations  of  tne  copy- 
righted American  publications,  held  the  contents 
for  investigations,  which  were  made,  and  the  mat- 
ter was  found  to  be  reprints  of  valuable  American 
copyrights  of  musical  pieces  and  music  books,  and 
the  seizure  proved  to  l>e  the  largest  and  most  valu- 
able ever  made,  the  nmsic  being  valued  at  from 
$2,-->00  to  *,3,(XK». 

In  the  past  10  years  there  has  developed  in  Can- 
ada several  large  concerns  which  make  a  business 
of  reprinting  and  republishing  American  copyright 
pieces  and  musical  books,  and  as  there  are  no  royal- 
ties to  pay  their  music  is  sold  at  prices  ranging 
from  .50  to  75  per  cent  less  than  the  prices  asked  by 
the  American  copyright  holders  and  publishers. 

As  St.  Albans  is  but  one  of  the  many  hundreds 
of  frontier  post  offices  it  can  l>e  readily  seen  that 
the  business  is  cai>able  of  great  magnitude  and  ex- 
tent. 

There  is  no  way  in  which  the  publishers  can  be 
punished  otherwise  than  in  confascating  and  des- 
troying the  property.  The  music  will  Ije  forwarded 
to  the  dead  letter  office  at  Washington,  where  it 
will  be  condemned  and  destroyed. 

The  facts  in  connection  with  that  are  that 
the  seizure  consisted  of  4,000  pieces  of  music, 
and  the  parties  to  whom  they  were  address- 
ed, numbered  about  200  and  there  was  hard- 
ly a  state  in  the  union  which  was  not  repre- 
sented. That  is  the  worlc  of  just  one 
publishing  firm  in  Canada.  When  there  are 
perhaps,  three  or  four  publishing  firms  con- 
ducting the  same  profitable  operations,  it  is 
perfectly  evident,  that  if  the  Imperial  gov- 
ernment was  to  give  its  sanction  to  the  Act 
of  1889,  and  we  were  to  work  under  the  Act 
it  would  give  rise  to  wliat  might  properly  be 
called  a  very  flourishing  business  in  literary 
piracy.  Ninety  per  cent  of  all  the  works 
published  in  Canada  would  be  published  not 
for  Canadian  readers,  but  for  the  purpose  of 
being  sent  across  the  line  at  reduced  rates 
for  the  United  States  reatlers.  It  is  certain- 
ly not  a  wise  position  for  us  to  take  that  we 
will  by  our  legislation  constitute  ourselves  a 
source  of  annoyance  to  our  neighbours  and 
foster  under  a  show  of  legality  what  is  dis- 
honest— "  Do  unto  uthers  what  we  would 
they  should  do  unto  us,"  is  a  safe  foundation 


for  us  to  rest  upon  in  framing  our  legislation. 
Or  as  President  Garfield  put  it  in  giving  ad- 
vice to  the  manufacturers  :  "  Gentlemen  it 
pays  to  be  honest."  It  will  pay  our  publish- 
ers far  better  to  take  advantage  of  the  in- 
ternational copyright  law  than  to  ask  our 
government  to  withdraw  from  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— And  has  not 
the  United  States  a  monopoly  of  our  markets 
for  these  books  and  music,  while  we  are  de- 
prived of  going  into  their  markets  on  the 
same  terms  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— No,  the  United 
States  has  not  a  monoply  of  our  market.  As 
I  explained  the  other  day  if  an  English 
author  writes  a  work  and  he  wants  to  take 
advantage  of  the  Berne  convention  or  take 
advantage  of  the  United  States  and  Cana- 
dian markets  he  will  sell  his  copyright  to  a 
United  States  or  Canadian  publisher. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL- 
That  is  not  answering  the  question.  If  he 
sells  the  copyright  to  a  United  States  pub- 
lisher for  America,  including  Canada,  has  he 
not  the  sole  control  of  the  Canadian  market  I 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— Yes,  but  on  the 
other  hand  if  he  sells  the  copyright  to  the 
Canadian  publisher  the  Canadian  publisher 
has  the  exclusive  control  of  the  United 
States  market.  If  we  grant  copyright  to  an 
author  do  we  not  give  him  sole  control  of 
the  Canadian  market. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— No. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOUIiTON— Yes,  that  is  the 
case. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— No,  you  must 
print  and  publish  in  the  United  States. 

Hon.  Mr.  ANGERS— There  is  nothing  to 
prevent  getting  a  copyright  in  the   United 

States. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— The  mode  of  pro- 
cedure is  this,  for  I  had  occasion  to  copy- 
right a  small  work  for  my  daughter  the  other 
day  which  caused  me  to  ascertain  exactly 
what  I  hafl  to  do  in  order  to  get  the  more 
extended  copyright.  At  present  registra- 
tion here  protects  her  work  under  the 
Berne  Convention.  If  an  author  was  to 
sell  his  copyright  to  a  Canadian  publisher 
with  the  right  to  this  continent — to  the 
United  States  as    well  as   to   Canada — he 
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could  do  so  by  overbidding  the  United 
States  publisher.  If  he  would  give  a  higher 
price  than  his  competitor  he  could  do  so. 
Then  he  would  publish  the  work  here  in 
Canada  or  he  would  publish  it  in  the  United 
Statues.  The  condition  of  the  copyright  in 
the  United  States  is  that  the  type  shall  be 
set  up  there — nothing  more  than  the  type- 
setting. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— But  two  books 
mast  be  printed  there  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  BOLTON— Two  books  must  be 
run  off  with  type  setting  in  the  United 
States  and  deposited  in  the  congressional 
library.  That  is  the  condition  of  getting  a 
copyright  in  the  United  States.  The  Cana- 
dian publisher,  if  he  got  copyright,  all  he 
would  have  to  do  would  be  to  get  that  work 
set  up  in  the  United  States,  run  off  these 
two  books  there  and  bring  his  stereotype 
plates  over  to  Canada. 

Hon.   Sir   MACKENZIE    BOW  ELL— 

Supposing  the  works  to  which  you  have 
alluded  were  copyrighted  in  Canada,  does 
that  prevent  a  United  States  publisher  from 
publishing  them  if  he  thinks  proper  without 
buying  that  copyright  1 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— Yes. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— No. 
If  you  copyright  any  work  in  Canada  and  no 
one  purchases  it  in  the  United  States,  is 
there  anything  in  the  law  of  the  United 
Statps  or  any  intermtional  law  existing  be- 
tween the  United  States  and  England,  or 
under  the  Berne  Convention,  to  prevent  a 
United  States  publisher  from  publishing  it 
if  he  thinks  proper  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— Not  withoutcopy- 
righting  in  the  United  States — certainly  not 
and  so  it  is  in  Canada.  You  have  got  to 
copyright  the  work  in  Canada,  but  what  I 
wish  to  show  is  that  if  the  Canadian  author 
outbids  a  United  States  author  he  can  .secure 
the  right  of  this  continent  through  Canadian 
channels  for  his  work  and  under 
our  present  Act  of  1887  registration  here 
protects  the  work  in  the  British  dominions. 
Then  all  the  Canadian  author  has  to  do  is 
to  copyright  that  work  in  the  United  States 
and  Canada  in  order  to  secure  both  coun- 
tries and  rights  under  the  Berne  Convention, 
he  has  to  simultaneously  place  the  books  in 
the  congressional  library  and  two  books  in 
16 


the  Canadian  library  or  under  the  Canadian 
law  he  has  one  month  to  do  that.  The 
diflFerence  between  the  Canadian  law  and 
the  United  States  law  is  that  the  latter  only 
requires  the  type-setting — it  does  not  require 
the  printing  and  publishing.  The  Canadian 
law  does  not  require  type-setting  but  it 
requires  printing  and  publishing — there  is 
the  difference  between  the  two  laws.  In 
the  United  States  type-setting  is  the  con- 
dition ;  in  Canada  printing  and  publishing 
are  the  conditions.  Supposing  that  the  pub- 
lisher in  Canada  was  to  obtain  the  copyright 
of  a  popular  and  valuable  work  of  a  British 
author  or  for  that  matter  from  a  United 
States  or  a  Canadian  author  then  all  he 
would  have  to  do  in  order  to  secure  this 
would  be  to  copyi-ight  this  by  setting  up  the 
type  in  the  United  States,  striking  off  the 
two  copies  and  then  bringing  the  stereotype 
over  here  to  Canada  to  print  and  publish  in 
Canada  for  the  whole  of  this  continent. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— But  he  must 
print  two  books  in  the  United  States. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— That  is  all  he  has 
to  do,  but  he  can  print  a  million  books  in 
Canada  and  take  them  to  the  United  States. 
When  the  type  is  struck  off  there  is  no  great 
difficulty  in  printing  two  books.  What  I 
wish  to  point  out  is  that  the  Canadian  pub- 
lisher has  that  advantage  of  setting  up  the 
type  in  the  United  States  he  can  bring  the 
stereotype  plate  free  of  duty  into  Canada 
and  can  then  publish  for  the  whole  contin- 
ent however  large  the  circulation  may  be. 
I  know  of  a  publisher  in  Canada  who  got  an 
order  from  Chicago  to  print  and  publish  ten 
thousand  almanacs  for  a  firm  in  Chicago. 
If  he  can  do  the  work  cheaper  and  better  by 
perfecting  his  machinery  and  working  under 
free  trade  here  than  he  can  do  it  in  the 
United  States  he  is  going  to  infinitely  in- 
crease the  business  of  publishing  on  Canadian 
soil  over  and  above  any  possibility  of  arriv- 
ing at  the  same  results  under  the  Act  we  are 
proposing  to  enforce  withholding  protection 
from  British  authors  and  withdrawing  from 
international  protection.  Under  that  Act 
we  are  limiting  the  powers  of  publisher?  to  the 
small  market  of  Canada,  we  are  limiting  the 
powers  of  Canadian  authors  to  the  small 
market  of  Canada  unless  they  go  abroad  to 
secure  greater  rights  and  not  only  that  we 
are  throwing  into  competition  with  the  Can- 
adian author  all  the  most  popular  works  of 
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Grreat  Britain  and  the  United  States  which 
is  obtained  virtually  for  nothing  by  Cana- 
dian publishers.  That  is  the  position  exactly 
in  which  copyright  would  place  us  under 
the  enforcement  of  the  Act  of  1889.  By 
taking  a  more  liberal  view  of  it ;  by  taking 
the  view  that  the  people  of  Great  Britain 
take  on  that  matter  so  far  as  the  Berne 
Convention  is  concerned  we  as  authors  or 
publishers  will  be  placed  in  an  infinitely  bet- 
ter position  than  we  possibly  can  be  by  try- 
ing to  enforce  this  Act  of  1889,  in  so  far 
as  it  conflicts  with  the  Berne  convention 
of  international  copyright.  Then  an- 
other point  to  which  it  is  desirable  to 
draw  attention — that  is  our  responsibil- 
ity under  the  British  constitution.  "We 
are  part  of  the  British  Empire  and  we 
wish  to  say  virtually  by  this  Act,  although 
we  are  part  of  the  British  dominions  quite 
irrespective  of  any  rights  that  they  may 
possess  as  working  alongside  of  us  as 
brothers  and  sisters  under  the  same  constitu- 
tion. They  have  no  power  except  to  make 
representations  to  the  British  government. 
They  have  no  power  to  come  here  and  say 
we  shall  do  so  and  so,  because  we  control 
our  own  legislation,  but  the  position  that  the 
British  government  is  taking  under  the 
British  constitution  is  this — they  say  so  far 
as  you  in  Canada  decide  to  restrict  your 
own  publishers  and  authors  within  the 
bounds  of  Canada  we  oflFer  no  objection  at 
all,  but  when  it  comes  to  you  legalizing  your 
publishers  to  take  possession  by  force  of 
arms  through  your  legislation  of  the  works 
of  British  authors,  we,  as  the  head  of  the 
empire,  certainly  will  interpose  our  objection, 
at  all  events  to  give  you  ample  time  to  con- 
sider the  full  force  of  the  legislation  you  are 
seeking  to  impose.  I  say  if  you  look  into  the 
question  in  a  spirit  of  honesty  and  fairness, 
you  will  see  that  the  Imperial  government  has 
taken  the  proper  constitutionalposition.  It  is 
not  a  position  of  interference  with  Canadian 
rights,  but  it  is  an  inter-position  with  Can- 
adian legislation  interfering  with  British 
rights.  That  is  the  view  that  I  think, 
should  be  presented.  In  order  to  bring  it 
more  forcibly  before  this  House  and  to 
show  exactly  the  position  that  the  British 
government  has  been  taking  in  regard  to  the 
matter.  With  regard  to  the  comparative 
value  of  the  Canadian  market,  and  the 
value  of  the  United  States  market  to 
authors,  I  should  like  to  read  to  you  what 
is  published  in  the  papers,  by  way  of  prizes 


that  are  offered  for  the  publication  of  works. 
The  New  York  Herald  of  May  19th,  1895, 
publishes  the  following  offer  to  authors : — 

HERALD'S  PRIZE  OFFERS. 

XINETEES  THOrSAND  DOLLARS  TO   BE   A^VARDED  TO 
AMERICAN   NOVELISTS    AND  POKTS. 

The  following  is  a  list  of  prizes  which  the  Her- 
ald oflFers  to  American  writers  : — 

The  Herald  will  award  a  prize  of  $10,(100  for 
the  best  serial  story  of  betweeu  50,000  aud  7.5,00U 
words  by  an  American  writer,  whether  profes- 
sional or  amateur. 

The  Herald  will  further  award  prizes  of  62.000 
and  $1,000  respectively  to  the  serial  stories  which 
shall  be  adjudged  second  and  third  in  excellence  in 
this  category. 

CONDITIONS  OF  THE  CONTEST. 

The  condition  of  this  contest  are  as  follows  : — 

The  manuscripts  must  be  submitted  anonymous- 
ly, and  must  bear  only  the  initials  of  their  authors 
or  other  private  identification  marks. 

The  Herald  will  nominate  a  committee  of  ten 
well  known  literary  men,  and  from  them  the 
readers  of  the  Herald  can  select  by  ballot  the 
final  committee  of  three,  who  will  choose  the  best 
works  and  make  the  awards. 

The  stories  so  selected  will  l)e  printe<I  in  the 
Herald  Daily  and  Sunday,  as  occasion  requires, 
beginning  early  in  October,  1895. 

The  manuscripts  other  than  the  three  selected 
by  the  examiners  will  be  returned  to  the  writers 
upon  their  identification  by  means  of  their  initials 
or  private  marks.  The  writers  will  be  at  liberty 
to  publish  these  returned  manuscripts  elsewhere, 
and  no  reference  will  be  made  by  the  Herald  to 
to  the  fact  that  they  have  been  rejected. 

The  works  that  are  adjudged  to  be  first,  second 
and  third  in  the  several  competitions  will  I>e  re- 
turned to  the  authors,  after  publication,  and  they 
will  have  the  privilege  of  selling  their  works  any- 
where, the  Herald  meantime  having  protected 
them  by  copyright. 

All  manuscripts  for  this  competition  must  be 
submitted  before  July  1,  1895. 

PRIZES  FOR  EPIC  POEMS. 

The  Herald  also  offers  three  other  prizes— 
the  first,  of  $3,000,  for  the  best  novelette  of  lie- 
tween  15,000  and  25,000  words  :  the  second,  s 
prize  of  82,000,  for  the  best  short  story  of  between 
6,000  and  10,000  words,  and  the  third,  a  prize  of 
81,000  for  the  best  epic  poem  "based  on  some  event 
of  American  history  that  has  occurred  since  the 
beginning  of  the  war  of  the  revolution. 

The  conditions  that  will  govern  the  competition 
for  the  prizes  of  810,000,  ?2,000,  nnd  $1,000  will 
also  govern  those  for  the  prizes  of  $.3,000,  $2,(K)0 
and  81,*KX).  The  chosen  manuscripts  will  be  pub- 
lished in  the  Herald  in  turn, .  upon  the  conclu- 
sion of  the  serials. 

All  manuscripts  for  these  latter  competitions 
must  be  submitted  to  the  Herald  before  .'Sep- 
tember 1,  1895. 


Manuscripts  should  be  addressed  as  follows  :— 
For  the  $10,000  prize,  Serial  Story  Competition, 
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New  York  Herald;  for  the  $3,000  prize, 
elette  Competition,  the  New  York  HenUd 
lie  82,000  prize,  Short  Story  Competition,  the 
York  Herald  ;  for  the  jl, 000  prize,  Epic 
n  Competition,  the  New  York  Herald. 

["ow  what  I  wanted  to  point  out  in  read- 
this  extract  to  the  House  was  the  fact 
;  there  was  $19,000  offered  for  works 
lished  by  United  States  authors,  of 
ch  $10,000  was  for  the  first  prize.  Then, 
r  the  New  York  Herald  had  the  privi- 
1  of  publishing  the  story,  the  manuscript 
lid  be  returned  to  the  author  copyrighted, 
it  would  become  his  own  property  to 
:e  whatever  he  could  out  of  it,  so  far  as 
value  of  the  work  and  the  advertising  it 
sives  is  concerned. 

Ion.  Mr.  KAULBACH— That  is  United 
bes  authors. 

Ion.  Mr.  BOULTON— Certainly.  I  want 
mpress  upon  the  hon.  gentleman's  mind 
t  fact,  that  after  the  New  York  Herald 
>lishes  it  once,  th'.n  the  manuscript  re- 
ts to  the  author  to  be  published  for  his 
1  profit  afterwards.  I  dare  say  the  hon. 
tleman  has  seen  an  advertisement — in 
;  it  was  pointed  out  to  me  by  my  hon. 
nd  from  Lunenburg,  in  which  a  similar 
r  for  a  prize  for  the  encouragement  of 
ladian  authorship  is  made  by  Dr.  Wil- 
is of  the  patent  medicine  company,  and 
It  was  the  prize  oflEired  in  that  advertise- 
\t1  It  was  8300,  of  which  $100  was 
a  first  prize,  the  other  $200  was  to  be 
ided  up  into  three  or  four  prizes.  Then, 
ir  the  Canadian  authors  had  set  to  work 
ipeting  for  those  prizes,  the  best  were  to 
selected,  and  they  were  to  divide  the 
les  of  $300  for  all  the  labour  and  work  of 
iposing,  recopying,  type-writing,  etc.,  and 
n  after  that  had  been  done  the  successful 
;e  owners  were  to  get  the  prizes  and  Dr. 
Uiam's  Company  was  to  own  the  copy- 
it.  Can  you  consider  that  the  Canadian 
rket  can  be  worth  very  much  in  its  limit- 
sense,  if  that  is  the  only  oflFer  and  the 
t  ofier  that  can  be  made  for  the  publica- 
1  of  works  1  The  Williams  Company  get 
the  benefit  of  the  advertising  connected 
h  it,  and  I  think  that  should  be  sufficient 
ustify  him  in  offering  the  prize,  but  after 
has  set  aU  these  authors  to  work  and 
I  selected  the  best  works  amongst  them, 
n  he  is  to  own  the  property  of  the  suc- 
sful  prize  winners.  Then  again  the  Ix)n- 
L  Statist  offers  a  prize  of  one  thousand 
16i 


guineas  for  the  best  essay  on  Imperial  unity, 
not  confined  to  the  British  Isles,  but  open 
to  any  resident  in  the  British  dominions. 
Compare  these  three  advertisements,  one  in  a 
United  States  paper,  another  in  an  English 
journal  and  the  other  in  a  Canadian  paper,  as 
to  the  value  and  advantages  of  the  respective 
markets,  so  far  as  the  prize  offers  gauge  them. 
We  have  the  opportunity  of  taking 
advantage  of  the  United  States  mar- 
ket where  a  prize  of  $10,000  is  offered 
under  the  conditions  that  I  have  mentioned, 
but  by  our  own  legislation  for  the  sake  of 
publishing  the  works  unauthorized  for  publi- 
cation by  the  authors  themselves,  we  pro- 
pose to  narrow  the  efforts  of  Canadian 
authors  and  publishers  or  drive  them  out  of 
the  country,  force  them  to  become  residents 
of  the  United  States  or  Great  Britain  in 
order  that  they  may  take  advantage  of  the 
larger  number  of  readers.  We  drive  them 
out  of  our  country  simply  because  the  con- 
ditions that  we  are  imposing  and  restricting 
as  we  think  for  our  own  benefit  and  for  the 
benefit  of  a  certain  class  of  publishers,  and 
we  think  we  are  doing  a  wise  thing.  Would 
it  not  be  more  patriotic  and  more  to  their 
pecuniary  benefit  if  Canadian  pubUshers 
would  encourage  Canadian  authors  in  order 
that  through  them  they  could  extend  their 
publbhing  business  1  When  thoroughly  con- 
sidered in  all  its  bearings  it  will  be  found 
that  it  will  be  wise  for  us,  as  our  neighbours 
have  done,  to  retrace  our  steps  in  regard  to 
this  copyright  question,  and  take  a  broader 
view  of  the  question  in  all  its  bearings.  Let 
us  put  alongside  the  interest  of  those  pub- 
lishers who  desire  to  plstce  foreign  authors 
under  onerous  conditions  the  rights  of  the 
authors.  These  publishers  are  not  alone 
to  be  considered.  The  publishers  gener- 
ally have  not  petitioned  for  this,  because, 
as  I  stated  the  other  day,  out  of  the 
five  hundred  and  eighty-nine  publishers  in 
Canada,  publishers  who  have  built  themselves 
up  to  the  position  that  they  occupy  to-day 
without  the  aid  of  any  literary  piracy,  and 
have  attained  that  position  that  they  can 
continue  under  legitimate  methods  todevelop 
their  capacity — compare  these  publishers 
with  five  hundred  authors  that  copyright 
their  works,  are  they  not  worthy  of  consider- 
ation as  against  those  publishing  interests 
that  are  seeking  to  impress  their  views  upon 
the  public  through  the  International  Copy- 
right Association?  As  a  matter  of  policy 
in  the  employment  of  labour,  I  say,  although 
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the  copyright  association  did  present,  along 
with  their  own  representations,  a  resolution 
to  the  government  passed  by  one  of  the 
trade  unions,  that  it  was  desirable  that  the 
imposition  of  printing  and  publishing  within 
a  month,  should  be  inserted.  The  view  that 
labour  should  take  of  these  questions  is  not 
to  narrow  its  view  down  to  the  private  in- 
terests of  the  individuals  who  compose  the 
union,  but  when  a  labour  organization 
bands  itself  together  for  the  promotion  of  the 
cause  of  labour,  they  should  take  the  whole 
question  of  labour  into  consideration,  and 
not  simply  the  local  or  special  interests  of 
those  who  compose  the  labour  union.  The 
broader  the  view  they  take  the  greater  will 
be  their  political  force  and  so  far  as  this 
question  which  I  have  put  before  the  House 
is  concerned,  I  believe  the  cause  of  labour 
will  be  infinitively.  better  promoted  by  tak- 
ing advantage  of  the  Berne  convention  and 
building  up  the  publishing  interests  of 
this  country  so  as  to  secure  a  greater  exten- 
sion of  publishing  these  works  on  Canadian 
soil,  both  for  the  English  market  and  for 
the  Canadian  market  and  through  Canadian 
talent.  The  Canadian  Copyright  Act  does 
not  require  type-setting  as  I  have  explained 
and  the  stereotype  plates  after  striking  off 
two  books  in  the  United  States  can  be  im- 
ported into  Canarla  and  we  would  then  have 
a  magnificent  field  for  publishing  on  this 
continent.  Let  the  publishers  lay  their 
foundations  on  those  lines  and  success  will 
attend  their  efforts.  I  will  not  detain  the 
House  any  longer  with  my  views  on  this 
question,  though  its  importance  does  not  re- 
quire an  apology  for  taking  up  so  much  of 
your  time.  I  would  suggest  that  in  dealing 
with  it — because  it  is  a  matter  that  we 
should  desire  to  be  in  accord  with  Imperial 
legislation  upon.  I  would  suggest  that  if 
the  members  of  the  government  have  not 
thoroughly  made  up  their  mind — have  not 
thoroughly  concuded  as  to  what  are  the  real 
rights  of  the  matter  as  between  the  English 
and  the  Canadian  authors  and  publishers,  it 
would  be  desirable  that  a  committee  should 
be  appointed  from  this  honourable  House 
or  in  any  form  that  it  is  thought  best,  in 
order  that  a  better  understanding  of  the 
whole  merits  of  the  question  could  be  had  by 
personal  contact  with  the  interested  parties 
in  Canada. 

Hon.  Mr.  KArLBACH— Zkly  hon.  friend 
is  nothing  if  he  is  not  unique.     He  sets  him- 


self up  as  the  mouth-piece  of  589  publishfi 
and  500  authors  in  Canada.  I  should  lil 
to  know  by  what  authority  he  assumes  th; 
position } 


Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON- 
remark,  my  hon.   friend 
stands  me. 


-I  never  mind  th 
always  misundi 


Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— The  hon.  i:' 
tleman  spoke  in  their  interest,  and  I  )  i 
sume  he  had  some  authority — some  Diaoua 
from  them  to  speak,  when  he  advocated  thi 
caus;'.  He  certainly  does  not  represe 
their  views,  their  wishes  or  their  intereits. 
ask  my  hon.  friend  if  he  can  find  an  autb 
or  publisher  in  Canada  who  has  present! 
the  case  in  the  way  in  which  he  has  1  Ha 
they  not  all  taken  one  position  and  gone 
one  direction  and  asked  for  a  copyright  la 
such  as  the  Act  of  1889  1  It  is  a  piry  n 
hon.  friend  could  not  have  brought  this  i 
on  a  substantive  motion,  and  so  test  tl 
position.  He  would  have  found  himself  i 
alone  in  that  case — without  one  foUowi 
in  parliament.  Now,  how  does  the  ma 
ter  stand  1  We  know  that  long  .u 
there  has  been  a  clamour  in  the  colonii 
that  we  should  have  a  copyright  law  of  oi 
own.  That  has  been  the  clamour  ever 
where.  I  can  remember  that  this  copyrigl 
question  used  to  come  up  periodically  an 
receive  the  approval  of  the  Senate.  ^ 
find  that  as  far  back  as  1845  England— 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— That  is  a  chestuu 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— Yes,  but  a 
sound  as  ever.  It  hss  never  been  reversed 
you  will  find  that  when  Earl  Giey  was  Sei 
retary  of  State  for  the  Colonies,  he  said ; 

Her  Majesty's  Goveniment  propose  to  leave  i 
the  lociil  legislature  the  duty  and  respousibilii}  i 
passing  such  enactment  as  they  may  deeui  ('ff 
for  securing  both  the  rights  of  authors  am!  th 
interests  of  the  public.  Her  Majesty's  Go\tn 
inent  will  accordingly  submit  to  Parliament  a  I" 
authorizing  the  Queen  in  Council  to  continn  an 
finally  enact  any  colonial  law  or  ordinance  ro 
pecting  copyright  notwithstanding  any  repupw"' 
of  any  such  law  or  ordinance  to  tne  copyriglit !«' 
of  this  country. 

That  was  in  1845.  How  was  that  folio* 
ed  up  1  But  I  never  heard  of  that  promis 
being  fulfilled.  No  such  bill  was  present«i 
to  the  British  Parliament.  5o  sud 
authority  was  passed,  but  by  our  Cot 
federation  Act  in  1867  the  whole  po'* 
was    given    to    us    to    deal     with    copj 
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t,  the  same  as  we  have  the  right  to  deal 
I  nianv  other  subjects  enumerated  in 
ion  91". 

ion.  Mr.  BOULTON— Not  the  power 
irate. 

[on.  Mr.  KAULBACH— We  do  not 
t  to  grab  or  steal,  and  we  do  not  want 
ition,  but  we  want  fair  reciprocity,  which 
jave  never  got.  Then  what  have  we  next  1 
passed  our  law  with  the  suspension  clause, 

England,  no  doubt  on  account  of  some 
rnational  arrangement  with  other 
itries,  has  not  thought  proper  yet  to 
;  us  what  we  claim  as  our  right  under 

constitution,  and  to  which,  apart  from 
;  rifjht,  we  are  fairly  and  justly  entitled. 
,t  is  the  position  in  which  we  stand,  that 

pa.ssed  in  1889  unanimously  in  lx>th 
jses  I  think  my  hon.  friend  was  a 
nber  of  the  Senate  at  the  time,  but  we 

not  hear  his  voice  in  opposition  to  the 
tsure  then. 

Ion.  Mr.  BOULTON— I  was  not  in  the 
ate  until  1890. 

Ion.  Mr.  KAULBACH— The  hon. 
tleman  was  in  the  Senate  in  1891,  when 
passed  en  address  to  Her  Majesty  pray- 
that  the  Act  of  1889  should  come  into 
ration.  It  went  without  a  dissenting 
:e,  and  this  is  one  of  its  paragraphs  : — 

he  proviaioiiB  of  the  Act  of  1889  just  mentioned 
such  as  are  required  for  the  interest  of  tlie 
pie  of  Canada,  and  its  provisions  have  not  tieen 
A  n  to  ^ie  in  any  respect  unfair  as  regards  any 
tion  of  Her  Majesty's  subjects.  The  Act  was 
)ed  unanimously  by  botli  Hoases  of  Parliament 
'anada  and  has  been  earnestly  pressed  by  the 
'ernnient  of  Canada  upon  the  favourable  con- 
oration  of  j'our  Majesty  s  Government. 

tfy  hon.  friend  was  here  when  the  address 
s  passed,  although  he  was  not  here  when 
I  Act  itself  came  before  us.  Why  did  he 
;  rai.>ie  his  voice  on  behalf  of  the  authors 
I  publi.shers  in  Canada  then  ?  Because 
must  have  felt,  as  everybody  else  f  It, 
[i  as  we  yet  feel,  that  it  was  a  right  law. 
does  not  legalize  piracy.  We  say  to  the 
iglish  and  foreign  authors:  "You  shall 
t  play  the  dog  in  the  manger.  You  have 
)erfect  right  to  obtain  copyright  here,  but 
you  refuse — if  you  will  not  print  the  book 
;er  you  get  your  copyright,  and  if  you  will 
t  copyright  in  Canada  and  print  and  pub- 
li  there  after  a  certain  time,  we  will  seek 


by  license  to  do  it,  giving  you  the  fair  royalty 
of  10  per  cent  on  the  product  of  the  work 
which  we  engage  in."  How  does  that  com- 
pare with  the  position  of  the  question  in  the 
United  States?  The  publishers  of  that 
country  can  print  their  works  there,  and 
with'Ut  having  to  print  and  publish  them 
in  Canada,  can  circulate  them  throughout 
the  Dominion,  while  we  cannot  do  so  in  the 
United  States,  unless  we  come  under  their 
Act  and  set  up  the  type  and  print  books  there. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— Wrmld  the  hon. 
gentleman  like  Britain  to  deal  with  his  ships 
in  that  way  t 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— I  cannot  un- 
derstand the  interruption.  The  hon.  mem- 
ber will  not  contend  that  we  have  the  same 
rights  in  the  United  States  that  they 
have  in  Canada,  as  to  making,  printing 
and  publishina;  books.  The  principal  ex- 
pense of  publication  is  in  setting  up  the 
type  and  the  plates  for  the  books  ;  when 
the  stereotype  work  is  done,  you  can  print 
any  number.  The  United  States  publishers 
have  a  monopoly  of  our  market  and  we 
have  access  to  theirs.  Then  what  have  we 
to  do  with  England  1  The  copyright  can 
be  ])iocured  in  England  and  a  book  can  be 
printed  in  the  United  States  and  circulated 
here  while  we  cannot  do  likewise.  The 
publishers  in  the  United  States  stipu- 
late in  the  agreement  with  the  English 
author,  that  they  shall  have  the  Canadian 
market;  they  have  the  monopoly  of  the 
wh<ile  of  our  market  and  we  are  perfectly 
powerless  in  their  hands;  I  am  surprised 
at  my  hon.  friend  standing  in  such  a 
unique  position  so  adverse  to  the  interests 
of  those  for  whom  he  pretends  to  speak. 
Under  the  present  condition  of  things,  we 
are  in  effect  prohibited  from  reprinting 
English  copyright  works,  and  must  purchase 
in  the  United  States  or  do  without  them. 
What  we  mainly  want  is  to  reprint  English 
and  other  works,  unless  the  owners  of  the 
books  ])rint  and  publish  them  here  within  a 
reasonable  time.  If  this  were  a  debating 
society  and  had  not  the  responsibility  of 
legislators  I  should  like  to  hear  my  hon. 
friend  discuss  this  subject,  but  we  must  re- 
member that  solemn  responsibilities  are 
cast  upon  us.  1  think  my  hon.  friend  has 
fallen  short  in  presenting  the  inten  st  of 
the  authors  and  publisheis.  Nobody  has 
asked   him  to  do  it.     He   cannot   show   me 
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one  paper  that  has  taken  his  view  of  the 
matter.  He  must  see  that  he  is  diametri- 
cally opposed  to  the  interests  of  Canadian 
authors  and  the  printers  and  publishers.  I 
I  cannot  imagine  how  my  hon.  friend  can 
take  the  view  he  does  when  there  is  such  a 
consensus  of  opinion  in  both  branches  of  the 
legislature  and  throughout  the  country  that 
we  should  have  in  Canada  the  right  not  only 
to  print  our  own  works,  but  if  English  and 
United  States  and  other  authorities  will 
not  publish  in  Canada,  that  we  should  have 
the  right,  after  giving  them  proper  notice, 
to  publish  ourselves.  That  is  the  position 
we  have  taken  throughout,  and  there  has  not 
been  a  discordant  voice  in  all  Canada  until 
my  honourable  friend  comes  up  and  advances 
his  peculiar  views  in  this  House.  The  last 
time  our  lamented  chief,  Sir  John  Thompson, 
went  to  England,  that  was  one  of  the  things 
that  he  went  to  accomplish — to  have  this 
law  put  on  the  statute  book.  His  un- 
timely death  prevented  his  doing  it,  but  I 
think  the  government  will  now  press  for 
that  right.  We  have  a  right  to  make  our 
own  copyright  laws  and  I  hope  the  Min- 
ister of  Agriculture  will  see  that  this  in- 
justice shall  no  longer  exist. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER — I  am  surprised  »t 
the  speech  which  my  hon.  friend  from  Lunen- 
burg has  just  made.  I  do  not  always  agree 
with  him,  but  I  have  always  given  him  credit 
for  many  good  qualities,  and  one  which  I 
think  characterizes  him  to  a  very  great 
degree  is  gratitude.  The  speech  that  he 
has  just  made  is  an  instance  of  the  most 
flagrant  ingratitude.  The  hon.  gentleman 
from  Shell  River  has  given  him  an  oppor- 
tunity of  making  the  best  speech  which  he 
has  delivered  this  session,  and  instead  of 
thanking  that  hon.  gentleman,  he  proceeds 
to  denounce  him  in  very  strong  language. 
It  was  hardly  parliamentary  for  the  hon. 
member  for  Lunenburg  to  ask  for  the  cre- 
dentials of  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Shell 
River.  That  hon.  gentleman  has  brought 
before  the  House,  and  discussed  in  a  very 
intelligent  and,  to  a  certain  extent,  unique 
manner,  as  my  hon.  friend  from  Lunenburg 
says,  a  very  important  question.  The  hon. 
member  from  Shell  River,  as  I  understand 
him,  did  not  profpss  to  speak  on  behalf  of 
the  publishers  of  Canada ;  he  spoke  I  think 
on  behalf  of  the  authors  of  Canada. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— Hear,  hear. 


Hon.  Mr.  POWER— -He  advocated 
interest  of  the  authors  of  Canada,  as 
understood  it ;  and  every  member  of  i 
House  has  the  right,  without  holding 
power  of  attorney  from  any  p>artictilar  cl 
or  individual,  to  advocate  what  he  belie' 
to  be  the  interests  of  that  class  or  individi 
The  hon.  member  from  Lunenburg  vi 
often  gets  up  here  and  advocates  cert 
policies  which  he  alleges  are  in  the  intere 
of  the  fishermen  of  Lunenburg  county 
never  exhibits  a  power  of  attorney  from  t 
fishermen.  The  hon.  member  from  Sb 
River  seems  to  be  pretty  familiar  wi 
his  subject ;  just  as  much  so  as  the  h( 
gentleman  from  Lunenburg  is  with  t 
fisheries.  I  do  not  propose  to  disci 
the  subject  before  the  House  at  a 
length,  but  I  have  thought  it  my  du 
to  call  attention  to  the  extraordinary  1 
haviour  of  the  hon.  gentleman  from  I 
nenburg.  With  respect  to  the  questii 
before  the  House,  I  have  only  one  or  ti 
observations  to  make.  I  do  not  profess 
be  in  a  position  just  now  to  judge  wheth 
the  policy  indicated  by  the  hon.  gentlem. 
from  Shell  River  is  a  better  policy  than  tl 
one  embodied  in  the  Canada  Copyright  A 
of  1889  or  not.  I  think  there  is  somethii 
to  be  said  on  both  sides.  The  hon.  gentl 
man  from  Shell  River  has  shown  that  the 
is  another  side  to  the  question,  and  that 
a  very  important  point  gained ;  but  I  fe 
that  whether  the  Act  of  1889  was  right  i 
wrong,  whether  it  was  a  wise  or  unwise  pr 
cedure  in  the  interest  of  Canada,  there  is  i 
doubt  but  that  it  came  within  our  provinc 
Under  the  British  North  America  Act  v 
have  the  right  to  pass  such  a  statute,  and  as 
member  of  the  parliament  of  Canada,  I  fe 
great  regret  that  the  Imperial  authoritii 
have  not  up  to  the  present  time  allowed  tbi 
Act  to  go  into  operation.  I  do  not  say  wheth( 
the  Act  was  a  wise  one  or  not.  It  ma 
have  been  foolish,  just  as  our  tariff  policy 
foolish,  but  as  the  Imperial  govemmei 
allowed  our  tariff  policy,  which  was  felt  < 
be  unwise,  and  which  they  knew  to  ^ 
injurious  to  the  Empire,  to  go  into  open 
tion,  I  think  they  should  have  allowed  th; 
Act  to  go  into  operation  also,  and  after  w 
learned  wisdom,  we  could  amend  it  as  w 
pleased.  On  that  point  I  feel  that  th 
Imperial  authorities  are  not  treating  Car 
ada  as  she  should  be  treated,  and  as  far  a 
that  goes  I  am  at  one  with  the  govemmeu 
and  the  other  gentlemen  who  are  insistin 
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that  this  Canadian  Act  shall  be  allowed  to 
go  into  operation.  We  can  repeal  it  or 
amend  it  as  we  please,  but  we  have  a  right 
to  pass  it,  and  I  do  not  think  the  Imperial 
authorities  should  interfere  with  the  exercise 
of  that  right. 

Hon.  Mr.  ANGERS— The  government 
has  no  objection  to  bringing  down  any 
papers  in  the  public  Archives  which  have 
not  already  been  printed  and  laid  before  the 
House.  I  might  briefly  state  that  there  is 
very  little  new  matter,  or  correspondence 
exchanged  between  the  Imperial  Govern- 
ment and  the  Government  of  Canada,  since 
last  year.  The  late  Sir  John  Thompson 
was  to  meet  the  Imperial  authorities  to  dis- 
cuss with  them  the  main  question  of  the 
copyright.  He  was  unfortunately  summoned 
away,  and  we  were  deprived  of  his  valuable 
services.  Since  then  the  Colonial  Secretary 
has  sent  to  Canada  an  invitation  that  we 
should  send  over  a  representative  to  discuss 
the  question  with  the  authorities  on  the 
other  side.  To  this  we  have  expressed  our 
willingness,  and  an  Order  in  Council  has 
been  passed  within  the  last  week  or  so  ap- 
[K>inting  a  fit  and  proper  person,  who  was 
going  to  England  on  some  legal  function,  to 
appear  before  the  authorities  there  and  dis- 
cuss the  position  that  Canada  intends  to 
hold  in  the  matter.  The  main  question  is 
this :  Has  Canada  the  right  to  legislate 
upon  copyright,  as  we  have  the  right  to 
legislate  about  tarlflF  or  any  other  matter 
that  the  Constitution  has  given  us  ?  I  agree 
fully  with  the  remarks  made  by  the  senior 
member  for  Halifax,  that  the  main  question 
is  not  whether  the  statute  was  a  wise  one  or 
whether  it  should  be  amended,  but  it  is, 
has  Canada  the  right  to  legislate  upon  this 
subject  t 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— Is  it  wise  to  be- 
long to  the  Berne  Convention  t 

Hon.  Mr.  ANGERS— Is  it  wise  to  belong 
to  the  Berne  Convention  1  Is  it  wise  that 
we  should  amend  our  statutes,  that  we  should 
adopt  another,  that  we  should  take  legisla- 
tion from  the  authors  and  printers  in  Eng- 
land without  any  reference  to  the  interests 
of  our  authors  or  our  printers  on  this  side — 
these  are  questions  which  I  am  not  at  liberty 
to  discuss  at  present,  from  the  very  fact  that 
the  government  is  now  in  conference  with 
the  home  authorities  upon  all  those  subjects. 


Therefore,  we  have  no  objection  to  bringing 
down  the  papers,  but  there  is  stronsj  objec- 
tion to  the  matter  being  discussed  by  any 
member  of  the  government  during  the  con- 
ference which  wUl  take  place  presently. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 
The  Senate  then  adjourned. 


THE  SENATE. 

Ottatca,  Monday,  10th  June,  1895. 

The  SPEAKER  took  the-Chair  at  Three 
o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 
BILL  INTRODUCED. 

Bill  (J)  "  An  Act  to  amend  the  Act  re- 
specting certain  Female  Offenders  in  the 
province  of  Nova  Scotia." — (Hon.  Mr. 
Power.) 

BRITISH  COLUMBIA  PENITEN- 
TIARY. 

INQUIRY. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES,  (B.C.)— Before  the 
orders  of  the  day  are  called,  I  should  like  to 
ask  the  Government,  when  those  papers  in 
connection  with  the  Royal  Commission  held 
last  year  to  inquire  into  the  irregularitifs  in 
the  British  Columbia  penitentiary,  for  which 
I  moved  some  time  ago,  will  be  brought 
down.  I  mentioned  the  matter  the  other 
day  to  the  premier,  and  he  promised  to 
ascertain  when  they  would  be  produced.  It 
is  now  over  six  weeks  since  I  moved  for 
those  papers,  and  it  surely  ought  not  to  take 
so  long  to  prepare  the  return. 

Hon.  Mr  ANGERS— The  papers  are 
being  prepared.  It  is  an  extensive  record, 
comprising,  I  believe,  over  500  pages  of 
type- written  matter. 

Hon.  Mr  McINNES  (B.C.)— The  hon. 
gentleman  will  bear  in  mind  that  the  return 
was  brought  down  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons some  time'  ago,  and  I  have  been  un- 
able to  get  a  copy  of  the  evidence.  It  can- 
not take  very  long  to  prepare  the  return 
for  the  House. 
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THE  DESCHflNES  BRIDGE  COM- 
PANY'S BILL. 

THIRD    READING. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCALLUM,  in  the  absence 
of  Hon.  Mr.  McLaren,  moved  the  third 
reading  of  Bill  (30)  "  An  Act  to  incorporate 
the  Deschenes  Bridge  Company." 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— When  this  bill  was 
reported  from  the  committee,  I  asked  the 
hon.  gentleman  to  postpone  the  considera- 
tion of  the  amendments  untU  to-day.  I 
wish  now  to  direct  his  attention  to  the  fact 
that  cue  of  the  amendments  made  in  com- 
mittee is  incorrectly  reported  in  the  minutes. 
I  presume  it  is  simply  a  printer's  error,  but 
it  will  be  well  that  there  should  be  no  mis- 
take about  the  words  that  are  used  here. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCALLUM — I  see  no  reason 
why  the  third  reading  of  the  bill  should  be 
postponed. 


Hon.    Mr. 
postponed. 


POWER— I  do  not  wish   it 


Hon.  Mr.  McCALLUM— Is  it  not  a  de- 
sirable work  to  be  constructed  in  the  inter- 
terest  of  the  country  ?  There  is  not  another 
bridge  across  the  Ottawa  for  40  miles,  and 
why  is  this  bridge  project  obstructed  in  this 
way  ?  There  must  bean  African  in  the  fence 
somewhere.  The  hon.  gentleman  from  Ot- 
tawa has  a  notice  of  an  amendment  on  the 
paper  ;  he  had  better  move  the  six  months' 
hoist  at  once  if  he  wants  to  kill  the  bill. 
Wliat  is  his  object  1  Somebody  has  got  a 
charter  to  build  the  Ottawa  Barge  Canal.  I 
remember  once  reading  about  a  young  lady 
who  lived  near  the  river.  There  was  an 
opening  in  the  fence  fronting  the  river.  The 
lady  wanted  to  get  married  but  she  said : 
"  Suppose  I  get  married  and  have  children, 
and  they  should  have  children  and  another 
generation  should  arise  and  some  of  my 
grandchildren  should  get  through  this  open- 
ing in  the  fence  and  get  drowned,  what 
would  become  of  me."  The  objection  of  the 
hon.  gentleman  is  of  a  similar  nature.  W'e 
can  deal  with  the  Ottawa  Barge  Canal  when 
somebody  undertakes  to  build  it.  The  whole 
object  of  the  amendment  is  to  delay  the  bill. 
The  promoters  of  the  measure  are  satisfied 
with  it  and  the  government  of  the  country, 
the  guardians  of  the  peoples'  rights,  have 
allowed  it  to  go  through,  and  it  is  not  fair 


to  load  down  the  bill  with  .-uch  an  amend- 
ment. As  a  rule  the  hon.  member  frum 
Rideau  and  the  hon.  member  from  Ottawa 
are  as  far  apart  as  the  poles  are  asunder, 
but  they  are  united  on  this  questi  )n — why ! 
I  begin  to  suspect  that  it  is  not  exactly  in 
the  public  interest.  They  want  to  keep  up 
the  present  non-intercourse  between  the  two 
provinces  in  order  that  people  for  40  miles 
up  the  river  may  be  brought  down  to  Ot- 
tawa. The  promoters  of  this  bill  are  in 
earnest — they  own  the  property  on  both 
sides  of  the  river,  and  they  are  prepared  to 
go  on  and  build  the  bridge.  I  am  satisfied 
that  the  House  does  not  want  to  impose  any 
condition  that  would  keep  them  from  pro- 
ceeding with  the  work.  Let  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman from  Ottawa  move  his  amendment 
and  the  House  will  soon  dispose  of  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER — I  regret  very  much 
that  the  hon.  gentleman  should  be  under  the 
impression  that  I  have  the  slightest  desire 
to  delay  his  bill.  I  did  not  propase  to  move 
any  amendment,  or  to  refer  the  bill  back  to 
committee — I  simply  called  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  the  fact  that  an  amendment 
made  in  the  Committee  on  Railways  and 
Canals  was  incorrectly  printed  in  the  min- 
utes, with  the  object  that  the  clerk  at  the 
table  might  see  that  the  amendment  was 
correctly  entered.  The  hon.  gentleman  sees 
several  men  in  buckram  who  are  opposed  to 
this  bill.  He  is  quite  mistaken.  There  were 
some  amendments  made  to  the  bill  in  com- 
mittee; that  is  not  an  unusual  thing,  but 
the  hon.  gentleman  himself  pursued  a  rather 
unusual  course  in  moving  that  the  amend- 
ments made  in  the  committee  be  concurred 
in  when  the  report  was  presented  to  the 
House.  The  wisdom  of  postponing  the  con- 
currence in  the  amendments  is  proved  now. 
I  find  some  of  the  amendments  incorrectly 
recorded  in  the  minutes,  and  it  is  well  for 
those  who  are  interested  in  the  bill  that  it 
was  not  read  the  third  time  on  Friday,  be- 
cause now  the  corrections  can  be  made.  It 
is  best  to  take  the  usual  course,  and  when 
amendments  are  made  to  give  time  for  their 
proper  consideration. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCALLUM— There  may  be 
an  "  i  "  that  is  not  dotted  or  a  "  t  "  that  is 
not  crossed,  but  that  is  no  rea-son  why  the 
bill  should  be  delayed.  It  is  usual  when 
amendments  of  a  private  character  are  made 
to  a  bill  in  committee  to  concur  in  them 
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thout  delay  and  let  the  bill  pass.  The 
lendments  do  not  aflfect  the  public  at  large, 
It  the  hon.  gentleman  wants  to  show  that 
1  is  a  lawyer — -he  is  educated  to  find  fault. 
:  course  I  have  no  objection  to  his  doing 
He  opposed  the  bill  from  the  start,  and 
■  raised  this  question  at  the  very  beginning, 
id  warned  the  committee  against  passing 
in  its  present  shape.  In  the  committee 
6  hon.  gentleman  voted  for  this  amend- 
ent,  of  which  we  have  notice  on  the  paper, 
id  got  only  four  votes  altogether.  I  be- 
!ve  he  will  not  get  any  more  in  this  House 
ben  the  unreasonable  amendment  is  moved. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  beg  to  assure  my 
(n.  friend  from  Monck  that  he  is  entirely 
istaken  in  assuming  that  I  intend  to  ofiPer 
ly  opposition  to  the  bill.  I  did  not  oppose 
at  any  stage,  and  I  do  not  wish  to  oppose 
now.  When  the  bill  was  before  the  com- 
ittee,  reference  was  made  to  tho  fact  that 
ere  was  another  bill  asking  for  a  bridge 
ross  the  Ottawa.  I  stated  then,  and  I 
ite  now — -.and  I  think  all  persons  who  give 
e  matter  any  consideration  will  agree  with 
e — that  it  is  not  desirable  to  multiply 
idges  if  parties  in  the  locality  could  agree 
K)n  one  bridge.  Make  it  wider  if  you  like. 
It  make  them  agree  upon  one  bridge.  With 
new  to  accomplishing  that  object  it  was  sug- 
isted — not  by  me,  but  I  supported  the  sug- 
istiun — that  the  bill  should  stand  till  the 
ylmer  and  Ottawa  Railway  and  Bridge 
>mpany's  bill  came  up,  and  thatwas  thefeel- 
g  of  the  committee.  When  the  order  was 
lied  at  the  last  meeting  of  the  committee, 
e  other  bill  for  building  a  bridge  alongside 
it  was  not  before  the  committee  ;  and  so 
e  friends  of  this  bill  determined  to  push  it 
1.  Of  course  they  had  a  perfect  right  to 
>  so,  but  I  thought  it  could  stand.  It  was 
>t  with  the  object  of  obstructing  it  in  any 
ly.  If  an  amicable  arrangement  could  not 
I  made  for  one  bridge,  I  was  not  going  to 
sist  upon  my  view.  It  is  a  possibility — 
id  I  hope  a  probability  in  the  future — that 
ere  will  be  a  canal  built  there.  Forty 
ars  ago  this  country  voted  a  considerable 
m  of  money  for  canalling  the  river  at  the 
lats,  and  a  large  sum  was  expended.  I 
id  the  pleasure  of  voting  for  that  expendi- 
re  ;  but  in  1859-60,  owing  to  the  fact  that 
3  were  then  paying  8  per  cent  forourmoney, 
ere  was  a  feeling  in  the  Ottawa  district  that 
ly  moneys  that  could  be  spared  should  be 
ivoted  to  the  construction  of  the  buildings 


here,  and  the  canal  scheme  was  dropped  for 
the  time,  notwithstanding  the  large  expendi- 
ture that  had  been  made.  That  scheme  has 
been  revived  again.  It  is  not  a  scheme  which 
can  be  lightly  thought  of,  because  the 
canal  would  be  of  immense  advantage  to 
the  whole  country.  It  would  shorten  the 
route  and  lessen  the  expense.  I  am 
not  going  to  discuss  the  matter,  but 
in  view  of  that  project,  if  both  parties  in- 
sist upon  having  bridges,  it  seems  to  me 
neither  company  should  make  it  a  subject  of 
damages  if  the  bridges  should  be  converted 
into  swing-bridges.  If  both  insisted  on 
having  bridges,  it  seems  to  me  that  they 
should  take  them  under  tiiat  condition.  I 
proposed  the  amendment  to  the  bill,  and  I 
thought  it  was  not  unreasonable.  I  am  not 
going  to  thwart  the  bill,  or  interfere  with  it 
in  the  least ;  I  am  not  going  to  take  the 
sense  of  the  House,  because  the  committee 
was  so  largely  against  the  proposal  that  I 
am  convinced  it  would  be  no  use.  I  there- 
fore bow  to  the  sense  of  the  majority  of  the 
committee,  but  I  think  it  is  a  matter  that 
the  government  should  take  cognizunce  of, 
when  the  plans  come  before  the  government. 
I  do  not  think  they  would  be  justified  in 
taking  the  stand  that  they  should  pay  for 
these  alterations,  if  it  should  ever  become 
necessary  to  make  them.  There  is  now  no 
project  for  the  canal  before  the  government, 
and  they  probably  do  not  regard  it  as  a 
possible  enterprise.  The  committee  main- 
tained that  it  was  the  duty  of  the  govern- 
ment to  take  cognizance  of  it ;  and  I  said 
no,  it  was  the  duty  of  Parliament  to  take 
cognizance  of  it,  and  so  the  motion  was 
voted  down.  The  proposal  had  only  four 
supporters.     The  amendment  was  : — 

That  should  the  proposed  canal  be  built  along 
the  Ottawa  River,  then  in  that  event  any  necessary 
alterations  in  the  construction  of  any  part  of  the 
said  bridge  shall  be  borne  by  the  company,  and 
such  alteration  shall  not  form  the  basis  for  any 
claim  for  compensation  oi-  damagps. 

I  did  not  think  it  was  a  .serious  block  to 
the  enterprise,  because  if  the  canal  were 
constructed  the  swing  bridge  could  be  built. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCALLUM— The  hon.  gen- 
tleman is  making  an  argument  which  should 
not  have  any  weight.  If  these  men  are 
going  into  the  markets  of  the  world  to  bor- 
row money  to  build  this  structure  with  a 
charter  loEided  down  with  this  provision,  it 
would  only  be  necessary  to  boom  the  Ottawa 
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Canal  and  they  could  not  get  money  any- 
where to  build  their  bridge. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  am  not  going  to 
discuss  that  matter.  I  do  not  think  it 
would  be  any  cloud  on  the  attempt  to  float 
the  bonds,  because  it  is  not  a  matter  of  such 
supreme  importance.  I  have  no  doubt  the 
sense  of  the  committee  is  the  sense  of  the 
House.  I  have  simply  called  the  attention 
of  the  government  to  it,  so  that  when  the 
plans  come  to  be  considered  the  reponsi- 
bility  will  be  thrown  on  them.  I  do  not 
therefore  propose,  as  there  seems  to  be  such 
a  desire  to  get  both  bridges,  to  put  my 
amendment  to  a  vote. 

Hon.  Mr.  ANGERS— I  think  the  dis- 
cussion upon  this  point  has  arisen  out  of  a 
misunderstanding.  In  the  minutes  of  pro- 
ceedings of  the  House,  the  amendment  reads 
"  trains  "  instead  of  "  trams,"  and  the  hon. 
member  for  Halifax  has  drawn  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  the  fact.  If  the  error  ap- 
pears in  the  bill  in  the  same  way  it  should 
be  corrected.  I  think  he  was  quite  right  in 
stating  that  there  was  an  error  in  the 
minutes  of  the  House.  I  have  sent  for  the 
bill  and  I  find  that  the  amendment  made  by 
the  committee  has  been  properly  entered  in 
it,  and  consequently  there  can  be  no  objec- 
tion to  the  third  reading  of  the  bill  unless 
some  other  motion  is  made. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— No  other  motion  can 
be  made. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL — I  wish  to  assure  the 
House  that  the  committee  in  rejecting  the 
proposed  amendment  did  not  act  hastily  or 
without  consideration  or  a  knowledge  of  the 
circumstances  surrounding  the  case.  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  the  canal  which  was  spoken 
of  has  never  been  contemplated  to  go  in  that 
partof  the  river  whichit  is  proposed  to  bridge. 
The  plans,  specifications  and  examinations 
made  under  the  expenditure  to  which  the 
hon.  gentleman  from  Ottawa  referred,  all 
place  the  site  of  the  canal  half  a  mile  inland 
from  these  rapids.  I  went  to  visit  them  on 
Saturday  for  the  purpose  of  making  myself 
personally  acquainted  with  the  surroundings, 
and  I  am  perfectly  satisfied — although  noth- 
ing is  impossible  to  engineering  skill — that 
it  would  be  impracticable  to  construct 
a  canal  via  the  Deschenes  Rapids  to  bring 
vessels  from  above  the  Deschenes  Rapids  to 


below  the  falls  here  in  the  city.  It  con 
not  be  done,  whereas  taking  the  can 
through  the  land  they  could  make  it  of  ai 
required  capacity.  So  the  building  of  the 
bridges,  in  my  judgment,  should  not  be  i 
terfered  with,  because  of  the  impossibili 
of  a  canal  being  made  in  the  bed  of  tl 
river. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to  and  the  bill  v; 
read  the  third  time  and  passed. 

THIRD  READINGS. 

Bill  (57)  "  An  Act  to  incorporate  the  Tra 
Creek  and  Columbia  Railway  Company.  "- 
(Hon.  Mr.  Vidal). 

Bill  (28)  "  An  Act  to  incorporate  the  S 
John  River  Bridge  Company,"  as  amendet 
— (Hon.  Mr.  Poirier). 

THE  JAR  VIS  DIVORCE  BILL. 

THIRD  BEADING. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLEMOW  moved  theadoptio 
of  the  13th  report  of  the  standing  commitu 
on  divorce  re  Helen  Woodbum  Jarvis  reli( 
bill. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to  on  a  division. 

The  bill  was  then  read  the  third  time  an 

passed. 

OTTAWA  AND  AYLMER  RAILWAl 
AND  BRIDGE  COMPANY'S  BILK 

SECOND    READING. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLEMOW  moved  the  secom 
reading  of  Bill  (54)  "  An  Act  to  inoorporat 
the  Ottawa  and  Aylmer  Railway  and  Bridg 
Company."  He  said :  This  is  a  bill  ver 
similar  in  its  character  to  the  one  relatin; 
to  the  Deschenes  bridge,  which  we  have  jus 
passed.  The  object  of  this  company  is  b 
construct  a  line  of  railway  from  the  westen 
limit  of  the  city  of  Ottawa  to  a  point  on  th( 
Deschenes  or  Remoux  Rapids,  to  bridge  thi 
Ottawa  and  to  extend  the  line  to  connect  witi 
Aylmer  and  Hull,  and  possibly  later  on  to  ex 
tend  the  road  along  the  shores  of  the  beauti 
ful  Lake  Deschenes.  It  will  a£ford  means  o 
transportation  to  many  who  are  now  with 
out  any  such  facilities.  Britannia  is  a  pop 
ular  summer  resort,  and  Aylmer  contains  i 
considerable  population.  With  the  exten 
sion   of  this   road   along  the  shore  of  Lak( 
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Desch^nes,  many  beautiful  localities  will  be 
utilized  for  summer  residences.  The  project 
is  in  the  interest  of  the  whole  community 
and  should  meet  with  the  unanimous  appro- 
val of  the  Senate.  I  do  not  care  to  discuss 
the  biU  which  we  have  just  passed,  but  I 
had  been  in  hopes  that  the  two  companies 
would  agree  upon  one  bridge  instead  of  erect- 
ing two  separate  structures.  However,  the 
matter  will  be  brought  up  in  the  Railway 
Committee  and  I  have  no  doubt  that  every- 
thing will  be  arranged  in  a  manner  that  will 
be  satisfactory  to  the  Senate  and  the  com- 
munity generally. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to  and  the  bill  was 
read  the  second  time. 

The  Senate  then  adjourned. 


THE  SENATR 


Ottawa,  Tuesday,  11th  June,  1895. 

The  SPEAKER  took  the  Chair  at  Three 
o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 

INSURANCE  ON  LIVES  OF  CHILD- 
REN. 

INQUIRY. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN  rose  to 

Direct  attention  of  the  Senate  to  the  crimes  said 
to  have  been  developed  from  the  practice  of  effect- 
ing "  insurance  on  the  lives  of  children,  and  those 
incompetent  to  make  personal  application  for  such 
insurance,"  and  ask  the  government  if  they  propose 
to  take  any  measures  to  restrict  or  prevent  such 
practice. 

He  said  : — In  calling  attention  to  the  sub- 
ject of  life  insurance,  I  beg,  at  the  outset,  to 
disclaim  any  interest  therein  personally.  I 
have  no  connection  with  life  insurance  com- 
panies, and,  therefore,  I  am  not  biassed  by  per- 
sonal interest.  Insurance  in  its  various  forms 
is  very  general  and  extensive,  permeating 
every  portion  of  the  community.    This  is  not 


surprising  in  view  of  the  character  of  the 
insurance  companies  and  the  numbers  and 
intelligence  of  their  agents  throughout  the 
country,  and  considering  also  that  the  press. 
and  even  the  pulpit  encourage  life  insurance. 
Even  as  regards  marine  and  fire  insurance, 
I  think  the  House  will  agree  with  me  that 
however  much  good  may  arise  from  the  pro- 
tection thus  afforded  to  property,  there  is  a 
certain  amount  of  evil  arising  from  the 
system.  But  while  occasionally  a  house 
may  be  burned  or  a  ship  scuttled  for  the 
purpose  of  gain,  we  mu3t  regard  these  as 
exceptional  cases,  and  believe  that  human 
nature  is  not,  after  all,  so  bad  as  it  is  paint- 
ed. But  those  are  not  cases  in  which  the 
life  of  a  human  being  is  involved.  Life  in- 
surance has  special  characteristics  in  which 
it  differs  from  insurance  in  its  general  form. 
Life  insurance  as  a  whole  demands  the  con- 
sideration of  the  government  and  of  parlia- 
ment. It  has  become  so  univeral  that 
no  parliament  or  government  can  venture 
to  infringe  on  the  prerogative  of  the  in- 
surance companies  or  interfere  with  their 
business  since  the  most  influential  elements 
of  society  favour  it.  Even  from  the  pulpit 
we  are  sometime  taught  that  after  having 
performed  all  the  duties  and  displayed  all 
the  virtues  set  forth  in  the  book  of  books, 
we  should  as  a  matter  of  duty  put  our 
trust  for  worldly  prosperity  in  incorporated 
insurance  companies.  The  subject  wliich  I 
bring  up  to-day,  however,  is  one  that  does 
not  affect  life  insurance  generally.  It 
relates  more  particularly  to  a  form  of 
insurance  which  has  not  yet  obtained  so 
strong  a  foothold  in  Canada  as  in  some  other 
countries — the  insurance  of  people  who  are 
not  competent  to  make  personal  application 
or  perform  any  of  ths  functions  of  one  party 
to  the  contract.  I  refer  particularly  to 
infants,  and  when  I  use  the  term  I  do  so  in 
its  legal  sense.  To  effect  insurance  on  the 
life  of  a  minor,  or  any  one  not  fully  com- 
petent to  be  a  party  to  the  transaction, 
should  in  my  opinion  be  considered  a  mis- 
demeanour. Not  only  is  infantile  insurance 
separate  and  distinct  from  general  life 
insurance,  but  in  this  country,  where  that 
class  of  business  has  not  been  transacted  to 
any  extent  comparatively,  it  would  be  an 
advantage  to  the  older  societies  to  legislate 
against  it,  because  I  am  quite  convinced  that 
if  this  form  of  insurance  continues  to  in- 
crease and  grow,  there  will  be,  among  those 
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who  look  more  to  the  pliiianthropic  advance- 
ment of  their  fellow-beings  than  personal 
gain,  a  strong  outcry  against  it  which 
might  extend  even  to  the  general 
principle  of  life  insurance  on  adults. 
In  bringing  this  subject  to  the  attention  of 
the  government  it  might  be  expected  that  I 
would  at  least  give  some  instances  of  the 
effect  of  child  insurance  in  other  countries 
where  it  has  been  thoroughly  tried.  I  find 
that  in  the  United  States,  according  to  the 
Boston  Herald,  there  are  over  seven  million 
children  who  are  subjects  of  life  insurance, 
that  in  Massachusetts  alone  there  are  over 
one  hundred  thousand  children  under  ten 
years  of  age  who  are  insured,  and  I  think  in 
very  many  states  of  the  union,  the  Metro- 
politan, a  large  coijnpany  whose  agencies 
extend  largely  over  the  country  make  a 
specialty  of  child  insurance.  In  only  one 
state  has  the  legislature  intervened  to  pre- 
vent this  business ;  that  is  the  state  of 
Colorado.  Many  prominent  men  in  Massa- 
chusetts, occupying  the  very  highest  and 
best  positions  in  society,  have  investigated 
this  matter  with  no  object  of  gain  whatever, 
but  simply  influenced  by  christian  humanity 
and  philanthropic  feelings,  and  I  shall  give 
the  views  of  some  of  them.  The  statements 
which  I  am  to  quote  were  made  before  a 
large  committee  of  the  legislature  of  Massa- 
chusetts, when  a  bill  prepared  by  the 
humane  societies,  to  prevent  infantile 
insurance  was  under  consideration.  The 
bill  was  placed  before  a  committee,  and 
evidence  on  both  sides  was  heard.  The 
committee  reported  in  favour  of  the  legisla- 
tion petitioned  for.  However,  when  the 
bill  wa.s  reported  to  the  full  House  it  was 
rejected.  The  insurance  companies,  with 
the  influence  which  they  had  in  the  pre"=s, 
and  other  influences  which  are  possible 
there,  though  not  possible  here,  brought  to 
bear  on  the  members  of  the  legislature,  suc- 
ceeded in  defeating  the  bill,  and  yet  there 
were  2.3  gentlemen  connected  with  that 
legislature  who  had  heard  the  statements 
on  both  sides,  who  favoured  that  enactment. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALLAN — Do  you  menn  that 
the  bill  was  defeated  by  the  action  of  the 
insurance  companies. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN— That  is  my 
opinion.  The  legislation  was  founded  upon 
a  petition  signed  by  two  thousand  citizens  of 
Massachusetts,  comprising  lega'  f n.l  medical 


men,  clergymen,  men  and  women  who  control 
institutions  of  charity  in  Boston  and  other 
cities  of  Massachusetts.  The  statements 
made  before  the  committee  were  so  explicit 
that  it  is  not  surprising  that  they  reported 
favourably  upon  the  bill.  I  will  refer  to  one 
or  two  of  the  statements  made  before  the 
committee.  Dr.  Charles  Mack,  of  Boston, 
gave  testimony  in  favour  of  the  bill,  but  his 
evidence  was  not  so  strong  as  that  of  others. 
Then  the  Reverend  Father  Munday,  of  the 
Church  of  Annunciation,  Cambridgeport, 
was  next  called.  He  -aid  that  he  had  come 
in  contact  with  the  poorer  classes.  In  one 
or  two  cases,  where  mothers  had  told  him 
that  they  were  unable  to  procure  medicine 
for  their  sick  children,  an  insurance  man 
came  and  collected  money  for  premiums. 
He  did  not  think  life  insurance  of  this  kind 
should  be  allowed,  as  it  was  a  premium  for  a 
funeral,  rather  than  to  preserve  life.  There 
is  a  temptation  to  these  poor  people  to 
neglect  their  children,  and  he  could  not  see 
why  the  law  should  allow  a  system  to  be  in 
use  that  causes  neglect  to  the  living  to  secure 
money  to  pay  for  a  stylish  funeral.  In 
answer  to  a  question  by  representative 
Davis,  Fr.  Munday  said  he  had  personally 
met  but  two  or  three  cases  in  which  there 
had  been  neglect,  where  the  children  had 
been  insured. 

Mr.  George  T.  Angell,  president  of  the 
American  Humane  Educational  Society,  said 
to  a  reporter  of  the  Boston  Herald : 

If  what  I  find  stated  in  a  report  of  the  state 
Imard  of  health  in  Tennessee  is  true,  the  business, 
it  seems  to  me,  is  simply  infernal,  and  our  legisla- 
ture should  enact  a  law  to  send  to  state  prison  aiir 
man  who  engages  in  it. 

Dr.  Samuel  Boyd,  secretary  of  the  state  lioard 
of  health  in  Tennessee,  states  that  he  has  been 
watching  the  growth  and  tendency  of  parents  to 
commit  this  crime,  and  that  the  results  of  his  ob- 
servations are  appalling  to  him.     Dr.   Boy<l  says : 

"There  is  no  doubt  that  many  children  have 
perished  in  my  city  (Nashville)  for  lack  of  proper 
treatment  who  would  have  been  living  today  if  no 
inducements  of  a  pecuniary  nature  had  been  held 
out.  " 

He  further  says:  "And  many,  too,  have  in  my 
opinion  l)een  murdered  outright  for  the  purpose  of 
getting  the  insurance.  I  have  seen  many  cases  full 
of  horrible  suspicion. "' 

The  chairman  of  a  special  committee  on  the 
subject  of  '  Child  Life  Insurance, '  Dr.  Daniel  F. 
Wright,  calls  attention  to  an  alarmingly  great  in- 
crease in  the  amonut  of  child  murder  for  the  sake 
of  trilling  sums  of  money  obtained  under  such  pol- 
icies.    He  says : 

"Were  the  statements  not  well  substantiated 
they  would  l>e  almost  incredible.  The  means  em- 
ployed for  the  murder  of  the  innocents  is  generally 
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no  more  violent  than  the  withhoUlinK  of  a  mother's 
care,  starvation  and  the  lack  of  medical  attendance. 
We  are  told  that  conviction  for  the  crime  can 
seldom  be  secured,  although  abundant  circumstan- 
tial evidence  can  be  presented.'" 

"  Why  is  it  not  possible,"  continued  Mr.  Angell, 
"  for  a  charitable  society  to  take  charge  of  the 
burial  of  the  children  of  poor  parents  for  one-half 
the  charges  of  the  insurance  companies,  not  paying 
any  money  except  for  the  actual  purposes  of  bur- 
ial ? 

"  B'or  my  part,  I  cannot  understand  why,  if  per- 
8<ms  in  Boston  are  too  poor  to  bury  their  children, 
the  city  should  not  give  them  at  its  own  ex)iense  a 
respectable  and  proper  burial  in  either  a  Catholic 
or  Protestant  cemetery,  as  may  be  desired." 

Then  there  is  an  article  from  the  Boston 
Herald  against  child  insurance  from  which 
I  will  read  some  paragraphs.  This  is  from 
Mr.  Charles  Coolidge  Read,  who  was  the 
counsel  on  one  side  against  ex-Governor 
Long,  who  opposed  the  bill  in  the  state 
legislature.  In  opening  the  case  f'>r  the 
peti;ioner,  Mr.  Read  read  the  names  of 
some  of  the  petitioners,  to  show,  as  he  said, 
the  character  of  the  people  who  are  asking 
for  the  legislation.  They  include  representa- 
tive men  from  all  walks  of  life.    He  said  : — 

The  society  which  I  primarily  represent  has 
no  personal  interest  in  the  matter.  It  is  engaged 
in  caring  for  and  looking  after  the  children,  and 
its  only  interest  in  this  question  is  whether  or  not 
insurance  is  for  their  safety  and  welfare.  We 
have  no  desire  to  oppose  industrial  insurance  ex- 
cept so  far  as  it  relates  to  children  under  10  years 
of  age.  We  do  not  base  our  case  upon  any  claim 
that  murders  are  being  committed  every  day  as 
the  result  of  issuing  policies  on  the  lives  of  chil- 
tlren  ;  but  we  do  believe  that  cruelty  does  fre- 
quently follow  such  insurance. 

Money  that  should  buy  bread  to  sustain  life 
goes  to  the  insurance  agent,  and  the  result  is  that 
children,  in  many  cases,  are  improperly  fed  and 
clothed,  when,  if  it  were  not  for  these  payments, 
they  would  be  better  cared  for.  In  cases  that 
have  been  brought  to  light,  the  diet  is  largely 
baker's  bread  and  tea ;  and  their  chief  motive  in 
this  method  of  saving  is  that  a  grand  funeral  may 
follow  in  case  of  death.  In  fact,  the  money  that 
ought  to  go  to  the  care  of  the  children  finds  its 
way  to  the  pocket  of  the  undertaker. 

It  is  among  the  poor  and  ignorant  people  that 
the  agents  representing  industrial  insurance  com- 
panies circulate.  They  have  many  sharp,  shrewd, 
enterprising  men  in  their  employ,  who  go  among 
this  class  of  people,  instructed  to  make  a  house  to 
house,  floor  to  floor,  and  room  to  room  canvass, 
and  to  secure  insurance  upon  the  lives  of  every  one 
they  meet. 

The  speaker  drew  a  graphic  picture  of  one  of 
these  agents  going  to  a  poor,  ignorant  family  and 
urging  the  mother  to  take  out  insurance  in  order 
that,  if  her  child  is  taken  away,  it  may  have  a 
white  casket  and  be  borne  to  th«  grave  in  a  white 
hearse  with  white  plumes,  iastead  of  being  buried 
in  a  pine  box. 


He  instanced  the  case  of  a  woman  in  Lynn,  who 
was  approached  by  an  agent  Hud  asked  why  ahe 
did  not  insure  her  children.  The  mother  replied 
that  her  husband  was  out  nf  work,  and  .she  could 
not  afford  it.  The  a^ent  replied  t)y  advising  her 
to  scant  them  on  their  food  and  put  them  to  bed 
without  supper,  in  order  to  save  money  to  insure 
them.  "That  woman,"  said  the  apeaker,  "  ilid 
not  insure  her  children,  and  I  will  have  her  here 
to  testify  before  the  hearing  is  closed." 

It  is  a  wrong  for  these  sharp,  shrewd  agents  to 
visit  these  people,  and  present  the  arguments  they 
do  for  insuring  the  chihtren.  This  five  or  ten  cents 
a  week  paid  for  insurance  is  so  much  taken  from  tlie 
bread  of  the  fanuly,  and  goes  largely  to  the  insur- 
ance companies  to  build  marble  blocks  and  costly 
offices. 

Then  here  is  another  extract : 

This  busineps  is  morally  bad,  and  ought  to  be 
stopped  by  the  legislature.  It  is  cTuel  to  the  chil- 
dren and  demoralizing  to  the  parents  :  and.  besides, 
it  is  unfair  to  the  public  charities  of  the  state  who 
provide  foo<l  to  the  poor  families  whose  money  goes 
to  the  insurance  agent.  It  would  l>e  far  l)etterfor 
these  poor  people  to  learn  thrift  by  putting  money 
into  the  five  cents  saving  bank,  or  giving  it  into 
the  Society  for  Home  Savings,  than  to  buy  insur- 
ance as  they  do  now.  But  this  is  not  sfmply  a 
question  of  figures,  but  a  moral  issue  affectiugnot 
only  the  porents  themselves,  but  their  children, 
and  is  worthy  to  receive  the  mo.st  careful  thought 
of  all  who  are  interested  iu  tlie  public  welfare. 

Speaking  of  the  income  of  these  com- 
panies, the  following  article,  from  the 
Christian  Register,  furnishes  interesting 
information  ; 

Here  we  find  actual  payments  on  account  of 
lapsed  and  surrendered  policies  of  only  S2I2.S13,- 
62,  largely,  moreover,  on  non  industrial  policies  : 
whereas  the  full  net  reserve  alone  is  .?I4,!)9S,((S3, 
and  it  is  admitted  that  hundreils  of  thousands  of 
this  company's  industrial  policies  lapse  every 
year.  In  1894  the  number  was  l,t>37,t).'lll.  It  is 
evident  that,  if  the  payiuents  on  lapses  and  sur- 
renders were  increased  only  live  fold,  by  giving 
full  credit  for  reserve  on  all  lapses  the  company's 
surplus,  which  is  shown  to  be  only  •*(itil.744.7'2  in 
excess  of  the  guarantee  ciipital,  would  be  wipecl 
out,  which  is  equivalent  to  saying  that  the  lapses 
go  to  help  pay  the  expens<s  "or  make  their  pay- 
ment possible.  Thus  we  see  w<  reason  to  retract 
the  substance  of  our  remarks.  The  companies  of 
other  states  are  not  legally  liniiteil  at  all  as  to 
forfeitures,  and  the  John  Hancock  is  S'j  limited 
only  after  two  years  ;  whereas  the  entire  average 
duration  of  industrial  policies  probably  lUjes  not 
exceed,  if  it  equals  four  years.  Since  (iov.  Long's 
reply  was  written  we  have  taken  pains  to  verify 
again  the  statements  and  figures  there  ijuoted  by 
reference  to  the  reports  of  the  Insurance  C'luii- 
missioners  of  New  York  and  Ma.ssachusetts.  The 
statement  we  made  that,  of  nearly  .Sl.SHKl.tKH) 
received  monthly,  nearly  .?I,1(K),(MMI  monthly,  or 
nearly  60  per  cent,  is  absorbed  iu  the  cost  of  the 
business,  is  substantiated.  (iov.  Long's  defence 
that  this  includes  the  amount  iei|niied  to  be  held 
as  reserve  is  incorrect.     The  totals  referred  to  are. 
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made  up  chiefly  of  agents'  commissions,  salaries, 
medical  examiners'  fees,  and  similar  items. 

Setting  aside  the  whole  question  of  the  neglect 
of  children  alleged  by  the  Society  for  the  Pre\-en- 
tion  of  Cruelly  to  Children,  it  seems  to  us  that  the 
enormous  cost  of  industrial  insurance  compared 
with  the  returns  which  the  insured  obtain  from  it 
is  one  of  the  greatest  objections  to  the  system. 
We  believe  in  encouraging  thrift  among  the  poor, 
but  by  some  better  method  than  this  enormously 
expensive  way  ;  and,  if  the  state  has  the  right, 
which  it  now  freely  exercises,  to  protect  the  in- 
sured and  assure  to  them  a  fair  return  for  what 
they  invest,  it  certainly  has  a  right  to  extend  this 
protection  here. 

Rev.  Chas.  Mack,  of  East  Boston,  who 
appeared  before  the  legislative  committee 
testified  that  he  was  called  to  a  baby  farm, 
and  at  that  time  there  were  three  babies, 
a  boy  fourteen  years  old.  All  were  insui-ed 
and  all  neglected.  He  spoke  also  of  another 
ease  at  No.  15  Adams  street,  Roxbury, 
where  a  child  died  under  one  year  of  age, 
and  was  insured.  It  died  from  neglect.  The 
medicine  left  was  spilled,  and  the  child  was 
not  given  proper  food. 

Before  the  same  committee  Mr.  Frank  B. 
Fay,  general  agent  for  the  Massachusetts 
society  for  the  prevention  of  cruelty  to 
children,  said  : 

This  question  of  child  insurance  came  up  be- 
fore us  a  few  weeks  since  by  a  letter  from  Tennessee 
asking  us  if  our  society  was  in  favour  of  it.  We 
made  an  investigation,  and  found  as  a  result  of  our 
inquiries  that  we  could  not  give  it  our  approval. 
We  believe  that  a  child  is  more  entitled  to  care 
when  alive  than  after  it  has  passed  away.  This 
form  of  insurance  tends  to  please  the  vanity  of 
parents  of  poorer  classes,  and  they  expend  their 
money  for  providing  for  a  showy  funeral  for  the 
dead,  rather  than  for  the  taking  care  of  the  living. 

Mrs.  Lucy  P.  Atwood,  assistant  general 
agent  for  the  same  society,  was  next  called, 
and  testified  that  she  had  been  with  the 
society  for  three  years,  and  for  nine  years 
previous  had  been  connected  with  the  as- 
sociated charities,  she  said  : 

In  my  opinion,  child  insurance  is  a  decided 
evil  among  the  poorer  classes.  I  have  a  very  large 
acquaintance  among  the  poor  families  at  the  north 
end,  and  they  have  come  to  look  upon  me  as  their 
friend.  I  speak,  therefore,  for  the  children  of  my 
friends.  I  have  often  seen  the  money  for  the  pay- 
ment of  the  insurance  lying  on  the  corner  of  the 
mantel  when  there  was  no  t>read  in  the  house,  and 
I  could  not  induce  the  mother  to  take  the  money 
to  buy  food.  Never  but  once  have  I  prevailed 
upon  the  parents  to  spend  such  money. 

The  witness  told  several  stories  of  destitution 
and  want  that  had  come  to  her  notice,  in  many  of 
which  five,  ten  or  fifteen  cents  a  week  were  spent  for 
insurance,  while  charitable  people  were  virtually 
supporting  the  family.  She  related  a  story  of  a 
diild   living  with  a  stepmother.    The  child  was 


insured,  and  there  was  most  unwarrantable  oruelty 
bringing  her  almost  to  the  ver;;e  of  starvation. 
The  society  the  witness  represented  took  the  child 
awaj,  and  it  was  now  being  cared  for  in  a  good 
family.  This  child  was  insured,  but  when  the 
child  was  removed  the  insurance  was  dropped. 

"  From  my  experience  in  cases  of  which  this  is  a 
type,"  she  said,  "I  do  not  at  all  believe  in  child 
insurance,  and  we  have  therefore  asked  the  leg- 
islature to  forbid  the  issuing  of  policies  on  the 
lives  of  children  under  ten  years  of  age. " 

Miss  Myra  Frenyear,  an  agent  of  the  Associated 
Charities  for  seven  years  and  a  visitor  of  the 
Children's  Aid  Society,  was  next  called.  She  said 
at  the  outset  that  her  belief  was  that  it  is  n-rong 
to  insure  childreu  of  any  class,  rich  or  poor.  To 
her  it  seems  unnatural,  for  it  can  be  of  no  benefit 
to  the  children.  Child  insurance  flourishes  among 
the  poorer  people,  who,  in  many  cases,  are  helped 
by  public  and  private  charity. 

I  have  575  families  in  my  care  to-day,  she  said, 
and  have  visited  very  much  among  the  poor. 
Living  on  Mendora  street,  near  the  Roxbury  cross- 
ing— one  of  the  very  poor,  short  streets  of  the  city 
— there  are  45  families,  having  195  children,  of 
whom  15  are  too  young  to  he  insured ;  75  are 
known  not  to  be  insured,  and  in  regard  to  4  it  is 
not  known  whether  they  are  insured  or  not.  The 
remainder — 101 — are  all  insured. 

My  in^'estigations  in  general  lead  me  to  believe 
that  more  than  half  the  children  of  poor  families 
are  insured,  and  the  average  age  is  about  5  years. 

The  witness  cited  the  fact,  also,  that  of  119 
families  tabulated  in  ward  22  there  was  no  insur- 
ance in  29,  in  16  the  insurance  ha<l  lapsed,  two 
families  had  paid-up  policies,  and  72  families  were 
carrying  insurance.  Of  444  children,  149  of  the 
insured  were  more  than  and  74  were  less  than  ten 
years  old.  In  a  given  period  the  number  of  deaths 
among  the  uninsured  was  11  and  among  the  in- 
sured .33. 

Miss  Frenyear  at  this  point  began  to  cite  cases 
of  wretched  destitution  in  large  families  where  the 
children  were  insured,  and  in  many  instances  went 
hungry  in  order  to  save  money  to  pay  Mhe 
premiums.  One  case  which  she  discovered  last 
Thursday  was  of  a  young  couple,  aged  20  and  24 
years,  with  two  children.  They  had  recently  come 
from  New  York  and  were  in  utterly  destitute  cir- 
cumstances. A  ten-cent  can  of  condensed  milk  was 
the  food  of  the  children  for  a  week.  Insurance 
had  been  placed  upon  these  children  since  they 
came  here,  three  months  ago. 

Five  children  out  of  six,  in  another  family,  were 
insured  at  55  cents  a  week.  A  pint  of  milk  a  day 
was  all  they  could  aflford  for  food. 

In  another  case,  several  members  of  a  family  were 
insured,  the  premiums  amounting  to  85  cents  a 
week.  They  had  paid  in  a  total  of  $186.50.  An 
undertaker  is  now  payuig  the  premiums  and  has 
the  policies. 

In  another  family  were  four  children  tmder  10 
years  of  age,  all  insured. 

The  Rev.  Albert  E.  George,  of  St.  Matthew's 
Church,  South  Boston,  said  that  he  knew  person- 
ally of  starving  families  in  which  premiums  are 
paid  on  the  lives  of  young  children  who  are  regard- 
ed as  an  encumbrance.  He  promised  to  prove 
that  in  one  instance,  at  least,  an  undertaker  and 
the  insurance  agent  had  divided  profits  aft«r  the 
death  of  a  child. 
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lichard  H.  Dana,  whose  standing  made  him  an 
eedingly  trustworthy  witness,  said  there  was 
ti  uth  in  the  claim  of  the  companies  that  they 
not  seek  insurance  in  the  slums.  Theii  can- 
cers go  wherever  there  is  a  prospect  of  niaking 
ollar.  The  $28  which  the  parent  receives  at 
:  death  of  his  child  is  to  him  an  enormous  sum, 
ger  than  any  he  ever  saw,  and  it  affords  great 
nutation  for  desiring  the  death  of  the  child. 
-Governor  Long,  counsel  for  the  companies,  in 
empting  to  make  a  point  out  of  an  admission  by 
!  witness,  was  badly  worsted.  Mr.  Dana  having 
}wed  that  the  charitable  society  savings  banks 
iwered  all  the  purposes  of  the  insurance  com- 
nies,  Mr.  Long  insinuatingly  asked:  "If  the 
nilies  pay  ten  cents  a  week  to  these  organiza- 
ns,  does  it  not  deprive  them  of  food  just  the 
ne  as  if  they  were  paying  it  to  an  insurance 
npany  ?" 

"Yes,  sir,"  was  the  reply,  "but  they  are  not 
npelled  to  lose  all  they  have  paid  in  case  of 
lui-e  to  pay,  nor  are  thoy  encouraged  to  pay 
len  they  need  the  money  for  food." 
' '  Can  they  draw  out  the  money  when  they 
int  it !" 

"  Yes,  and  they  do  not  have  to  wait  till  the 
ild  dies,  Gov.  Long." 

Dr.  Florence  I«acn,  who  has  a  large  practice 
inng  the  poor,  multiplied  harrowing  details  of 
Bering  in  families  where  the  lives  of  Tittle  child- 
II  were  insured,  until  the  committee  told  her  it 
IS  more  than  satisBed  and  told  her  to  stop.  One 
se  was  that  of  three  young  children  who  were 
iured  ;  the  family  whs  in  a  starving  condition, 
le  mother  said,  when  asked  why  she  paid  twenty- 
e  cents  a  week  insurance,  that  if  the  child  died 
e  wanted  it  to  have  a  good  funeral.  One  bright 
y  of  eight  in  a  family  that  depended  on  begging 
r  support,  and  where  fifteen  cents  a  week  was 
,id  for  insurance,  remarked  when  another  child 
48  born,  "  One  more  to  beg  for!"  A  woman  who 
itl  pawned  her  furniture  to  obtain  money  to  pay 
e  insurance  on  the  lives  of  her  children  said  that 
:r  reason  for  doing  so  was  that  if  a  child  died  she 
}uld  have  a  good  funeral  and  ride  in  a  hack. 

These  are  of  course  all  statements  made 
J  parties  who  favoured  the  legislation  in 
[a.ssachusetts  and  it  might  be  thought  that 
should  not  particularly  refer  to  them,  but 
>ere  is  no  way  in  which  I  could  bring  this 
ibject  so  clearly  before  the  government,  as 
If  citing  these  instances  of  how  the  business 
w  worked  in  other  places.  I  will  now  read 
cm  an  article  from  a  Connecticut  paper 
iaded :  "  Premium  on  murder,  insured 
ibies  killed  by  inhuman  parents,  danger  in 
le  practices  of  industrial  companies." 

New  Haven,  Ct.,  March  10,  1895.— City  Attor- 
!y  Fox  of  this  city  has  called  the  attention  of  in- 
ranoe  commissioner  Mansfield  to  a  practice  on 
e  part  of  certain  life  insurance  comp:inies  which 
:  believes  to  be  full  of  danger. 
The  insnrance  companies  in  question  are  those 
hich  conduct  what  are  known  as  "  industrial 

Sartments. " 
Ir.    Fox   laid   some  startling  facts  before  the 
immissioner,  and  urged  him  to  consider  the  ad- 


visability of  securing  legislation  whereby  poor 
people  who  take  out  these  small  policies  on  weekly 
payments  may  be  protected  from  loss  and  decep- 
tion. 

Commissioner  Mansfield  will  take  some  steps  to 
bring  a1>out  a  change  in  the  present  system  of  in- 
dustrial insurance. 

One  of  the  most  telling  arguments  that  Mr.  Fox 
brought  to  bear  on  Commissioner  Mansfield  was 
the  danger  of  crime  resulting  from  companies 
insuring  l»biea. 

Mr.  Fox  is  satisfied,  from  facts  in  his  possession, 
that  many  babies  who  have  been  insured  have  been 
put  out  of  the  way  in  order  that  the  parents  might 
secure  the  insurance  money. 

Many  cases  of  this  nature  have  come  to  the  at- 
tention of  Mr.  Fox,  but  in  none  of  them  could  the 
evideuce  be  gathered  sufficiently  to  warrant  a  pro- 
secution for  murder. 

Now  those  are  some  of  the  statements 
made  by  prominent  people  before  the  legis- 
lative committee,  and  show  how  the  system 
works  so  far  as  Boston  and  Massachusetts 
are  concerned.  Now  with  regard  to  child 
insurance  in  England,  I  have  some  further 
information  to  give.  It  is  stated  last  year 
there  were  4,500,000  children  insured  in 
England.  Of  course  child  insurance  in  that 
c  juntry  has  been  in  existence  about  twice 
as  long  as  it  has  been  in  the  United  States. 
Every  hon.  gentleman  in  this  chamber  knows 
how  difficult  it  is  to  procure  legislation 
restricting  the  business  of  societies  incor- 
porated as  these  have  been,  with  large  capi- 
tal and  extensive  powers  and  which  have 
been  doing  business  for  a  long  period.  It  is 
almost  impossible  after  the  business  has 
become  a  part  of  the  social  fabric  to  a  large 
extent,  to  provide  by  legislation  a  corrective 
which  would  impair  their  business.  In  the 
motherland,  on  several  occasions  parliament 
has  been  asked  to  appoint  a  committee  to 
investigate  the  evils  existing  there  in  con- 
nec'ion  with  the  insurance  of  children,  and 
on  several  occasions  benevolent  societies 
have  succeeded  in  getting  partial  legislation. 
For  instance,  they  have  succeeded  in  getting 
the  limit  raised  from  six  years  to  ten  years. 
They  have  also  by  stating  who  shall  be  the 
beneficiaries  taken  away  from  inhuman 
parents  the  inducement  of  gain.  I  refer 
hon.  gentlemen  to  an  article  in  the  London 
Lancet  of  January  1895,  in  which  a  very 
strong  opinion  is  expressed  in  opposition  to 
the  principle  of  allowing  children  to  be 
insured.  I  will  now  read  from  the  Journal 
of  the  Royal  Statistic  Society  of  March, 
1894,  an  extract  from  a  prize  essay  written 
by  Hugh  R.  Jones,  M.A.,  M.D.,  D.P.H., 
Cantab,   B.Sc,   Honorary  Ass.   Surgeon   to 
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the  Infirmary  for  Children,  lecturer  on 
Bacteriology,  Royal  Southern  Hospital, 
Liverpool : — 

The  idea  that  child  insurance  is  directly  respon- 
sible for  much  of  the  waste  of  child  lite  is  very 
prevalent.  For  the  last  half  century  child  in- 
surance, either  in  the  form  of  burial  insurance  or 
of  life  insurance,  has  been  in  existence,  originating 
in  Liverpool  and  other  towns  where  high  infant 
mortality  prevailed.  For  the  past  thirty  years  it 
has  been  alleged  that  this  chiUl  insurance  tends  to 
excessive  infantile  mortality,  for  in  1871  Mr.  Cur- 
genvan,  giving  evidence  before  the  Select  Com- 
mittee on  the  Bill  for  the  Protection  of  Infant  Life, 
stated  his  belief  that  "children  insured  in  burial 
clubs  <lie  in  a  much  larger  proportion  than  children 
not  so  insured."  Other  witnesses  were  of  a  like 
opinion.  The  committee  stated  in  its  report  that 
it  had  been  suggested  to  them  "  that  no  infant  or 
very  young  person  should  be  entered  in  a  burial 
club  or  become  the  subject  of  life  insurance." 

The  report  of  the  Royal  Commission  on  friendly 
societies  in  1874,  expressed  the  opinion  that  "  in- 
fant life  assurance,  if  badly  ailministered,  was 
mischievous,"  a  fact  which  no  one  would  venture 
to  question,  and  added,  "  that  if  well  administered 
it  was  not  harmful  but  beneficial. 

The  Rev.  R.  Waugh  estimated  that  over  1, 000 
children  die,  or  are  made  to  die,  every  year  for  the 
sake  of  the  insurance  money.  He  estimates  that 
%)  per  cent  of  the  children  of  the  industrial  classes 
are  insured. 

Further  on  the  writer  of  this  prize  essay 
qualifies  that  view  and  fails  to  express  so 
strong  an  opinion  against  child  insurance  a.s 
that  particular  clause  would  indicate.  He 
refers  to  the  evidence  given  by  other  wit- 
nesses of  good  standing.  Efforts  have  been 
made  several  times  in  the  course  of  the 
legislation  in  England  to  effect  some  ameli- 
oration of  the  evil.  Before  passing  to  the 
Canadian  part  of  the  subject,  I  want  to  read 
the  following  opinion  given  by  Mr.  Edward 
Atkinson,  whose  name  will  be  familiar  to 
many  hon.  gentlemen  in  this  House  as  a 
leading  insurance  man.  He  said  in  his  re- 
marks before  the  committee  on  insurance  : 

It  has  been  suggested  to  me  to  come  here  because 
it  had  been  assumed  that  I  had  some  knowledge  of 
what  might  be  called  the  philosophy,  or  even  the 
psychology,  of  insurance.  It  is  known  to  some  of 
you  that  the  department  of  insurance  in  which  I 
have  a  leading  position  is  devoted  to  maintaining 
the  duration  of  the  life  of  the  factory,  to  maintain- 
ing it  in  a  condition  of  health,  of  comfort  and  effi- 
ciency,— not  to  pay  something  on  its  death  by  fire, 
— that  is  an  obnoxious  incident  due  to  the  fault  of 
the  owner  or  the  occupant,  and  to  the  want  of  care 
of  the  insured  property.  One  of  the  most  curious 
psychological  observations  that  one  makes  is  the 
difficulty  which  one  has  in  impressing  upon  the 
owner  or  the  occupant  of  property  that  he  himself 
is  the  only  one  that  can  insure  it  against  loss  by 


fire,  and  that  upon  him  develops  the  responsihility 
for  the  care  and  for  the  precautions  intenderl  lo 
save  that  property.  This  cnrious  tendency— iih! 
some  of  my  friends  of  the  stock  companies  who  an 
on  your  committee  know  it  very  well — this  curious 
tendency  is  that  when  the  man  has  insure*!  hU 
property  be  puts  the  responsibility  on  the  iusiiram* 
company.  He  says,  consciously  or  unconscionjiy. 
to  hnnself,  "  I  have  got  a  contract  of  indemnity : 
you  have  got  our  money  ;  now  we  will  neglect  the 
property, — we  will  put  in  anything  and  everything. 
We  will  allow  benzine  to  be  used  in  a  most  diiiiger' 
ous  way  ;  w^e  will  not  look  after  anything  ourselve*. 
It  is  none  of  our  business;  that  is  the  insuranif 
company's  business."  That  is  the  most  curious 
tendency  of  the  human  mind, — the  most  ditliciilt 
thing  to  be  overcome,  when  one,  who  has  not  hns 
insured  under  our  system,  which  tends  to  the  pre- 
servation of  the  life  and  to  the  care  of  the  properly 
insured,  is  brought  to  a  sense  of  his  own  lesiioii.'-i' 
bUity. 

Now,  then,  gentlemen,  I  know  a  little  sonietliiiig 
of  life  insuriuice,  I  think  it  is  prudent  for  every 
younjj  man  to  begin,  as  I  did,  many  years  ago,— 
choosing  preferably  the  life  insurance  company 
which  c'harges  the  highest  rates,  and  is  conducted 
on  the  safest  principles, — to  put  away  a  little  sav- 
ing with  the  view  to  present  or  prospective  family; 
not  as  an  investment,  but  as  an  act  of  prudence. 

As  an  investment,  life  insurance  is  subject,  I 
think,  to  the  heaviest  charges  and  to  the  mnst 
costly  system  of  administration  of  any  great  busi- 
ness that  I  know  of  ;  I  therefore  do  not  believe  in 
that  kind  of  investment.  But  as  a  matter  of  pru- 
dence, for  an  adult  who  is  in  charge  and  custo<ly  of 
his  own  person,  it  is  a  wise  and  prudent  safeguard. 

Now  we  come  down  to  this  matter  of  child  in- 
surance, to  which  I  have  given,  since  it  was  forced 
upon  nie,  not  oidy  careful,  but,  I  might  almost  say, 
prayerful  consideration.  You  are  dealing  not  with 
property  but  with  human  life.  If  the  temlenoy 
should  be  the  same  here  as  it  is  in  respect  to  pro- 
perty, for  any  one  to  say,  consciously  or  uncon- 
sciously, "The  child  is  insured;  its  care  may  be 
neglected,  its  health  may  be  disregarded  ;  then,  if 
the  one  who  holds  the  policy  realizes  a  profit  by 
death,  it  is  all  right ;  the  insurance  company  h:t9 
taken  care  of  it,' — then  it  is  your  duty  to  regard 
that  possible  element,  possible  or  prolwble  or 
proved,  whichever  it  may  be.  It  seems  to  nie, 
from  what  attention  I  have  given  to  it,  it  has  in 
some  cases  been  proved.     That  is  what  you  are  to 

Cupon,  bearing  in  mind  that  upon  you  rests  the 
)ur  of  the  state  of  Massachusetts.  If  I  were  » 
judge,  charging  you  as  a  jury,  what  I  would  pay  to 
you  would  l)e  this  :  if  there  is  a  doubt — give  it  for 
life,  notfor  death — if  there  is  a  doubt  in yourniinds 
that  by  licensing  child  insurance  of  tender  years 
you  may  promote  death,  notwithstanding  the  inci- 
dental benefit,  notwithstanding  all  that  may  he 
put  before  you  of  what  has  l)een  gaitied,  the  gain  is 
not  worth  the  price  of  the  death  of  one  single 
infant ;  you,  who  hold  the  honour  of  Massachusetts 
in  your  custo<ly,  will  see  that  you  do  not  give 
warrant  for  the  neglect  of  the  feelile  and  the  help- 
less, or  the  death  of  an  infant. 

Now,  then,  when  you  come  to  regard  the  ques- 
tion merely  from  the  economic  standpoint,  what  is 
your  alternative  ?  .4.re  there  not  savings  banks  in 
which  the  savings  of  the  community  can  he  put, 
provision   for   the   funeral   made ;    are  there  not 
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>rganizations  for  promoting  and  soliciting  the  de- 
K>ait8  of  the  poor  in  the  savings  banks  without 
sharge,  without  any  element  of  personal  proGt  and 
vithout  the  incentive  of  gain  to  those  who  lend 
^heinselves  or  give  themselves  to  that  benevolent 
purpose  ?  We  all  know  that  there  are.  Now,  if 
t  costs,  as  it  is  alleged,  a  dollar  or  a  dollar  and  a 
lalf,  in  the  expense  of  conducting  this  system  of 
nsurance,  for  every  dollar  that  is  paid  nut  in  the 
illeged  bene6ts,  tben  weigh  the  relative  merits  of 
;his  with  the  systems  for  saving  at  the  least  cost 
)r  charge  which  are  offered  alike  to  every  man  and 
^oman  who  is  responsible  for  a  child  iu  this  com- 
munity, and  choose  which  you  will. 

1  can  say  nothing  more.  I  think  I  have  put  in 
the  case  as  it  has  presented  itself  to  my  mind  as 
«n  expert  in  one  kind  of  insurance,  in  which  I  am 
obliged  to  deal  with  the  fundamental  principles 
loveming  those  contracts  of  indemnity,  and  the 
Fundamental  motives  which,  as  men  and  women 
ire  constituted,  may  govern  some  members  of  the 
community.  It  is  true  that  humanity  is  better 
than  it  is  claimed  to  be ;  it  is  true  that  a  vast 
lumber  of  those  who  insure  their  property,  or  in- 
sure their  liveo,  or  insure  their  children,  are  honest 
ind  sincere  people  who  intend  to  do  their  duty, 
tt  is  true  that,  in  the  commerce  of  the  world, 
[linety-nine  in  a  hundred  would  pay  their  debts 
n'hether  there  were  any  law  for  the  collection  of 
Jebts  or  not ;  it  is  true  that,  whether  for  self- 
interest,  or  from  integrity,  or  from  principle,  the 
mass  of  men  do  rightly  and  mean  rightly  ;  but 
your  protection  is  called  for  in  defence  against  the 
»ne  hundredth  man — the  one  hundredth  man  who 
ivould  defraud  the  insurance  company  by  setting 
Sre  to  bis  insured  property  ;  the  one  hundredth 
man  who  would  cheat  his  creditor ;  and  the  one 
hundredth  man  who  would  neglect  his  child.  He 
ia  the  one  to  whom  you  must  give  your  regard  in 
Framing  the  statutes  of  the  old  commonwealth  of 
Massachusetts. 

Croit-examination. 

Q.  (By  Mr.  HoUis) — Do  you  believe  in  a  system 
of  child  insurance  under  any  restrictions  ? — A.  I 
do  not,  sir,  having  come  to  that  conclusion  because 
I  give  the  doubt  in  favour  of  life,  and  not  of  death. 

Q.  (By  Mr.  Davis) — Mr.  Atkinson,  you  wouldn't 
have  us  wipe  out  mill  insurance  liecausc  of  in- 
cendiarism, but  you  think  that  child  insurance 
ought  to  be  prohiliited  because  it  is  possible  to 
result  in  the  abuse  of  a  child  ? — A.  I  think  there 
is  this  curious  psychologic  principle  that  governs 
the  human  mind  :  that  when  people  put  over  some- 
body else  the  responsibility,  tney  neglect  their  own 
duties. 

Q.  That  would  be  true  of  all  kinds  of  insurance, 
would  it  not? — A.  Yes;  I  think  we  should  have 
much  less  loss  in  the  conmiunity  by  tire  if  it  were 
not  possible  to  make  a  contract  of  insurance,  but  a 
contract  of  insurance  is  necessary  to  an  extension 
of  the  business  of  the  country  and  to  the  credit  of 
the  country,  and  therefore  the  gain  is  much  greater 
than  the  loss,  but  there  you  are  dealing  with  prop- 
erty and  not  with  life. 

Q.  (By  Mr.  Maccabe) — Now,  as  a  matter  of  fact, 
would  it  not  impose  more  or  less  hardship  on 
respectable  people — would  it,  or  woubi  it  not — if  a 
bill  were  passed  prohibiting  insurance  on  the  lives 
of  any  children,  whether  their  parents  were  able 
17 


to  pay  the  premiums  or  not  ? — A.  With  all  the 
opportunities  that  there  are  for  receiving  benelits 
from  the  investment  of  small  sums,  I  think  that 
they  could  find  some  other  place  to  put  the  money 
that  would  pay  them  just  as  well,  if  not  better. 

Q.  (By  the  Chairman)^Now,  Mr.  Atkinson, 
there  is  a  moral  hazard,  a  percentage  of  moral 
hazard,  for  every  child  that  is  born  into  the 
world  ^ — A.   Unquestionably. 

Q.  Now,  do  you  think  that  that  moral  hazard 
would  be  increased  by  having  the  child  insured  ? — 
A.  I  am  constrained  to  say  tnat  I  think  there  is  a 
fraction  of  the  community — how  large  I  do  not 
know— to  whom  that  would  be  an  incentive,  and 
an  increase  of  the  moral  hazard. 

Q.  (By  Mr.  Davis)— That  is  an  opinion  gained 
from  what  you  have  seen  in  the  newspapers  within 
the  last  three  or  four  weeks  ? — A.  It  is  an  opinion 
gained  not  from  what  I  have  seen  in  the  news- 
papers, but  by  taking  the  subject  up  and  going 
through  it  in  a  certain  philosophical  way,  and 
governed  by  my  knowledge  of  conclusions  arrived 
at  in  fifty-three  years  of  experience. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— Was  that  the 
evidence  given  before  the  joint  committee  in 
Massachusetts  1 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN— Yes,  before  a 
committee  on  insurance  this  year.  Then 
referring  to  the  Christian  Register,  which 
goes  into  figures  to  show  that  poor  people, 
who  think  they  are  gaining  something  finan- 
cially, are  losing.  They  are  paying  85 
perhaps  and  certainly  not  getting  more  than 
$2..50,  probably  not  that  if  the  interest  on 
the  premium  money  was  reckoned.  In 
order  to  show  that  more  particularly  it 
might  be  well  for  me  to  give  a  little  table  of 
the  indust'  ial  insurance  lapses.  Child  insur- 
ance in  this  country  is  always  called  indus- 
trial insurance,  and  in  looking  up  the  returns 
to  find  some  statistics  in  this  matter,  I  fail 
to  find  any  reference  to  child  insurance.  It 
is  all  industrial  insurance.  This  article  is 
headed  : 

Industrial  insurance  lapses  as  applied  to  the 
three  companies  operating  in  the  state  of  Massa- 
chusetts. 

These  are  taken  from  the  returns  furnished 
by  the  insurance  commissioner  and  no  doubt 
are  correct : 

John  Hancock  Co.  Number  of  policies  in  this 
company  which  ceased  to  be  in  force  at  the  end  of 
1894,  by  death,  was  10,154,  representing  .«999,404. 
Number  of  policies  in  this  company  whicli  ceased 
to  be  in  force  at  the  end  of  1894,  by  lapse,  was 
184,638,  representing  $20,878,319. 

Evidently  the  contributions  from  the  poor 
people  have  gone  to  make  up  this  : 

Metropolitan  Company.  Number  of  policies  in 
the  company  which  ceased  to  lie  in  force  at  the  end 


Digitized  by  Vj|0OQlC 


68 


[SENATE] 


of  1894,  by  death,  was  57,633,  representing  $3,- 
612,408.  The  number  of  policies  which  ceased  to 
be  in  force  at  the  end  of  1864,  by  lapse,  was  1,637,- 
03U,  representing  ^i08,290,063. 

That  is  the  Metropolitan — the  largest 
company  engaged  in  this  class  of  insurance. 
I  mention  this  because,  in  looking  over  the 
records  of  the  Massachusetts  legislature,  I 
saw  the  statement  made  that  only  for  the 
Metropolitan,  which  they  considered  their 
home  office,  they  would  grant  the  petition 
for  the  bill.  They  felt  like  it  ;  but  their 
head  office  was  doing  a  large  business,  and 
they  could  not  give  it  up.     Then  I  come  to 

Prudential  Company.  Number  of  policies  in 
this  company  which  ceased  to  be  in  force  at  the 
end  of  1894,  by  death,  was  1,603,  representing  $3,- 
834,720.  Number  of  polices  in  this  company  which 
ceased  to  be  in  force  at  the  end  of  1894,  by  lapse, 
was  1,345,097,  representing  f  159,327,057. 

There  is  a  note  to  this  : — 

Note — Governor  Long  says:  "The  work  of 
the  industrial  insurance  com|>anies  is  among  the 
worthy  pix>r,  and  asks  that  "  the  petition  to  pro- 
hibit insuring  children's  lives  under  ten  years  of 
age  be  rejected,  because  it  deprives  the  poor  of 
a  genuine  benefit."  And  yet,  if  over  one  million 
and  a-half  policies  in  on*  company  lapsed  in  one 
year,  does  not  thatsufficiently  show  how  the  money 
of  the  poor  goes  into  the  expenses  of  the  companies 
and  not  for  the  benefit  of  the  poor? 

Now  here  is  an  article  by  ex-Governor  Long 
which  gives  his  side  of  it  and  the  answer  to 
it.  Coming  to  this  Dominion,  I  have  tried 
to  get  information,  having  given  notice  of 
this  matter,  which  is  somewhat  new,  but  I 
have  not  been  able  to  gather  from  the  com- 
missioners' report  anything  that  seems  to 
throw  very  much  light  upon  it.  Before 
reading  the  statistics  I  might  quote  from  a 
recent  article  in  the  Ottawa  Citizen  : — 

Insi'rance  of  Childben  —  Board  ok  Health 
Member-s  Condemn  the  Practh'e— Dr.  Rubii.- 
lard's  Statement-  -The  Practice  is  Increas- 
iN(;— City  Clerk  Henderson's  Kxperience— 
Thirty  Thopsand  Children  Insured  in  Can- 
ada— Rk<'ommend.\tion  Shortly  to  be  Made. 

The  (jnestion  of  child  insurance  was  discussed 
at  a  meeting  of  the  lioard  of  health  last  evening, 
the  memliers  condenming  the  practice  pretty 
strongly. 

It  was  brought  up  by  Medical  Health  Officer 
Robillard,  who  called  the  attention  of  the  board 
to  the  fact  that  it  was  increasing.  In  a  communi- 
cation he  stated :  "  But  that  there  is  a  great 
temptation  for  the  indigent  and  not  overscrupulous 
parents  to  wilfully  neglect  to  properly  care  for 
their  offsprings  under  such  circumstances,  has  been 
made  painfully  evident  to  me  during  the  last  year 
whilst  in  discharge  of  professional  duties." 

Aid.  Cook  remarked  that  the  doctor's  report  was 
pretty  strong,  when  the  city  clerk  said  :  "It  isn't 
stronger  than  is  warranted." 


A  CASE  IN  point. 

The  medical  health  officer  stated  that  in  one  caw 
three  children  whose  lives  were  insured,  had  di«l 
without  being  attended  by  a  doctor.  Then  th« 
city  clerk  told  his  experience  the  8ut>stiuice  of  which 
was  given  in  the  Citizen  some  time  ago.  He  saiJ 
one  day  an  insurance  agent  came  to  his  office  with 
the  father  of  a  child  who  had  died  and  aaked  for  a 
certificate  of  the  death  of  the  child  from  a  return 
presented.  The  return  did  not  give  the  cause  of 
death  nor  the  name  of  the  physician  who  atteailoj 
it.  Inquiry  elicited  the  information  that  the 
child  had  not  been  attended  by  a  physician,  that 
it  ba<l  been  insured,  that  the  father  desired  a  certi- 
ficate so  that  he  could  get  the  insurance  on  the 
child's  life,  and  that  the  agent  was  perfectly 
satisfied  that  he  should.  The]city  clerk  said  he  hn'l 
told  the  agent  that  he  thought  it  was  a  disgraceful 
proceeding  and  as  he  was  not  obliged  to  give  a 
certificate  he  would  not.  The  clerk  added  that  an 
address  given  him  by  the  father  at  the  time  wai 
false,  as  he  discovered  when  he  made  inquiries 
later  on. 

"  It  is  the  fault  of  the  Act,"  said  the  clerk  in 
conclusion,  "  and  the  legislature  should  be  peti- 
tioned to  abolish  it.  The  Act  is  a  disgrace  to  it. 
Insurance  of  children  too  young  to  understand 
what  is  being  done  should  not  be  allowed." 

30,000  in  CANADA. 

Aid.  Cook  said  he  ha<l  read  the  insurance  returns 
a  few  days  previous  and  he  saw  that  there  were 
30,000  child  policies  in  Canada. 

Aid.  Stewart  told  of  Mr.  Keleo,  of  Toronto, 
writing  him  on  the  matter,  when  he  had  sent  the 
particulars  of  a  case  aired  in  the  police  court. 

WILL  take  action. 

Aid.  Payment  and  others  expressed  themselves 
to  the  effect  that  it  was  a  practice  that  should  be 
stopped  as  soon  as  possible. 

"The  board  will  no  doubt  shortly  make  a  recom- 
mendation to  the  effect  that  the  leeislature  l>e 
petitioned  to  abolish  the  Act  permitting  the  insur- 
ance of  young  children. 

I  have  also  found  several  articles  in  news- 
papers in  Montreal  and  other  places  in  con- 
demnation of  the  practices  which  are  being 
introduced. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALLAN — Were  those  insur- 
ances effected  in  Canadian  companies  t 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN— I  will  come  to 
that  directly.  I  presume  they  are  principallj 
in  the  Metropolitan  Company  of  New  York, 
because  they  do  the  bulk  of  that  class  of 
business.  The  report  of  1894  shows  that 
the  industrial  policies  of  the  Metropolitan 
in  force  are  $2,932,064.  Now  how  many  of 
them  are  children  ?  It  is  impossible  to  tell, 
because  industrial  policies  are  policies  taken 
out  on  a  whole  family  from  the  parents  down 
to  the  youngest.     Then  the  London  Life  has 
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1 7,000  of  those  policies,  and  the  American 
Life  has  11,000;  altogether  82,061,000  of 
industrial  policies,  as  I  make  it  up  from  the 
;ommis8ioners'  report.  The  gentleman  in  the 
Ottawa  paper  apparently  managed  to  get 
oaore  definite  figures.  He  speaks  about  there 
being  30,000  children  insured.  I  read  re- 
sently  an  article  which  very  plainly  showed 
bhe  actual  profits  of  these  companies,  but  it 
would  not  be  new  or  interesting,  because  I 
dare  say  many  hon.  gentlemen  are  stock- 
holders in  those  companies  and  know  that 
the  dividends  are  quite  large,  notwithstand- 
ing the  enormous  palatial  residences  that 
these  companies  erect.  They  pay  salaries 
which  reach  as  high  as  $75^000  a  year  to 
managers  of  those  companies,  and  each  com- 
pany keeps  a  large  staflf  of  canvassers  who 
necessarily  are  intelligent  and  capable  men 
and  who  must  be  very  well  paid.  We  all 
know  perfectly  well  the  amount  of  expendi- 
ture made  by  these  gentlemen,  yet  in  addi- 
tion to  all  that  expenditure  they  are  able  to 
pay  the  stockholders  good  dividends  each 
year,  and  that  fact  establishes  the  profitable 
nature  of  the  business.  There  is  one  other 
subject  to  which  I  made  reference,  and  that 
is  the  insuring  of  people  without  their  know- 
ledge, or  "  insuring  on  the  quiet,"  as  I  be- 
lieve they  term  it  in  some  of  the  United 
States  papers.  That  is  to  say,  they  take  a 
risk  on  anybody's  life  on  payment  of  the 
premium,  and  I  am  credibly  informed  that 
some  agents,  in  the  lower  provinces  at 
any  rate,  have  proposed  to  do  that  in  this 
country.  Of  course  legal  gentlemen  would 
meet  that  by  saying  it  would  be  useless  be- 
cause it  would  be  illegal.  My  answer  is 
there  is  nothing  in  the  general  law  of  insur- 
ance to  prevent  it,  so  far  as  I  can  discover. 
Then  they  will  say  there  is  no  insurable 
interest  and  the  common  law  of  England 
will  prevent  it,  but  there  is  an  insurable  in- 
terest ;  if  a  man  owes  me  money,  and  I  have 
no  other  chance  of  getting  it,  and  an  insur- 
ance company  agrees  to  take  a  risk  on  his 
life.  If  that  man  dies  the  debt  is  paid,  and 
there  is  nothing  to  hinder  a  company  from 
taking  that  risk.  That  is  insuring  people 
"  on  the  quiet."  My  hon.  friend  from  Ottawa 
says  it  could  not  be  done  in  Ontario.  I  see 
nothing  in  the  law  to  prevent  it,  and  I  know 
of  nothing  to  prevent  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALLAN — Except  this,  that 
no  respectable  company  would  take  it  with- 
out a  medical  report. 


Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN— I  have  dis- 
covered many  instances  in  Massacliusetts  in 
which  insurance  has  been  ofiered  without 
any  intimation  to  the  party, — without  any 
solicitation  and  without  the  knowledge  of 
the  individual.  Acybi  dy  may  be  carrying 
on  his  life  $50,000  and  be  as  innocent  of  it 
as  one  of  these  babies  to  whom  we  have  re- 
ferred. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALLAN— The  only  thing  I 
was  anxious  to  bring  out  was  that  the  hon- 
gentleman  was  speaking  of  foreign  com- 
panies. I  do  not  belie^  e  there  is  any  res- 
pectable Canadian  company  that  would  in- 
sure a  child  5  years  old. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN— I  am  not 
making  an  attack  on  the  companies  at  all. 
I  am  shewing  what  is  being  done  in  other 
countries  and  it  would  not  be  at  all 
surprising  if  it  were  introduced  into  this 
ocuntry.  I  have  endeavoured  to  show  that 
30,000  children  in  this  countiy  are  insured 
already. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALLAN — By  foreign  com- 
panies. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN.  Yes,  but  the 
question  is  whether  the  Government  should 
not  make  it  a  misdemeanour.  That  is  the 
point  of  my  reference.  An  ounce  of  preven- 
tion is  said  to  be  worth  a  pound  of  cure, 
and  if  I  can  show  to  this  hon.  House  that 
evils  have  arisen  from  this  practice  in  other 
places,  although  it  has  not  obtained  a  strong 
foothold  here,  it  is  the  duty  of  the  Govern- 
ment, before  it  becomes  an  embarrassing 
duty  to  perform,  to  prevent  the  further 
introduction  of  the  system.  If  it  once 
attains  the  proportion  that  it  has  attained 
in  Massachusetts,  I  can  quite  understand 
how  diflBcult  it  would  be  to  prevent  it. 
The  very  fact  of  such  legislation  being 
rejected  there,  after  being  favourably  re- 
ported upon  by  a  committee  of  the  legis- 
lature, is  a  point  in  my  argument  why  some- 
thing should  be  done  in  Canada,  in  order 
that  we  may  not  be  placed  in  a  similar  un- 
fortunate position.  There  are  .some  who, 
like  the  Ephesian  silversmith,  would  be 
willing  to  cry  "  Sirs,  ye  know  that  by  this 
craft  we  have  our  wealth."  I  hope  there 
are  not  many  in  Canada  who  would  say 
so.  It  will  not  do,  howe\er,  to  say  be- 
cause gain  is  being  made  by  the  system  that 
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therefore  nothing  should  be  done  to  check 
the  business.  Almost  the  whole  of  this  in- 
surance, I  think,  is  done  by  the  Metropoli- 
tan. I  have,  under  my  hand,  a  statement 
of  one  of  those  cases  to  which  I  have  refer- 
red, in  which  no  medical  examination  was 
required  and  the  policy  was  taken  out  with- 
out the  knowledge  of  the  insured.  I  have 
tried  to  bring  before  the  Government  the 
enormous  extent  to  which  the  business  has 
progressed  in  the  adjoining  republic  and  in 
England,  in  order  to  show  the  difficulties 
which  beset  benevolent  individuals  there 
in  furnishing  any  protection  in  consequence 
of  the  enormous  increase  of  infantile  insur- 
ance and  it  only  remains  for  me  to  put 
this  question  which  is  on  the  paper.  I  do 
so  with  the  utmost  confidence  that  the  hon. 
premier,  who  in  a  former  part  of  this  session 
stated  that  he  always  had  been  and  always 
would  continue  to  be  the  defender  of  the 
weak  against  the  strong,  will  take  some 
action  to  prevent  the  extension  of  this  sys- 
tem of  insurance.  Here  is  certainly  a  case 
in  which  such  protection  is  needed.  Since 
I  have  referred  to  this  matter  publicly  I 
have  been  favoured  with  a  good  many  docu- 
ments on  both  sides  of  the  question.  It 
would  be  absurd  to  undertake  to  occupy  the 
time  of  the  House  in  bringing  forward  the 
arguments  on  both  sides.  My  personal 
opinion  is  very  strong  on  this  point.  The 
subject  is  one  which  will  interest  the  Gov- 
ernment, which  claims  to  be  paternal,  and  I 
hope  they  will  consider  this  matter  as  I  do, 
one  to  be  regulated. 

Hon.  Mr.  GOVVAN — I  am  sure  everyone 
who  has  heard  my  hon.  friend  must  be 
strongly  impressed  with  bis  earnest  desire 
to  do  right,  and  his  benevolent  feeling 
towards  a  class  of  humanity  who  are  not 
always  protected.  I  have  noticed  on  several 
occasions  that  my  hon.  friend  has  always 
the  courage  of  his  convictions,  and  in  this 
case,  if  I  rightly  understand  his  views,  he  is 
indeed  a  bold  aggressor,  for  he  takes  issue 
with  nearly  every  civilized  country  on  the 
earth  with  respect  to  the  benefit  of  fire  and 
life  insurance. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN— I  did  not  con- 
nect the  life  and  fire  insurance  with  this 
subject  of  child  insurance.  I  merely  stated 
that  there  was  a  difference  of  opinion  as  to 
the  benefit  of  insurance.     My  object  to-day 


was  to  attack  this  particular  form  of  insur 
ance. 

Hon.  Mr.  GOWAN— The  same  argn 
ment  which  he  applied  to  life  insurance 
would  apply  with  equal  force  to  fire  itusur 
ance,  but  in  the  one  case,  the  crimt 
which  might  result  from  it  would  be  greatei 
than  in  the  other.  In  one  it  would  be  nnere 
ly  arson,  in  the  other  it  might  possibly  l.x 
murder  ;  but  I  think  where  my  hon.  friend 
makes  the  great  mistake  is  this — that  h( 
reasons  (which  is  illogical)  from  the  abus« 
against  the  use.  Now  experience  haa 
shown  in  all  civilized  countries  the  im- 
mense benefit  of  life  insurance. 

It  is  very  true  that  if  people  could  be  in- 
duced to  put  their  savings  into  some  savings 
society  regularly,  they  would  at  the  end  of 
a  good  many  years  have  a  large  sum  of 
money  at  their  disposal,  but  people  some- 
times get  in  trouble  and,  a  fear  of  distress 
upon  them,  they  draw  the  money  out.  If 
people  could  be  impressed  with  the  value  of 
saving  in  that  way,  it  would  be  very  well, 
but  there  is  a  strong  and  decided  opinion 
all  over  the  world  in  favour  of  life  in- 
surance and  the  business  will  continue. 
Now,  my  hon.  friend  has  quoted  statis- 
tics and  made  some  very  touching  remarks, 
but  the  statistics  which  he  quotes  are 
not  from  this  country,  they  are  nearly 
all  from  the  United  States.  I  have  some 
knowledge  of  the  way  life  insurance  is 
managed  in  Canada  and  I  think  it  is 
carried  on  with  a  great  deal  of  caution,  and 
every  insurance  company  that  has  a  risk  on 
a  particular  life  is  in  the  position  of  a  cus- 
todian of  that  life.  Of  course  it  is  impossible 
to  prevent  crimes  in  all  these  matters.  The 
crimes  of  violenceof  former  days  have  become 
crimes  of  fraud  in  the  present  day,  and  it 
is  unfair  to  reason  from  the  abuses  which 
prevail  in  other  countries  against  the  working 
of  the  insurance  system  by  companies  in  Can- 
ada. I  know  something  of  the  country  and  I 
know  cases  where  frauds  were  committed  and 
sometimes  grave  suspicious  pointing  to  mur- 
der. One  or  two  cases  have  recently  occurred 
in  which  crime  was  suggested,  but  such 
cases  aie  few,  and  the  system  of  insuring 
children  is  not  at  all  common  in  Canada.  I 
am  acquainted  with  several  of  the  insurance 
companies  in  this  country.  People  naturally 
like  to  have  some  place  where  money  can  be 
deposited  and  increased.  Men  who'  have 
children  naturally  desire  that  they  should 
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i  insured,  and  wish  to  encourage  their  young 
3ople  to  effect  insurance  upon  their  own 
ves  at  an  early  period.  I  know  1  have 
one  so  with  reference  to  some  of  the  mem- 
ars  of  my  family — young  men.  It  might 
e  difficult  at  times  to  keep  up  the  payments, 
ut  when  they  come  to  marry  they  would 
y  exercising  some  self-denial,  have  a 
ice  accumulation  for  themselves.  I  don't 
iy  that  evils  such  as  the  hon.  gentte- 
lan  refers  to,  do  not  exist  in  Canada,  but  I 
laim  that  they  are  not  common.  The  hon. 
entleman  is  wrong  in  reasoning  from  these 
iews  he  has  read,  against  life  insurance 
ere,  an'i  I  think  he  is  dead  set  against  life 
isurance  in  any  form.  The  notice  on  the 
aper  does  not  refer  to  such  matters  gene- 
Ally  but  merely  to  child  insurance.  If  that 
revailed  in  this  country  to  any  large  extent 
ud  was  followed  by  any  evil,  I  would  say 
iy  hon.  friend  has  made  a  good  appeal,  and 
o  harm  can  be  done  by  it.  But  you  must 
emember  that  those  who  insure  a  young 
hild  are  watched  closely  and  companies 
rould  be  careful  to  resist  any  claim  based 
pon  fraud  or  crime. 


Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  am  glad  my  hon. 
riend  from  Barrie  appreciated  the  motive 
hat  induced  the  hon.  gentleman  to  bring 
his  subject  to  the  notice  of  the  Senate.  It 
3  a  matter  of  great  importance  and  I  think 
le  has  stated  the  c  i-e  in  a  very  honest  and 
ensible  way.  My  hon.  friend  from  Barrie 
ras  scarcely  justified  in  drawing  the  general 
leduction  that  he  did,  that  the  hon.  gentle- 
aan  was  adverse  to  all  systems  of  insurance. 
'.  did  not  so  understand  him  at  all.  He 
;onfined  his  argument  to  the  dangers  that 
ire  incidental  to  the  insurance  of  children, 
rhe  insuring  of  children's  lives  had  its 
)rigin  in  England,  and  the  motive  was  to 
)rovide  money  for  the  burial  of  the  child  in 
:ase  of  its  early  death  and  the  sum  was  lim- 
ted  to  about  burial  expenses.  In  the  earli- 
er times,  when  it  was  first  introduced,  the 
noney  was  frequently  payable  directly  to 
;he  undertaker.  So  it  is  quite  evident  that 
;he  motive  of  the  parties  was  not  to  g'lin 
my  pecuniary  advantage.  I  am  quite  free 
/o  admit  that  it  has  extended  and  enlarged 
;he  temptation,  and  when  the  amounts  be- 
jame  larger  there  possibly  have  been  induce- 
nents  to  take  the  life  of  a  child.  But  one 
;an  scarcely  understand  that  in  a  country 
ike  England,  where  child  insurance  exists 


so  largely,  it  has  been  opposed  to  any  con- 
siderable extent ;  had  it  been  society  as  con- 
stituted there  would  certainly  have  inter- 
vened by  legislation  and  put  a  stop  to  it.  It 
no  doubt  has  been  opposed  there,  and  per- 
haps in  the  United  States,  but  I  do  not 
know  that  it  has  been  opposed  in  Canada. 
The  paragraph  which  the  hon.  member  read 
from  the  Ottawa  paper  was  controverted 
afterwards,  but  where  the  amount  is  larger 
than  the  amount  calculated  for  the  burial 
expenses,  there  is  a  temptation  perhaps  to 
shorten  the  life  of  the  infant.  The  same 
objection,  however,  can  be  ursfed  to  all 
classes  of  insurance.  My  hon.  friend  gave 
the  illustration  of  scuttling  a  ship  to  get  the 
amount  of  the  policy.  These  crimes  do  oc- 
cur from  time  to  time,  but  they  should  not 
be  brought  forward  as  an  argument  against 
the  general  principle  of  insurance.  Nor 
would  my  hon.  friend  think  it  an  improper 
thing  for  him  to  insure  his  life  for  the  bene- 
fit of  his  wife  and  children.  All  over  the 
country  friendly  societies  are  formed.  For- 
esters, Templars,  (fee,  who  have  their  own  in- 
surance agencies  within  themselves,  showing 
that  the  whole  tendency  isto  makeprovisioa 
for  those  dependent  upon  the  bread  winner, 
and  therefore  it  is  idle  now  to  say  that  it  is 
not  a  wise  and  a  prudent  arrangement  for  a 
man  to  take  out  insurance  on  his  life,  but 
my  hon.  friend  did  point  out  that  there  was 
such  great  danger  in  reference  to  the  insur- 
ance of  children  that  the  subject  at  least 
ought  to  be  inquired  into.  In  reference  to 
the  allusions  that  he  made  to  the  effort 
made  in  Massachusetts  to  procure  legisla- 
tion on  the  subject,  although  I  have  not 
the  figures  by  me,  I  remember  that  the 
committee,  after  hearing  all  the  evidence 
that  was  adduced  on  both  sides — that  is,  on 
the  part  of  those  who  contended  that  the 
the  system  was  a  good  one  and  those  who 
contended  that  the  lives  of  children  were 
endangered  by  it — by  a  very  large  vote,  I 
think  a  two-thirds  vote,  declined  to  interfere 
with  the  operations  of  the  companies  or  to 
disturb  the  principle  on  which  those  policies 
were  issued.  That  would  be  the  general 
conclusion  with  regard  to  the  system  in 
England,  where  the  number  insured  is  so 
very  targe.  No  doubt  there  are  occasions 
where  there  is  great  importunity  on  account 
of  poverty  to  shorten  the  life  of  the  assured, 
but  the  proper  way  to  check  that,  in  my 
judgment,  is  to  limit  the  amount.  It  should 
not  be  extended.    Of  course  the  smaller  the 
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amount  the  less  the  temptation ;  but  unfortu- 
nately the  tendency  of  late  years  has  been, 
under  the  pressure  of  the  insurance  com- 
panies and  under  the  belief  that  no  harm 
was  being  done,  to  raise  the  amount  of  the 
insurance.  Under  the  law  of  Ontario  the 
amount  originally  fixed  was,  under  the  age 
of  two  years,  $25.  Under  the  recent  statute 
passed  the  other  day  that  amount  has  been 
extended  to  ^32.  Then  children  under  three 
years  could  not  be  insured  for  less  than  $30 
originally.  That  has  been  extended  to  $40. 
Under  four  originally  a  child  could  not  be 
insured  for  more  than  $35  ;  now,  under  the 
statute  passed  two  months  ago,  it  can  be 
insured  for  $48.  Children  under  five  orig- 
inally could  not  be  insured  for  more  than 
$40;  now  that  has  been  extended  to 
$56.  There  may  be,  of  course,  a  very 
projjer  criticism  on  these  extensions.  At 
ten  years  the  amount  runs  up  as  high  as 
$147,  which  is  another  departure  from  the 
original  principle  on  which  this  subject  of 
child  insurance  was  predicated  showing  that 
there  might  be  an  inducement  to  crime.  I 
am  not  prepared  to  say  that  it  has  been 
abused ;  I  have  no  doubt  that  my  hon. 
friend,  in  reading  the  extracts  that  he  did 
from  the  benovelent  and  philanthropic  people 
in  Massachusetts  was  very  much  impressed 
by  the  conclusions  which  they  drew.  Still, 
as  has  been  very  properly  observed  by  the 
hon.  member  from  Barrie,  the  same  argu- 
ment might  apply  in  other  cases  where  we 
are  not  prepared  to  interfere.  With  regard 
to  the  action  which  parliament  should  take, 
that  is  a  subject  which  requires  careful  con- 
sideration. Insurance  is  a  matter  of  con- 
tract. When  my  hon.  friend  from  Hope- 
well said  that  a  policy  could  not  be  issued 
on  the  life  of  a  person  who  might  be  wholly 
unaware  of  the  fact.  I  said  it  would  be  im- 
possible to  do  so.  That  is  something  which 
the  Ontario  statutes  would  not  justify.  The 
Ontario  law  provides  that,  in  order  to  make 
a  contract  for  life  insurance  valid,  the  bene- 
ficiary must  be  either  the  parent  or  guard- 
ian, or  the  nominee  of  the  insured,  or  a 
person  entitled  under  the  law  to  act  for  the 
applicant,  or  one  who  must  have  had  at  the 
date  of  the  contract  a  pecuniary  interest  in 
the  duration  of  the  life  of  the  assured.  So 
that  in  the  broad  case  which  he  put  as  to 
the  latitude  allowed  in  eflFecting  life  insur- 
ance, he  was  not  correct,  because  the  policy 
would  be  void.  A  company  could  not  make 
a  contract  of  that  kind ;  there  must  be  a 


direct  pecuniary  interest.  A  person  m 
take  out  a  policy  on  his  own  life  and  trai 
fer  it  to  his  creditors ;  that  is  a  comm 
thing,  but  I  doubt  whether  even  a  credit 
could  take  out  a  policy  on  the  life  ol 
debtor  without  that  debtor  being  aware 
it,  because  the  insurance  company  must, 
some  degree,  be  a  party  to  the  fraud  for  t 
reason  that  there  must  be  a  medical  exai 
ination.  From  my  experience  of  i 
surance  companies,  I  know  that  they  a 
exceedingly  careful  in  all  those  cas< 
They  have  sustained  serious  losses 
many  cases  and  have  been  taught  cautio 
because  no  doubt  many  frauds  have  bet 
committed  against  insurance  companies, 
know  one  company  in  Ottawa  which  h. 
been  defrauded  to  the  extent  of  many  thou 
ands  of  dollars.  Of  course  the  agent  had  i 
be  a  party  to  the  fraud,  but  when  the  attei 
tion  of  the  company  was  called  to  the  matti 
they  disputed  the  policies  and  compromisi 
had  to  be  made.  Insurances  have  be< 
eflfected  in  a  very  irregular  way  on  ver 
questionable  lives,  but  it  required  the  agei 
to  be  a  party  to  the  fraud,  and  in  some  cast 
the  medical  examiner  also,  showing  the  cai 
which  insurance  companies  take  to  protei 
themselves  against  abuses  of  that  sort, 
think  the  hon.  gentleman  is  entitled  to  ou 
thanks  for  having  brought  up  this  que 
tion,  but  it  would  be  a  rather  gra% 
question  for  parliament  to  declare  insuranc 
of  that  kind  a  crime,  particularly  as  the  pr< 
vincial  legislatures  have  jurisdiction  in  mat 
ters  of  this  sort.  They  can  declare  that 
contract  on  the  life  of  a  child  under  10  year 
is  invalid.  There  is  nothing  to  prevent  thai 
I  am  not  aware  that  there  is  any  legislatioi 
on  the  subject  in  other  provinces,  but  I  an 
quite  sure  that  in  the  advanced  province  o 
Ontario,  if  it  were  found  that  there  was  an; 
abuse  whatever  on  the  subject,  legislatioi 
would  be  at  once  invoked  and  the  terms  o 
the  present  Act  would  be  altered  so  as  to  r« 
duce  the  possible  temptation  of  taking  th 
lives  of  the  insured.  I  do  not  think  that  i 
was  wise  to  enlarge  the  temptation  as  th 
legislature  has  done.  I  should  have  prefei 
red  to  see  the  law  remain  as  it  was  before 
because  it  does  not  seem  judicious  that  '■ 
child  under  5  years  of  age  can  be  insured  fo 
$56.  It  could  not  be  argued  that  it  was  fo 
burial  purposes,  and  that  was  the  object  tha 
parliament  had  in  view  25  or  30  years  ag 
when  they  permitted  policies  of  that  kind  t 
be  issued  on  the  lives  of  children. 
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Hon.  Mr.  ANGERS— If  I  correctly 
understood  the  argument  of  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman from  Hopewell,  I  should  divide  it 
into  two  parts,  as  the  hon.  member  from 
Barrie  has  done.  In  the  latter  portion  of 
his  remarks  he  gave  us  figures  and  statistics 
to  show  the  enormous  amount  of  money  paid 
on  life  insurances  and  the  forfeitures  on 
them  ;  giving  the  House  to  understand  that 
most  contracts  were  made  for  the  benefit  of 
the  insurer  rather  than  for  the  benefit  of  the 
insured.  This  led  me  to  believe  that  the 
hon.  member  from  Hopewell  was  opposed  to 
life  insurance  on  principle.  But  I  must  lay 
aside  that  portion  of  his  argument  as  not  at 
all  justified  by  the  question  which  he  has 
brought  before  the  House.  The  hon.  mem- 
ber's object  was  mainly  to  establish  that  the 
taking  of  insurances  on  the  lives  of  children 
led  to  infanticide,  to  the  neg'ect  of  children 
for  the  cruel  purpose  of  collecting  a  few 
dollars  which,  according  to  the  limitation 
put  on  insurances  of  children,  would  hardly 
amount  to  the  fees  necessary  to  meet  the 
requirements  of  a  decent  funeral.  He  has 
dealt  extensively  with  the  question  ;  but  to 
bring  any  fact  to  the  attention  of  the  House 
I  am  glad  to  say  he  has  b::en  obliged  to 
travel  outside  of  Canada  and  go  to  the 
United  States.  Now,  this  is  what  occur- 
red in  Massachusetts.  A  crusade  was 
instituted  by  the  Mas-sachusetts  Society 
for  the  Prevention  of  Cruelty  to  Chil- 
dren against  child  insurance  as  practised 
for  many  years  by  the  industrial  life 
insurance  companies.  This  society  had 
probably  dropped  out  of  sight  and  wished 
to  draw  public  attention  to  itself.  They 
went  before  the  Massachusetts  legislature 
with  a  bill  against  child  insurance.  They 
went  before  a  committee  of  the  House  ;  and 
when  the  good  sense  of  the  state  legislators 
was  put  to  the  test,  by  a  vote  on  the  bill, 
they  vot«d  149  against  and  23  in  its  favour. 
Showing,  therefore,  that  there  was  no  neces- 
sity for  interference  with  and  prevention  of 
insurance  of  children,  and  that  no  case  had 
been  made  out  to  justify  such  a  step.  "  This 
society  in  its  eiforts  against  child  insurance 
undertook  to  manufacture  an  evil  for  the 
purpose  of  suppressing  it.  A  weakness  of 
such  an  organization  is  an  itching  desire  to 
magnify  their  office.  When  they  relieve 
real  distress  and  grapple  with  real  evils  they 
are  worthy  of  all  praise  ;  but  when  they 
charge  crimes  without  reason  or  proof,  and 
attack  institutionsof  real  beneficence,  they  be- 


come an  impertinent  nuisance  and  should  be 
met  with  severe  rebufip.  The  society  in  this 
case  assumed  that  the  insurance  of  children 
is  a  murderous  arrangement,  culminating  in 
violent  infanticide  for  the  sake  of  the  insur- 
ance. They  made  the  charge  and  then 
sought  for  the  proof.  The  evidence  to  sus- 
tain this  atrocious  accusation,  so  insulting 
to  parental  ofiection,  could  not  be  found. 
They  mitigated  the  indictment  and  said  that 
payment  for  the  insurance,  generally  five 
cents  a  week, — and  not  seventy-five  cents 
as  one  zealous  lady  testified, — was  the  means 
of  depriving  the  child  of  proper  sustenance 
and  subjecting  it  to  slow  starvation." 

Hon.  Mr.  ALLAN— What  is  the  hon. 
gentleman  reading  from  1 

Hon.  Mr.  ANGERS— From  the  Insur- 
ance Critic,  referring  to  the  very  bill  to 
which  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Hopewell 
made  allusion.  We  have  heard  from  him 
evidence  in  support  of  the  bill.  I  now 
claim  indulgence  of  the  House  to  hear  me 
give  evidence  against  the  bill  and  relate  the 
grounds  on  which  it  was  rejected. 

Ex-Governor  Long,  writing  to  the  Chris- 
tian Register,  of  the  27th  April,  1895,  states 
as  follows  : — 

I  thank  you  for  your  courteous  invitation  to 
write  something  in  favour  of  child  insurance  ;  and 
in  answer  to  your  editorial  of  last  week  perhaps 
I  can  <lo  nothing  better  than  to  inclose  you  here- 
with uiy  argument  before  the  committee,  and  let 
you  make  any  extract  you  please  from  that.  I 
wish  yon  had  waited  to  hear  both  aides  before 
writing.     You  would  have  escaped  some  errors. 

For  instance,   you  would  not   have   made   the 
misleading  statement  that  "  few  disinterested  per- 
sons have  opposed  the  bill  '  to  prohibit  child  in- 
surance.    Nearly  all  the  opponents,  and  they  are 
:  legion,  are  disinterested.      Clergymen  like  E.  A. 
'  Hort<m,  Stopford  W,  Brooke,  and  John  Cuckson 
I  of  our  denomination,  and  a  score  of  others  ;  city 
'  missionaries  ;  eminent  charity  workers  like  Edward 
Frothingham,  general  agent  of  the  Boston  Provid- 
ent Association  ;  Mr.  J.  Lewis  Crewe,  secretary  of 
the  .Society  for  the  l*revention  of  Cruelty  to  Chil- 
dren in  Pennsylvania  ;  the  agent  of  the  Louisville 
Charity   .Society  ;  and   Sister   Pamela  of  Albany  ; 
onr  most  eminent   physicians  like  Ur.  William  L. 
Richardson,  Dr.   Edward  J.    Foster,   Dr.  Francis 
Minot,  Dr.  .J.   Foster  Bush ;   citizens  like  Curtis 
(iuild,  jr.  ;  ex-mayor  Hart ;  city  physicians,  over- 
seers of  the  poor  and  a  multitude  more — an  entire- 
ly disinterested  class. 

Then  you  intimate  that  "  from  the  start  "  it  was 
not  claimed  that  child  murder  results  from  child 
insurance  ;  on  the  contrary,  Mr.  Reed,  for  the  bill, 
started  with  that  claim  in  his  very  opening.  It 
was  that  charge  which  roused  all  the  feeling  that 
has  existed  against  this  insurance  ;  and,  but  for 


Digitized  by 


Google 


264 


[SENATE] 


r 


that,  I  do  not  hesitate  to  say  that  the  public  would 
have  at  once  recognized  that  poor  iniiustrial  people 
ought  to  have  the  right  to  insure  their  children  if 
tliey  desire  thus  to  lay  by  a  little  provision  for 
their  last  sickness  and  burial.  Of  course,  the 
c'liarge  has  been  withdrawn  and  abandoned,  be- 
cause it  is  now  admitted  that  in  twenty  years  ex- 
perience in  our  country,  not  a  single  case  of  child 
muriler  for  insurance  has  occurred,  while  in  adult 
insurance  it  is  not  infrequent.  The  whole  charge 
has  come  down  to  a  criticism  upon  poor  people  for 
funeral  expenditure,  and  the  temptation  to  spend 
five  or  ten  cents  a  week  for  insurance  that  might 
l)e  saved  for  foot!. 

May  I  not  say  that  legislative  prohibition  on 
these  two  points  is  a  pretty  severe  interference 
\f  ith  personal  rights,  and  is  really  class  discrimi- 
nation ? 

Let  me   also  say  concisely,  that  at  the  hearing, 

V  hile  cases  of  cruelty,   drunkenness  and  poverty 

V  ere  shown,  not  one  was  shown  in  which  any  in- 
jury to  the  child  was  traced  to  its  insurance.  Not 
a  charge  was  made  against  insurance  of  children 
under  ten  that  is  not  equally  good  in  respect  to 
children  over  ten,  or,  indeed,  against  life  insurance 
in  general. 

Child  insurance  is  not  a  recent  scheme,  like  the 
bond  investment  craze,  which  dafrauded  people  a 
few  years  ago,  and  exploded.  It  is  a  system  which 
liiis  existed  forty  years  in  England  and  twenty 
juais  here,  constantly  growing,  because  meeting  a 
popular  necessity  and  demand.  It  has  been  re- 
peatedly investigated  bj' the  British  Parliament,  and 
always  given  a  larger  neld.  So  also  in  this  country 
iu  state  after  state.  Our  own  insurance  depart 
nient  has,  under  three  commissioners,  reported 
favourably  on  it.  In  1891  our  own  Massachs- 
sett«  Society  for  the  Prevention  of  Cruelty  to 
Children  inquired  into  it  and  spoke  well  of  it.  And 
■H'liat  is  particularly  striking  is  that  in  its  last  re- 
])ort,  Decemlwr  31st,  1894,  while  touching  on  every 
phase  of  that  society's  work  and  forecasting  its 
future  fields  of  labour,  and  reciting  iu  detail  alarge 
number  of  cases  of  suffering  children,  there  is  not, 
fioiii  beginning  to  end  of  the  report,  a  single  allu- 
sion to  child  insurance.  Why  ?  Because  there  is 
notliiue  iu  it  to  call  for  action,  either  by  the  society 
oi  by  tne  legislature. 

Many  persons,  when  this  hearing  began,  sup- 
posed that  child  insurance  offers  the  temptation  of 
tlie  large  amount  of  adult  insurance.  The  average 
amount  is  twenty-eight  dollars.  It  begins  with 
fifteen  dollars  the  first  year  of  insurance — and  no 
child  can  be  insured  under  one  year  of  a,^e — and 
while  the  premium,  five  cents  a  week,  remains  the 
8anie,  does  not  reach  one  hundred  dollars  more  till 
after  ten  years  of  age.  This  little  sum  is  not  only 
a  resource  for  burial  and  doctor's  bills  and  help  to 
other  sick  children  in  the  family,  but  the  existence 
of  the  fund  undoubtedly  secures  better  medical 
attendance  and  care.  The  statistics  show  also, 
and  it  was  not  controverted  at  the  hearing,  that 
the  death  rate  is  less  among  insured  than  among 
non-insured. 

People,  however  poor,  will  bury  their  children 
decently  ;  and  it  is  a  question  either  of  pauper 
funerals,  which  is  a  matter  of  self-respect,  nobody 
«  ill  encourage— or  else  of  the  alternative  between 
an  insurance  fund  and  debt,  with  its  heavy  in- 
terest. There  would  be  just  as  much  economizing 
in  food  to  save  money  to  pay  debt  as  to  pay  insur- 
nee. 


Since  child   insurance  began    in  Massachusetta 
pauper  funerals  have  diminished  nearly  one-half  in 
number.     Abolish   child   insurance   and   you  vril] 
either  go  back  to  an  increase  of  pauper  funerak  or 
put  a  new  drain  on  your  charity   funds,  and  paas 
the  hat  to  meet  the  expense.    You  will  stop  tbe 
habit  of  saving,  which  of  itself  is  an  education  in 
social   economy   among   the   poor   that  should  be 
encouraged.     The  savings  banks  do  not  meet  this 
need  of  five  cent  savings.     There  is  no  coinpetiti<Hi 
between  the  two  systems.     Each  meets  a  different 
necessity  ;  aud   instead   of   one  cutting   into   the 
other,  both  have  been  increasing  in  their  business 
at  the  same  time. 

The  remarkable  thing  in  child  insurance  ia 
that  at  the  hearing,  as  also  in  the  1894  report  of 
tbe  Society  for  Prevention  of  Cruelty  to  Children, 
which  I  above  cited,  not  a  case  of  suffering  is  traced 
to  the  system.  And  yet  we  are  asked  to  abolish 
it,  and  to  deprive  one  hundred  thousand  childien 
under  ten  years  of  age  in  Massachusetts,  and  the 
families  they  represent,  of  the  privilege  they  now 
enjoy  without  the  slightest  effort,  even  if  there  be 
fear  of  some  attendant  and  occasional  evil,  to  meet 
it  by  some  amendment  rather  than  by  the  whole- 
sale destruction  of  the  system. 

More  than  one-fifth  of  the  population  of  the 
state  are  industrially  insured,  including  the  above 
100,000  ;  and  it  is  significant  that  not  one  of  them 
appeared  at  the  hearing  to  support  the  bill. 

Vou  are  also  in  error  in  intimating  that  there 
is  no  insurable  interest  on  a  child  under  ten  years 
of  age.  The  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States 
has  decided  otherwise.  There  is  certainly  an  in- 
surable, or  what  you  call  "  commercial  "  interest, 
to  the  extent  of  the  cost  of  the  last  sickness  and 
burial.  And  for  some  years  under  ten,  in  many 
poor  families  the  child  is  rendering  little  services 
that  are  of  actual  value  ;  while  the  prospective 
chance  of  the  child's  growing  up  and  later  becom- 
ing the  reliance  of  the  parent  is  of  very  great 
value. 

Referring  to  the  present  state  of  the  law 
in  Canada,  there  is  in  Ontario  a  statute  that 
deals  with  the  matter.  My  hon.  friend  from 
Ottawa  has  already  referred  to  it.  It  limits 
the  amount  for  which  children  may  be 
insured.  The  maximum  amount  for  which 
a  child  may  be  insured  if  it  is  two  years  old 
is  $32  ;  3  years,  340  ;  4  years,  $48  ;  5  years, 
$56  ;  7  years,  $92  ;  8  years,  $110  ;  9  years, 
$120.  Now,  I  leave  it  to  the  House  to  say 
can  this  be  an  amount  the  payment  of  which 
would  have  sufficient  interest  to  extinguish 
in  the  parent's  breast  the  natural  affection 
for  the  child  ?  It  would  be  hardly  sufficient 
to  pay  the  undertaker.  We  heard  last  year 
in  this  House  a  discussion  upon  the  excess- 
ive charges  made  by  undertakers  for  burials. 
Is  it  possible,  under  the  limitation  put  by 
the  Ontario  statute  that  any  parent  could 
be  induced  to  insure  a  child  for  the  purpose 
of  neglecting  it  ?  I  do  not  think  so.  It  is 
not  within  the  breast  of  our  people.  It  has 
not  been  proved  to  be  within  the  practice  of 
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3  people  of  the  United  States,  from  the 
restigation  made  in  connection  with  the 
1  submitted  to  the  legislature  of  Massa- 
usetts.  We  have  a  few  companies  in  Can- 
a  who  insure  children.  I  believe  there 
i  only  two  incorporated  by  the  Dominion 
Canada. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— Are  they  Cana- 
an companies  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  ANGERS— Yes.  I  think  there 
3  two  incorporated  by  the  Parliament  of 
,nada  who  insure  children.  I  may  state, 
a  fact,  that  although  there  is  no  statute 
the  province  of  Quebec  limiting  child  in- 
rance,  the  companies  which  do  business  in 
a,t  province  and  in  other  sections  of  the 
>minion  have  made  it  a  rule,  and  it  is 
inted  upon  their  policies,  that  the  enact- 
;nts  of  the  statutes  of  Ontario  are  those 
lowed  throughout  the  Dominion,  and  no 
ild  is  insured  for  any  larger  amount  than 
have  already  mentioned.  So  that  the 
actice  in  this  country  does  not  seem  at 
esent  to  justify  interference  in  the  matter, 
lere  is  another  matter  to  which  my  hon. 
end  from  Ottawa  has  referred.  It  is  that 
less  you  make  child  insurance  a  crime  it 
not  a  subject  matter  for  the  legislation  of 
e  Parliament  of  Canada.  It  is  one  for  the 
;al  legislatures  to  deal  with.  It  is  for 
em  to  state  the  requirements,  limitations 
d  the  necessary  interests  in  a  civil  contract. 
'  course,  if  the  Parliament  of  Canada  was 
lling  to  deal  with  this  matter  as  one  of 
ormity,  if  we  were  to  publish  to  the  whole 
)rld  that  the  parents  of  this  country  have 
little  aflFection  for  their  children  that  a 
sdemeanour  had  to  be  created  in  order  to 
event  them  from  entering  into  child  insur- 
ce  for  illegal  purposes — we   would  have 

declare  that  the  insuring  of  children 
«  a  misdemeanour.  This  would  be  con- 
iry  to  the  practice  followed  in  England,  in 
e  United  States,  and  throughout  civilized 
untries.  The  insuring  of  children  has 
isted  in  England  for  over  thirty  years,  and 
the  United  States  for  fully  twenty  years, 
le  British  parliament  has  twice  instituted 
orough  inquiry  into  the  alleged  slaughter 

insured  children,  and  in  neither  instance 
13  it  found  the  necessity  of  special  legisla- 
5n  upon  the  subject.  No  case  of  abuse  of 
lild  insurance  has  been  made  out  in 
inada.  Consequently,  on  behalf  of  the 
>vemment  I  must  declare  that  at  present 


there  is  no  evidence  before  this  House  or 
before  the  government  to  justify  the  neces- 
sity of  interference  in  a  matter  of  this  kind. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— I  wish  to  say  a 
word  or  two  in  reference  to  the  matter 
before  the  House.  The  iiuestion  is  a  very 
interesting  and  appropriate  one  to  bring  up. 
Helpless  children  sometimes  require  the  pro- 
tection of  the  state  where  a,  parent  may  be 
viciously  inclined.  The  evils  arising  from 
child  insurance  have  not  i-eached  a  stage  in 
Canada  where  the  practice  can  be  con- 
demned, but  it  is  the  growth  of  an  evil  we 
have  to  anticipate  when  insurance  agents  are 
anxious  to  push  their  business,  and  the 
House  has  done  wisely  in  calling  public 
attention  to  what  has  taken  place  in  other 
countries.  I  should  like  to  see  a  system  of 
state  in.surance  adopted  which  would  not  only 
cover  cases  of  child  insurance  but  to  a  limited 
extent  insurance  for  classes  who  wish  to  get 
cheaper  insurance. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— The  hon.  gentleman 
is  a  full  blown  protectionist. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— I  do  not  see  how 
protection  or  free  trade  comes  in.  We  have 
a  good  system  now  of  post  othce  savings 
banks,  by  which  thrift  is  engendered  among 
the  people,  and  if  we  had  a  state  insuiance 
of  $1,000  upon  each  individual,  I  think  a 
great  boon  would  be  conferred  upon  the 
people  of  Can.ada.  Those  people  who  wish 
to  lay  by  a  moderate  sum  could  do  it  by 
state  insurance.  The  system  of  insurance  is 
one  that  is  well  worth  being  discussed.  We 
have  seen  lately  several  case.s  in  which  crime 
has  been  committed  in  consequence  of  people 
trying  to  make  money  out  of  insurance.  That 
must  entail  a  moral  risk  on  insurance  com- 
panies and  a  raising  of  the  rates  whicii  jjlaces 
greater  clitKculty  in  the  way  of  poor  people 
securing  insurance,  to  say  nothing  of  the 
large  expense  agents  go  to  in  pushing  their 
business.  There  is  to-day  too  much  money 
being  withdrawn  from  the  industry  of  tlie 
countiy,  owing  to  the  assiduity  and  pernis- 
tenceof  agents.  The  state  might  uery  v.  isely 
supply  a  cheap  insurance  for  the  working 
classes  limited  to  $1,000. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL — It  strikes  me  that  the 
House  is  gradually  departing  from  a  regular 
custom  ;  that  is  that  the  answer  given  by 
the  government  to   an   inquiry   closes   the 
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debate  on  that  subject.  That  is  the  proper 
system.  Something  might  be  said  by  a 
member  which  the  minister  giving  the  answer 
would  have  referred  to  before  he  closed 
the  debate.  When  a  question  is  asked  of 
the  government  it  should  be  an  understood 
thing  that  when  the  answer  is  given  the 
matter  is  ended.  Of  course,  anybody 
would  have  a  right  to  speak  before  the 
answer  is  given. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  hon.  member  is 
not  asking  a  question  here ;  he  is  simply, 
calling  attention  to  the  subject. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL — T  contend  that  it  is 
free  to  all  the  members  of  the  House  to 
speak  before  the  answer  is  given,  but  after 
that  they  cannot. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  practice  has  been 
a  very  wide  one  in  this  House.  The  hon. 
member  seeing  the  minister  rise  once  or 
twice  to  speak  and  not  wishing  to  interfere 
with  him,  sat  down  and  waited  until  he  had 
spoken. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL — If  he  had  given  the 
slightest  intimation  to  the  hon.  minister  that 
he  desired  to  speak  he  would  have  deferred 
his  answer. 

CUSTOMS  DUTIES  ON  AGRICUL- 
TURAL IMPLEMENTS. 

INQUIRY. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY  inquired  : 

Upon  what  scale  of  prices  do  customs  otEcers 
base  themselves  in  collecting  the  duties  imposed  by 
law  up<m  agricultural  instruments  ?  On  the  real 
value  or  on  the  cost  price,  or  on  the  current  price, 
or  on  the  price  of  the  instrument  as  sold  at  whole- 
sale in  the  country  whence  it  is  imported,  or  is  a 
deduction  made,  and  if  so  what,  upon  the  invoice 
as  sent  or  npon  the  catalogues  of  prices  as  circu- 
lated ! 

Have  the  customs  officers  received  instructions 
on  this  subject  ?  What  is  the  date  of  such  instruc- 
tions ?  Are  they  issued  by  the  Department  of 
Customs,  and  are  they  the  same  for  all  customs 
officers  1  Or  are  they  sent  in  pursuance  of  an 
order  in  council,  and  if  so,  what  is  the  date  of 
osuch  rder  in  council. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
Perhaps  it  is  neglect  on  my  part,  but  I  may 
inform  the  House  that  I  have  not  consider- 
ed this  inquiry  yet.  However,  as  it  is  one 
generally  affecting  the  collecting  of  customs 
dues,  and  therefore  can  readily  answer  it. 
There  is  a  general  law  regulating  the  value 
of  an  article  for  duty.     It  simply   provides 


that  when  an  ad  valorem  duty  is  im- 
posed upon  any  article,  the  value  of  that 
article  for  duty,  when  imported  into  thp 
country,  is  the  price  at  which  it  is  sold  in 
the  country  from  whence  exported. 


Hon. 
retain 


Mr.     LANDRY— Wholesale    or 


Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWEL  ^-Tbe 
word  "  wholesale  "  formerly  existed  in  the 
clause,  but  it  was  struck  out  some  year.saKo; 
so  that  if  an  article  is  sold  by  the  manufac- 
turer to  what  is  termed  a  jobber,  and  he  im- 
ports it  into  Canada,  the  price  paid  for  it, 
if  it  be  the  price  at  which  the  same  article 
is  sold  in  the  market  where  purchased  fur 
home  consumption  that  is  the  value  for  duty 
in  Canada  ;  but  it  is  the  practise  to  sell  an 
article  for  export  at  a  lower  price  than  when 
sold  for  use  or  consumption  there  in  the 
home  market.  In  such  a  case  the  value  fur 
duty  is  increased  to  the  price  at  which  it 
would  be  sold  for  home  consumptiiin. 
The  ruling  price  in  the  country  where 
an  article  is  purchased  is  the  value  of 
the  article  for  duty.  There  is  no  reduction 
in  value  for  an  article  except  in  cases  of  this 
kind.  Formerly  the  law  imposed  a  dutj 
upon  the  price  paid  for  an  article,  no  matter 
how  it  may  have  fallen  in  price  at  the  time 
of  exportation,  but  if  it  had  increased  in 
price  from  the  period  at  which  it  was  pur- 
chased to  the  time  of  exportation,  the  law 
compelled  the  officer  to  increase  the  value 
of  the  article  for  duty.  In  the  amendments 
to  this  law  which  I  introduced  in  the  other 
House,  I  thought  that  was  not  equitable  or 
fair,  and  the  law  as  it  stands  now  is  that  if 
you  purchase  an  article  in  a  foreign  country 
and  you  pay  a  certain  price  for  it,  and  if  it 
is  not  shipped  for  a  month  or  two  and  it 
falls  in  price,  then  the  value  of  the  article 
for  duty  is  the  price  at  which  you  could  pur- 
chase it  at  the  time  of  shipment,  or  if  it 
increases  in  value  it  makes  no  difference 
what  you  paid  for  it,  it  is  the  value  at  the 
time  of  shipment  that  rules  for  duty.  The 
second  question  I  have  already  answered,  be- 
cause the  law  governs  the  value  of  an  article 
for  duty.  Instructions  are  often  given — and 
perhaps  that  is  what  my  hon.  friend  refers 
to  —  calling  the  attention  of  the  collec- 
tors of  customs  and  customs  officials  in 
different  parts  of  the  country  to  the  fact  that 
articles  are  being  imported  and  entered  at  » 
less  rate  than  that  at  wliich  they  are  sold  in 
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the  country  for  general  consumption ;  or  in 
other  words,  a  manufacturer  of  an  article  in 
the  United  States,  or  in  England,  or  any 
other  country,  when  selling  for  exportation 
— when  the  article  does  not  go  into  con- 
samption  in  tlieirown  country  and  therefore 
does  not  int'Crfere  with  the  sale  of  the  article 
in  that  country,  they  sell  at  a  lower  rate 
than  they  do  to  their  own  people.  If  that 
is  done,  then  it  is  the  duty  of  the  customs 
officials  to  increase  the  face  of  the  invoice  to 
the  regular  and  legitimate  price  at  which 
the  article  sold  in  th-i  country  were  pur- 
chased. I  could  not  aaswer  as  to  the  date 
of  the  instructions.  These  instructions  are 
only  given  when  the  attention  of  the  depart- 
ment is  called  to  the  fact  that  the  revenue 
is  being  defrauded  in  the  way  that  I  have 
pointed  out,  and  the  instructions  are  given 
departmentally  and  not  by  order  in  council. 


Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY- 
in  council. 


-There  is  no  order 


Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BO  WELL— Not 
in  cases  of  that  kind. 

GREAT  NORTHERN   RAILWAY  OF 
WINNIPEG. 

INQUIRY. 

» 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON  inquired  : 

If  the  statement  which  is  in  .Satnnlay's  Otohe  is 
correct,  that  the  plans  and  profiles  of  the  Cireat 
Northern  of  Winnipeg  hail  been  approveil  by  the 
Department  of  Railwaysand  Canals,  and  transmitted 
to  the  company  ? 

Have  they  been  submitted  to  and  approved  by 
the  Govemor  General  in  Council  in  accorilance  with 
the  statutes  of  1891,  governing  the  charter  ? 

He  said  :  This  is  the  second  time  I  have 
asked  a  question  with  regard  to  this  railway. 
I  may  apologize  for  having  done  so,  but  it  is 
a  railway  passing  through  the  district  which 
I  have  the  honour  to  represent  in  this  House, 
and  the  road  in  question  ig  the  subject  of  a 
great  deal  of  controversy.  The  Act  says 
that  the  Governor  in  Council  must  approve 
of  the  location,  and  the  Act  also  fixes  the 
location  and  says  that  it  shall  start  from 
Winnipeg  and  go  north.  I  do  not  know  the 
legal  position  in  regard  to  it,  but  at 
the  present  moment  the  survey  referred 
to  in  my  question  is  starting  from  Glad- 
stone, and  when  I  rise  to  ask  the  ques- 
tion it  is  not  for  the  purpose  of  opposing  the 


railway  starting  from  Gladstone,  or  opposing 
the  company  as  a  company  in  any  foi  lu. 
Forty  miles  of  the  road  were  built  nearly  10 
years  ago  and  the  iron  waa  laid  ;  it  is  now 
lying  there  useless,  and  the  money  has  Ijeen 
wasted.  If  there  is  any  legal  obstruction  in 
the  way  of  their  starting  from  Gladstone,  it 
.  is  a  notification  to  the  company  that  their 
subsidy  and  charter  and  everything  else  may 
be  forfeited  if  they  act  outside  of  the  law  in 
regard  to  this  matter,  and  it  would  be  a. 
great  detriment  to  the  people,  who  are  de- 
pendent upon  railway  communication  in  the 
Lake  Dauphin  district  if  legal  difficulties 
arose  to  deprive  them  of  their  much  needed 
railway.  It  would  be  a  serious  injury  to  the 
railway  credit  of  the  country  if  anything 
should  happen  that  would  leave  any  portion 
of  this  railway  in  the  same  condition  as  tliiit 
40  miles  of  it  has  been  left.  For  that  reason 
I  make  these  few  observations  in  asking  the 
leader  of  the  government  for  public  informa- 
tion if  the  road  is  going  on  under  their  in- 
structions, and  under  the  charter  which 
governs  them. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— In 
answer  to  the  hon.  gentleman,  I  have  to  in- 
form him  that  the  right-of-way  plans,  profiles, 
and  books  of  reference  have  been  received  by 
the  Department  of  Railways  and  Canal.s  for 
expropriation  purposes  and  have  been  ex- 
amined and  certified  according  to  section 
125  of  the  Railway  Act.  Two  copies  were 
returned  to  the  company,  but  they  have  not 
been  approved  by  the  Department  of  Rail- 
ways and  Canals,  the  certificate  specially 
mentioning  that  it  conveys  no  approval.  To 
the  second  question  I  say  No,  they  were  not 
sent  in  for  submission  to  the  Governor  Gen- 
eral in  Council  according  to  the  statutes  of 
1891  governing  the  charter,  but  merely  for 
certificate  of  depos  t.  What  they  are  doing 
with  this  railway  to  which  my  hon.  friend 
refers,  I  am  not  in  a  f)osition  to  say.  Thi.s 
I  do  know,  however,  that  it  is  not  goiuL;  on 
under  the  direction  or  control  or  mau^ge- 
ment  in  any  way  of  the  government.      ^ 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— There  is  just  one 
question  that  I  should  like  to  ask  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  Shell  River.  I  think  from 
his  knowledge  of   that  part  of  the  country 

I  he  might  be  able  to  answer  it.  Some  40 
miles  of  rails  running  north  from  Winnipeg, 
I  believe,  were  laid   by  a  company  having 

I  the  same  head  which  the  present  company 
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has,  some  10  years  ago.  Perhaps  the  hon. 
gentleman  can  tell  uo,  knowing  a  good  deal 
of  the  climate  and  the  nature  of  the  soil  of 
the  region  on  which  those  rails  still  retnain, 
how  much  of  them  has  been  consumed  by 
rust,  and  if  it  would  be  worth  the  while  of 
the  new  company,  or  anyone  else,  to  take 
up  the  40  mile)  of  rails  and  lay  them  down 
in  the  more  genial  climate  in  the  neighbour- 
hood of  Lake  Dauphin. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— I  am  unable  to 
answer  the  question,  never  having  visited  or 
inspected  the  line,  but  the  hon.  gentleman 
himself  can  calculate  how  much  rust  would 
accumulate  on  the  raib  in  10  years. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— No,  because  I  under- 
stand the  country  where  the  rails  were  laid 
is  rather  damp. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
Perhaps  the  hon.  gentleman  will  be  able  to 
come  to  a  conclusion  as  to  the  quantity  of 
rust  that  has  accumulated  if  he  will  study 
the  history  of  the  rails  which  were  deposited 
at  Fort  William. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  may  say  that  I 
think  the  almost  universal  feeling  through- 
out the  western  country  now  is,  that  a  gross 
blunder  was  made  in  departing  from  the  old 
location  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway. 

Hon.    Sir   MACKENZIE   BOWELL— 

Where? 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— From  Winnipeg  to 
the  Pacific  coast. 


Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWEL 
That  has  nothing  to  do  with  Fort  William. 
The  hon.  gentleman  is  astray  in  his 
geography.  These  places  are  about  400 
miles  apart. 

BILLS  INTRODUCED. 

Mil  (47)  "  An  Act  to  incorporate  the 
Canadian  Order  of  Foresters.  " — (Mr.  San- 
ford.  ) 

Bill  (55)  "  An  Act  to  incorporate  the 
Langenburg  and  Southern  Railway  Com- 
pany."— (Mr.  Lougheed.) 

Bill  (53)    "  An  Act  respecting  the  Mani- 
toba    and     North-west     Loan     Company, 
miited."— (Mr.  Boulton.) 


Bill  (C3)  "An  Act  respecting  the  St 
Lawrence  and  Adirondack  Railway  Com 
pany."— (Mr.  Read.) 

Bill  (80)  "An  Act  to  incorporate  the 
Lindsay,  Haliburton  and  Mattawa  Railway 
Company." — (Mr.  Dobson.) 


Bill  (64)  "An  Act  respecting  the  Canada 
mthem  Railway  Company." — (Mr.  Vidal, 
in  the  absence  of  Mr.  Maclnnea,  Bur- 
lington.) 

Bill  (45)  "An  Act  respecting  the  Great 
North-west  Central  Railway  Company." — 
(Mr.  Clemow.) 

Bill  (70)  "  An  Act  respecting  the  Temis- 
couata  Railway  Company." — (Mr.  Casgrain). 

The  Senate  then  adjourned. 


THE    SENATE. 

Ottawa,  Wednesday,  12th  June,  1895. 

The  SPEAKER  took  the  Chair  at  Three 
o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedingfs. 
*THE    DIVORCE  COMMITTEE. 

REPORT. 

The  Hon.  Mr.  KIRCHHOFFER  present- 
ed and  read  the  following  report : — 

The  undersigned  members  of  the  Divorce  Com- 
mittee having  decided  to  decline  to  serve  any  longer 
upon  that  body  wish  to  place  before  the  House  their 
reasons  for  having  adopted  that  course. 

While  quite  admitting  the  abstract  right  which 
the  House  has  to  disagree  with  or  negative  the 
reports  of  any  of  its  Committees,  we  are  of  the 
opinion  that  this  is  a  right  which,  out  of  respect  for 
the  dignity  of  the  House  itself  and  out  of  courtesy 
and  consideration  for  and  to  it.s  members  upon  those 
Committees,  should  not  be  exercised  on  any  private, 
personal  or  religious  grounds,  or  through  caprice  or 
whim,  but  solely  where  upon  a  careful  study  of  the 
facts  or  evidence  which  niig  been  producetl  l)efore 
the  Committee,  it  can  be  shown  that  that  body  has 
reported  contrary  to  the  rights  and  justice  of  the 
case. 

The  appointment  of  the  Divorce  Comiidttee  is 
merely  a  convenience  for  having  the  evidence  heard 
and  reported  upon  to  the  House.  The  members 
are,  however,  but  indiviilual  members  of  the  whole 
House,  the  full  Bench,  whose  duty  it  eventually 
becomes  to  read  and  determine  whether  the  finding 
of  the  Committee  is  just  and  in  accordance  with 
the  evidence  presented  to  them. 
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It  is  well  known  that  a  certain  number  of  the 
hon.  senators  are  opposed  to  the  principles  of 
divorce  entirely.  They  do  not  allow  even  an  unde- 
fendetl  bill  to  pass  without  a  protest.  They  refuse 
to  act  upon  the  committee.  They  say  practically  : 
we  do  not  look  into  the  facts  of  these  cases,  we  do 
not  listen  to  the  arguments,  we  will  not  read  the 
evidence  :  "  our  convictions  are  that  this  thing  is 
wrong  in  principle  and  on  that  account  we  oppose 
it,  not  on  the  merits."  Hence  it  follows  that  when 
the  evidence  has  been  completed  and  a  report  is 
made  to  the  House,  it  is  well  known  that  nearly 
one  half  of  the  full  bench  of  judges  are  sitting  with 
their  judgments  prepared,  saying  in  effect :  we  do 
not  know  anything  al>ont  the  case,  we  do  not  care 
to  know,  but  our  minds  arc  made  up  ;  and  although 
the  hostility  is  not  actively  endorsed,  we  know 
that  it  is  there  and  ready  to  be  used  whenever  it 
is  considered  that  the  occasion  requires  it. 

We  consider  that  a  party  concerned  in  divorce 
proceedings  before  this  House  cannot  expect  to 
have  justice  done  to  them  if  nearly  one-half  of  the 
judges  have,  before  its  inception,  already  decided 
ujion  the  ca<)e. 

We  find  that  the  committee  is  in  constant 
hostility  to  a  considerable  portion  of  the  House, 
and  that  under  certain  conditions,  a  report  cannot 
be  passed  unless  the  committee  make  a  personal 
matter  of  it,  and  not  always  then.  We  have,  this 
session,  sat  day  after  day  and  week  after  week, 
listening  to  evidence  and  arguments  of  counsel, 
with  the  prospect  that,  after  we  make  a  report 
upon  what  has  come  before  us,  the  House,  a  large 
number  of  whose  members  know  of  the  case  only 
by  name,  may  at  any  time  proceed  to  negative  it. 
We  say  that  a  vote,  under  such  circumstances, 
adverse  to  the  finding  of  a  committee  whom  you 
nave  asked  to  conduct  these  inquiries,  is  an  indig- 
nity to  which  no  member  of  this  House  should  be 
liable  to  be  subjected. 

We  consider  that  the  committee  is  too  heavily 
handicapped  by  the  conditions  we  have  described, 
Ijut  though  these  may  be  understood  in  the  House, 
the  public  and  the  country  at  large,  not  acquainted 
with  the  circumstances,  and  seeing  only  that 
reports  of  the  Divorce  Committee  are  negatived 
almost  every  session,  naturally  must  come  to  the 
conclusion  either  that  the  committee  has  not  done 
its  duty,  or  that  it  has  not  got  the  confidence  of 
the  House. 

Feeling,  as  evidenced  by  the  report  just 
adopted,  that  the  latter  is  the  correct  interpreta- 
tion, we  have  decided  to  resign. 

J.    N.    KlRTHHOFFER, 

RoBT.  Read, 

James  A.  Locghked, 

G.    C.    McKlSDSEY, 

Thos.  R.  M(;Is.ne.s, 
C.  Primrose, 
John  Ferguson. 

In  presenting  this  report,  I  wish  to  state 
that  I,  myself,  was  appointed  upon  this 
committee  without  my  knowledge.  I  am 
not  exactly  aware  what  the  formalities 
are  in  striking  these  committees,  but  I  un- 
derstand that  as  a  number  of  hon.  gentle- 
men decline  to  serve  on  Divorce  Committees, 
the  choice  of  the  Government  is  necessarily 


limited.  I  was  never  asked  what  my  views 
were  on  this  question,  was  never  consulted 
whether  I  would  act,  but  having  no  con- 
scientious scruples  against  divorce,  I  accept- 
ed the  position  prepared  to  do  my  duty  to 
the  best  of  my  ability ;  but  the  evente  of 
the  last  three  sessions  during  which  I  have 
8erv«>d  on  that  committee  have  given  me  all 
the  experience  that  I  care  to  acquire.  As 
has  been  stated  in  the  report  which  I  have 
just  read,  we  find  that  under  certain  condi- 
tions a  report  of  this  committee  cannot  be 
adopted  unless  the  members  of  the  commit- 
tee make  it  a  personal  matter.  By  acting 
as  they  did  in  a  case  last  session,  in  the  most 
undignified  way,  as  I  thought,  by  electioneer- 
ing dodges,  which  are  quite  beneath  the  dig- 
nity of  this  court,  such  as  getting  some  hon. 
gentleman  to  remain  away  and  not  vote,  and 
getting  others  to  come  from  long  distances  to 
cast  the'r  votes,  they  may  succeed  in  passing 
a  report  through  the  House,  but  I  want  you 
to  consider  the  indignity  of  the  position  in 
which  they  are  placed.  I  need  scarcely  say 
neither  collectively  as  a  tommittee,  nor  in- 
dividually as  members  of  the  committee, 
have  we  any  personal  interest  in  any  case 
that  comes  before  us.  We  are  supposed, 
and  I  think  rightly  so,  to  have  an  average 
amount  of  the  intelligence  of  the  House. 
Many  of  the  members  of  the  committee 
have  had  large  experience  in  divorce 
matters.  All  of  them  give  their  time  and 
ability  cheerfully  and  willingly  to  this  work, 
which  has  been  allotted  to  them.  We 
have  sat  this  session  generally  from  ten  in 
the  morning  until  one,  and  at  times  again 
from  eight  in  the  evening  until  midnight, 
listening  to  the  most  disgusting  and  revolt- 
ing evidence.  We  have  sat  there  hour  after 
hour  and  day  after  day  listening  to  the  low, 
vile  and  disgusting  evidence  of  procuresses 
and  prostitutes  until  our  very  souls  were 
sick  from  the  loathsome  details.  It  is  not 
as  if  the  members  of  this  committee  were 
receiving  each  an  income  of  six  or  seven 
thousand  dollars  a  year  to  discharge  this 
duty.  Nor  are  our  members  men  of  low 
and  prurient  tastes,  who  take  a  delight  in 
listening  to  these  revelations.  They  are 
respectable  country  gentlemen  who,  by  their 
surroundings,  are  quite  unfitted  for  associa- 
tion with  the  people  and  the  incidents 
which  we  have  recorded.  This  committee, 
selected  by  yourselves  from  amongst  your 
own  members,  and  asked  to  make  these  in- 
quiries and  listen  to  these  cases,  only  a  few 
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<lay8  ago  was  practically  defeated  on  a  re- 
port in  the  Chute  case.  We  carried  it  cer- 
■tainly,  but  only  by  a  majority  of  two,  which 
I  consider  is  equivalent  to  a  defeat.  Then 
in  the  Odell  case  we  had  not 
even  the  courtesy  extended  to  us  of  having 
the  report  referred  back  to  us  for  further 
consideration,  but  it  was  simply  referred 
back  with  the  mandatory  command  to  bring 
in  a  report  entirely  contradictory  to  the 
one  which  we  had  formulated.  (I  take 
this  opportunity  of  stating  that  the  major- 
ity of  the  committee  at  least  is  entirely  in 
accord  at  the  present  time  on  the  original 
report.)  That  is  not  a  position  in  which  your 
committee  ought  to  be  placed.  What  have 
we  done  to  entitle  us  to  receive  such  an  indig- 
nity at  your  hands?  Has  the  committee 
been  derelict  in  its  duty,  or  has  it  failed  in 
its  capacity  1  Have  its  members  shown  that 
they  are  unable  or  unwilling  to  hear  the 
evidence  and  arguments  adduced  before 
them,  or  that  they  are  unable  to  give  atten- 
tion to  and  decide  on  the  evidence  produced 
-there  ?  I  say  it  is  an  indignity  to  which  no 
member  of  this  House  should  be  subjected, 
to  have  a  report  negatived  as  ours  has  been. 
I  make  this  statement  more  in  sorrow  than 
in  anger.  I  am  not  averse  to  work.  I  like 
to  take  my  full  share  of  whatever  is  going  in 
the  House,  but  I  am  a  man  of  peace  ;  I  like 
to  live  on  good  terms  with  my  fellow  men, 
more  particularly  the  members  of  this  Hon 
body,  in  whose  dignified  and  pleasant  society 
I  expect  to  spend  many  years  in  future — 
forty  or  fifty  years  I  should  think  at  least. 
This  cannot  be  done  with  the  hostile  and 
bitter  feeling  which  is  engendered  between 
members  who  take  an  active  part  in  these 
matters.  I  trust  you  will  pardon  me  for 
raising  this  discussion.  I  feel,  like  Othello, 
my  occupation's  gone.  Like  him,  too, 
I  am  not  easily  upset,  but,  being 
moved,  perplexed  in  the  extreme, 
and  although  you  may  not  under- 
stand my  feelings,  it  has  taken  me  much 
time  and  consideration  and  no  little  pain  to 
arrive  at  the  conclusion  mentioned  in  the 
report.  I  beg  to  move  that  this  report  be 
taken  into  consideration  now. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER — I  rise  to  a  question 
-of  oi"der.  The  report  is  laid  on  the  Table 
and  cannot  be  considered  now. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— It  cannot  be 
'Considered    to-day.      There   must  be   time 


given,  according  to  the  rules  of  the  Houie, 
and  I  shall  certainly  contradict  many  of  the 
statements  in  that  memorial.  Better  £i 
Friday  next.  The  report  is  quite  a  surprise 
to  me. 


Hon.  Mr.  POWEB- 
be  debated  now. 


-The   matter  cannot 


Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— Surely  it  is  not  tbf 
intention  to  ask  the  consideration  of  the 
report  now.  You  are  springing  on  the  House 
one  of  the  most  extraordinary  reports  ever 
presented  to  the  Senate.  That  it  should  b^ 
taken  into  consideration  immediately  is  alto- 
gether unreasonable,  and  I  hope  my  hoo. 
friend  will  move  its  consideration  at  jjoiue 
future  date. 

Hon.  Mr.  KIRCHHOFFER— Then  1 
move  that  the  report  be  taken  into  consider- 
ation on  Monday  next. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

RED  MOUNTAIN  RAILWAY  COM- 
PANY'S BILL. 

REPORTED   FROM   COHHITTEE. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL,  from  the  Committee 
on  Railways,  Telegraphs  and  Harbours,  re- 
ported Bill  (58)  "Ail  Act  respecting  the 
Red  Mountain  Railway  Company "  with 
amendments.  He  said  : — These  amendments 
make  no  material  change  in  the  Bill.  One 
of  them  is  a  mere  transposition,  to  bring  a 
part  of  the  Bill  into  its  proper  connection. 
The  other  is  the  insertion  of  the  clause 
generally  required  in  all  these  Bills  bringing 
the  telegraph  system  under  the  portion  of 
the  Jaws  governing  telegraphs.  There  being 
no  alterations  in  the  spirit  of  the  Bill, 
anyone  may  move  the  third  reading  now. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— It  cannot  be  done 
without  notice.  Rule  70  says  that  "O 
private  bill  shall  be  read  the  third  time,  the 
same  day  on  which  it  is  reported  from  the 
committee. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL — I  stand  corrected, 
but  it  is  the  practice  of  the  House. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— It  is  sometimes 
done,  and  it  is  very  objectionable.  We  bad 
an  instance  of  it  yesterday.  The  proper 
thing  is  to  move  that  the  amendments  be 
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taken  into  consideration  to-morrow,  because 
■we  cannot  tell  what  the  eflFect  of  these 
amendments  will  be  untU  we  see  them. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)  moved 
that  the  amendments  be  taken  into  consid- 
■eration  to-morrow. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

THE  CRIMINAL  CODE,  1892. 

MOTION. 

Hon.  Mr.  ANGERS  moved  that  the 
Hon.  Messrs.  Miller,  Dickey,  Scott,  Gowan, 
Power,  Lougheed,  Poirier,  Desjardins  and 
Kirchhofifer  be  appointed  to  a  joint  commit- 
tee of  both  Houses  to  report  upon  Bill  (51) 
intituled  :  "  An  Act  further  to  amend  the 
■Criminal  Code,  1892." 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  do  not  intend  to 
■oppose  this  motion  but  I  wish  to  direct  the 
attention  of  the  hon.  gentleman  to  the  fact 
that  we  are  establishing  a  precedent  which 
I  think  may  be  found  objectionable.  In 
the  case  of  the  criminal  code  of  1892  it  was 
different.  There  a  joint  committee  of  that 
day  dealt  with  the  whole  of  the  criminal 
law.  It  was  a  very  serious  undertaking, 
and  it  was  desirable,  of  course,  that  the 
opinions  of  members  of  both  Houses  should 
be  had  on  the  BUI  before  it  was  introduced 
into  this  House.  But  this  bill  proposes  to 
make  six  amendments — and  not  amendments 
of  very  great  consequence  as  far  as  I  can 
judge — in  the  Criminal  Code  of  1892,  and 
it  does  seem  to  me  that  it  is  carrying  the 
principle  too  far  to  say  that  there  will  be  a 
joint  committee  appointed  for  the  purpose 
of  considering  these  few  amendments.  I  do 
not  say  there  has  been  any  sufficient  reason 
shown  for  departing  from  the  usual  parlia- 
mentary procedure.  This  bill  would,  in  the 
ordinary  course  of  events,  pass  the  Lower 
House  and  then  come  up  to  us  to  receive  our 
independent  consideration  and  I  do  not  think 
there  has  been  any  good  reason  shown  that 
that  course  should  be  departed  from.  We 
should  not  make  a  precedent  of  this. 

Hon.  Mr.  ANGERS— Tlie  objection  would 
have  been  a  pertinent  one,  perhaps,  if  made 
in  the  House  of  Commons  when  the  bill  was 
first  moved,  but  it  would  be  unbecoming  for 
the  Senate  after  a  me-'sage  has  been  received 
from  the  House  of  Commons  asking  us  to 


join  them  in  the  joint  committee  on  the 
Code,  to  decline  and  to  state  that  the  amend- 
ments proposed  are  only  five  in  number  and 
of  so  little  importance  that  we  would  not 
join  them.  The  proceedings  having  reached 
this  stage  I  think  this  House  could  adopt  no 
other  mode  than  the  one  which  I  have  sug- 
gested. The  hon.  gentleman  states  that  it 
would  have  been  better  had  this  House 
decided  to  deal  with  the  bill  independently 
when  it  comes  up.  This  will  in  no  way  pi-e- 
vent  independent  action  when  the  bill  is 
reported  here.  The  Senate  will  have  to  go 
into  Committee  of  the  Whole  upon  it  just  as 
if  the  bill  had  never  been  before  a  joint 
committee  of  both  Houses.  Under  the  cir- 
cumstances, this  ino<le  having  been  adopted 
by  the  House  of  Commons,  it  would  not  be 
gracious  or  courteous  on  our  part  to  decline 
joining  in  this  coumiittee. 

Hon.  Mr.  GOWAN— I  think  the  hon. 
member  opposite  ha.s  forgotten  what  I  l)elieve 
was  done,  if  my  memory  serves  me  right, 
when  the  code  was  introduced  in  this  House 
by  the  government.  It  was  considered  a 
matter  of  very  grave  importance  ;  it  was  a 
very  importantquestion — aquestion  in  which 
science  should  be  supreme,  and  it  was  thought 
better  to  have  a  joint  committee.  The  House 
of  Commons  were  invited  to  appoint  a, 
joint  committee.  The  committee  met  and 
finally  made  a  report.  Now,  with  respect  to 
these  proposed  amendments  the  House  of 
Commons  has  adopted  precisely  the  same 
course.  I  can  see  no  objection  to  accepting  the 
invitatoin  of  the  House  of  Commons  to  form  a 
joint  committee.  In  fact,  I  think  it  is  the 
best  course  that  could  be  taken.  What  passes 
in  the  joint  committee  may  be  of  great  bene- 
fit to  members  in  discussing  the  (juestions  in 
the  bill  that  has  been  submitted.  I  think 
the  hon.  member  has  failed  to  remember  this. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  hon.  gentleman 
from  Barrie  has  misunderstood  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman from  Halifax,  inasmuch  as  he  did  not 
propose  to  offer  any  opposition  to  the  motion, 
but  he  said  it  was  a  new  de()arture  in  this 
particular  case.  It  is  quite  true  that  the 
codification  of  the  criminal  law  was  the 
result  of  a  joint  committee,  but  then  the 
government  the  second  year  after  introduced 
bills  changing  and  altering  the  code  on 
several  occasions.  On  that  occasion  no  joint 
committee  was  appointed  to  consider  it ;  the 
government  took  the  responsibility  of  sub- 
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mitting  to  parliament  the  changes  which 
they  thought  in  their  wisdom  should  be  made, 
and  the  bill  was  considered  in  the  ordinary 
way.  My  hon.  friend  speaks  as  if,  in  refer- 
ence to  this  particular  subject,  the  Criminal 
Code,  this  course  was  adopted  as  a  practice. 
It  was  not  adopted  as  a  practice.  It  was 
only  when  the  code  was  first  framed  that 
the  joint  committee  was  appointed. 

Hon.  Mr.  ANGERS— I  did  not  intend  to 
say  that  the  code  could  only  be  amended  by 
a  joint  committee  of  both  Houses,  but  I  said 
that  the  House  of  Commons  having  adopted 
this  course,  I  did  not  see  how  we  could  re- 
ject the  proposition. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER — I  did  not  oppose  the 
motion  ;  I  simply  said  I  hoped  it  would  not 
be  made  a  precedent. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

LANGENBURG  AND  SOUTHERN 
RAILWAY  BILL. 

SECOND   READiyO. 

Hon.  Mr.  LOUGHEED  moved  the 
second  reading  of  Bill  (53)  "An  Act  to  in- 
corporate the  Langenburg  and  Southern 
Railway  Company." 

Hon  Mr  POWER — Before  the  motion  is 
carried,  I  wish  to  observe  that  in  letting  the 
second  reading  pass  without  discussion  the 
House  does  not  commit  itself  to  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  bill,  which  is  to  duplicate  or 
parallel  existing  lines. 

Hon.  Mr.  LOUGHEED— I  should  like  to 
disabuse  the  minds  of  hon.  members  of 
the  House  in  regard  to  the  statement  made 
by  my  hon.  friend.  This  line  neither  paral- 
lels nor  interferes  with  any  existing  road, 
except  to  give  a  line  of  railway  to  a 
district  of  country  over  which  no  road 
runs.  It  may  be  in  opposition  to  existing 
lines  but  over  a  different  tract  of  country. 
However,  I  will  quite  relieve  my  hon. 
friend  from  being  held  to  be  acceding  to  the 
principle  of  the  bill  by  permitting  the  second 
reading  to  pass. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to  and  the  bill 
was  read  the  second  time. 

SECOND  READINGS. 

Bill  (63)  "  An  Act  respecting  the  St.  Law- 
rence and  Adirondack  Railway  Company." — 
(Mr.  Read,  Quints.)  | 


Bill  (80)  "  An  Act  to  incorporate  the  Und- 
say,  Haliburton  and  Mattawa  Railway  Coic- 
pany." — (Mr.  Dobson.) 

Bill  (64)  "  An  Act  respecting  the  Canada 
Southern  Railway  Company." — (Mr.  Mae- 
Innes.) 

BILLS  INTRODUCED. 

Bill  (66)  "  An  Act  further  to  amend  the 
Penitentiaries  Act." — (Hon.  Mr.  Angers.) 

Bill  (95)  "An  Act  to  incorporate  the 
Grand  Falls  Water  Power  and  Boom  Com- 
pany."— (Mr.  Perley.) 


Then  Senate  then  adjourned. 


THE  SENATE. 


Ottawa,  Thursday,  13th  June,  1895. 

The  SPEAKER  took  the  Chair  at  Three 

o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  procieedings. 
THE  POST  OFFICE  SERVICE  IN  B.  C. 

MOTION. 

Hon.  Mr.  McTNNES  (B.C.)  moved 

That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  His 
Excellency  the  Governor  General :  praying  that 
His  Excellency  will  cause  to  be  laid  before  the 
.Senate,  copies  of  all  correspondence  and  telegrams 
that  have  passed  between  the  Postmaster  Creueral, 
or  any  member  of  the  sovemmeut,  and  the  British 
Columbia  Board  of  Trade,  the  City  Council  of 
Victoria,  the  members  representing  the  city  dis- 
trict of  Victoria  in  the  House  of  Commons,  the 
postmaster  of  Victoria  or  anyone  else,  from  the 
Ist  of  January,  1894,  to  the  Ist  of  May,  1895,  rela- 
tive to  the  "  provisional  alUowance,"  and  the  with 
holding  of  the  same  from  the  post  office  clerks  and 
letter  carriers  of  the  city  of  Victoria,  British  Col- 
umbia. 

He  said  : — I  will  only  say  at  present  that 
I  have  very  good  reason  to  believe  that  the 
correspondence  is  not  voluminous.  Any 
ordinary  typewriter  can  put  the  return  in 
shape  inside  of  an  hour;  consequently  I 
hope  the  government  will  bring  it  down  in- 
side a  day  or  two. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 
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ClTrfTOMS  SEIZURE  AT  MONTREAL. 

INQUIRY. 

Hon.  Mr.  BELLEROSE  rose  to 

Inquire  of  the  government  whether  it  is  the  in- 
tention of  the  government  to  introduce,  during 
the  present  session  of  Parliament,  an  Act  to 
amend  The  Customs  Tariff,  1894,  so  as  to  interpret 
Item  No.  779  of  Schedule  C  thereof,  which  item 
has  for  its  object  the  prohibition  of  the  entry 
into  this  country  of  books,  paintings  and  pamph- 
lets of  an  indecent  or  Immoral  character,  and  to 
give  to  the  said  item  the  true  sense  that  Parlia- 
ment had  in  view  to  give  thereto  when  it  passed 
that  item  ? 

Whether  it  is  the  intention  of  the  government 
to  prosecute  under  article  179  of  "  The  Criminal 
Code,  1892,"  one  Norman  Murray,  of  the  city  of 
Montreal,  who  has  exposed  for  sale,  and  has  sold 
since  the  month  of  May,  1894,  a  certain  obscene 
book,  tending  to  corrupt  morals,  and  having  as 
headings  or  titles,  the  following,  to  wit : — 

"  The  Fruits  of  the  Confessional  Box  !  " 

"  For  Sleepy  Americans,  u  Literal  Translation 
of  Ligouri's  Theology,  or  Qnestiims  put  daily  by  the 
Romish  Priests  to  Women  in  the  Confessional" 

He  said  : — The  discussion  which  took  place 
some  days  ago  on  the  questions  that  I  asked, 
has  forced  upon  me  the  duty  of  putting 
further  questions  to  the  government  on  this 
question  of  immoral  books  being  circulated 
in  thecity  of  Montreal.  The  Premier  seemed 
to  lay  down  as  a  principle  that  the  Controller 
of  Customs  was  not  bound  to  act  in  accord- 
ance with  the  interestsof  the  country  at  large, 
but  must  submit  to  decisions  which  certainly 
were  not  of  a  character  which  could  be  relied 
upon.     The  Premier  said  : 

You  cannot,  in  administering  the  law,  draw  a 
distinction  between  a  book  that  is  iraporte<l  for 
ecclesiastical  purposes  or  for  the  use  of  any  special 
profession,  and  a  Ixmk  imported  by  other  persons 
who  are  not  professional  men.  You  cannot  say  that 
the  importer  had  nof  the  same  right  to  import  the 
book  provided  he  pays  the  duty. 

Now  I  cannot  agree  with  that.  It  is  not 
in  accord  with  sound  principles  of  law. 
What  is  the  wording  of  the  Customs  Act  ? 
It  is  in  these  words : — 

The  importation  into  Canada  of  any  goods  enum- 
erated, described  or  referred  to  in  schedule  "  C  " 
of  this  Act  is  prohibited,  and  any  such  goods  if 
imported  shall  thereby  become  forfeite<l  to  the 
Crown  and  shall  be  destroyed,  and  any  person  im- 
porting any  such  prohibited  goods  or  causing,  or 
permitting  them  to  be  imported,  shall  for  each 
offence  incnr  a  penalty  of  ^SfiO. 

Then  comes  the  said  schedule  "  C." 

779.  Books,  printed  papers,  drawings,  paintings, 
prints,  photographs,  or  representations    of    any 
18 


kind  of  a  treasonable  or  seditious  or  of  an  immoral 
or  indecent  character. 

Those  are  prohibited.  Now,  the  law  is 
general ;  I  admit  that.  What  is  the  Con- 
troller of  Customs  to  do  in  such  a  easel 
See  that  the  law  is  carried  out  in  the  true 
spirit  in  which  it  was  framed.  What  was 
the  intention  of  Parliament  in  passing  that 
law?  Was  it  to  prevent  good  books,  of 
prime  necessity  to  the  country  at  large,  to 
be  imported  t  Not  at  all :  thni  intention  was 
to  prevent  demoralization.  Therefore,  I  say 
that  the  government,  and  especially  the 
Controller  of  Customs,  is  in  duty  Bound  to 
see  whether  those  books  belonged  to  the 
class  mentioned  in  schedule  "C."  Law 
books,  ecclesiastical  books,  theological  books, 
medical  books,  are  all  of  prime  importance 
— they  must  be  imported.  They  cannot  be 
considered  as  falling  under  the  law.  The  pub- 
lic at  large  do  not  want  them  for  their  own 
use,  but  fur  the  doctors,  the  lawyers  and  the 
clergy.  So  it  is  important  that  they  should 
be  imported  and  the  law  never  contemplated 
excluding  them.  It  contemplated  prevent- 
ing demoralization.  So,  when  an  indecent 
portion  of  a  book,  which,  in  itself,  is  a 
good  and  a  useful  one,  is  publishe<^  the  law 
prohibits  the  circulation,  because  such  ex- 
tracts are  unnecessary,  obnoxious  and  tend 
to  the  d  .moralization  of  the  public.  I 
intend  to  prove  that  books  must  be  tiken 
for  what  they  are,  and  even  if  the  pub- 
lisher says  that  his  intention  is  good,  the 
book  must  be  taken  for  what  it  is  worth. 
If  it  is  a  demoralizing  book,  it  must  be  held 
that  it  is  published  for  the  purpose  of  de- 
moralizing the  public,  and  the  law  of  the 
United  States  and  of  England  prevents  the 
circulation  of  such  literature.  If  the  prin- 
ciples which  I  have  set  forth  are  sound,  the 
Controller  of  Customs  was  wrong  in  re- 
leasing the  books.  If  they  had  been  seized 
by  a  member  of  the  church  I  belong  to,  I 
would  hesitate  to  take  the  fact  of  the  con- 
fiscation into  consideration,  because  it  would 
be  said  they  were  biassed  in  their  judgment, 
but  the  Premier  tells  us  that  the  gentleman 
who  made  the  seizure  is  a  Protestant.  This 
shows  much  in  favour  of  my  contention.  The 
Premier  told  us  that  the  government  had 
acted  on  legal  advice.  I  defy  any  lawyer  to 
show  that  it  was  a  proper  view  of  the  law, 
and  in  support  of  this  view  of  mine  I  will 
quote  some  authorities.  I  could  quote 
United  States  books,  but  it  perhaps  is  better 
to  take  English  authorities,  I  refer  to  Folk-   ,'-*^ 
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ard's  Law  of  Slander  and  libel,  where  I 
find  the  following  : 

Although  many  vicious  and  immoral  acts  are  not 
indictable,  yet  if  they  tend  to  the  destruction  of 
morality  in  general,  if  they  do  or  may  affect  the 
mass  of  society,  they  become  offences  of  a  public 
nature. 

Then  again  we  find  : 

In  short  whatever  outrage  public  decency  and  is 
injurious  to  public  morals,  and  done  in  contempt  of 
the  law  of  decency,  is  indictable  as  a  misdemeanor. 

It  is  not  supposed  that  the  government 
should  allow  books  which  were  subject  to 
criminal  indictment  to  be  admitted  at  the 
customs.     This  same  author  adds  : 

Ever  since  the  decision  in  Curl's  case,  it  seems 
to  have  been  settled  that  any  publication  tending 
to  the  destruction  of  the  morals  of  society  is  punish- 
able by  indictment,  and  a  gi'eat  number  of  convic- 
tions have  since  taken  place  for  publishing  and 
vending  immodest  books  and  pictures. 

Now,  I  will  refer  the  House  to  some  cases 
which  I  find  in  this  same  book.  The  first 
is  the  case  of  King  vs.  Echlin  and  others  : 

In  a  recent  case  which  came  before  the  court 
as  a  special  case,  seated  by  the  recorder  on  appeal 
from  tjuart^r  sessions  at  \A'olverhampton,  it  ap- 
peared that  an  order  had  been  made  under  the 
abovementioned  Act,  by  two  justices  of  the  bor- 
ough, that  certain  books  which  had  been  seized  in 
the  dwelling-house  of  the  defendant  be  destroyed, 
as  being  obscene  books  within  the  meaning 
of  the  statute.  The  defendant  was  a  member 
of  a  society  styletl  "The  Protestant  Elec- 
toral Union,"  whose,  objects  were  stated  "  To 
protest  against  those  teachings  and  practices 
of  the  Romanist  and  Puseysite  systems 
which  are  un-English,  immoral  and  blaspnenious, 
to  "  maintain  the  Protestantism  of  the  Bible  and 
the  liberty  of  England  "  and  "to  promote  the  return 
to  parliament  of  men  who  will  assist  them  in  these 
objects;  and  particularly  will  expose  and  defeat 
the  deep-laid  machinations  of  the  Jesuits  and  resist 

f rants  of  public  money  for  Romanist  purposes." 
'he  defendant,  in  order  to  promote  the  objects  of 
the  society,  purchased  from  time,  to  time  and 
exposed  for  sale  at  their  office  a  pamphlet,  entitled 
"  The  Confessional  Unmasked,  Showing  the  De- 
pravity of  the  Romish  Priesthood,  the  Iniquity  of 
the  Confessional,  and  the  Questions  put  to  Females 
in  Confession."  This  pamphlet  consisted  of  ex- 
tracts from  the  works  of  theologians  on  the  doc- 
trines and  discipline  of  the  Church  of  Rome,  and 
particularly  on  the  practice  of  auricular  confes- 
sion. 

On  the  dise  of  the  page  were  printed  passages  in 
the  original  Latin,  correctly  extracted  from  the 
works  of  those  writers,  and  opposite  each  extract 
was  placed  a  free  translation  of  it  into  English. 
The  pamphlet  also  contained  a  preface  and  notes, 
and  comments  condemnatory  of  the  tenets  and 
principles  of  the  authors  of  the  works  from  which 
the  extracts  were   made.     About  one-half  of  the 


pamphlet  relate<l  to  casuistical  and  controveniil 
questions  which  were  not  obscene,  but  the  rrauii- 
der  of  the  pamphlet  was  obscene,  relating  to  im- 
pure and  filthy  acts,  words  and  ideaa.  Theile 
tendant  kept  and  sold  these  pamphlets  with  tHc 
purpose  of  promoting  the  objects  of  the  suoiett. 
and  exposing  what  he  deemed  to  be  tbe  errors  •( 
the  Church  of  Rome.  The  pamphlets  alluded  t(iir<Tt' 
the  books  which  formecl  the  subject  of  the  ordtr: 
and  it  was  held,  that  where  a  man  publishes  t 
work  manifestly  oljscene,  he  must  be  taken  to  inn 
had  the  intention  which  is  implied  from  that  art; 
and  that  notwithstanding  tbe  •bject  of  tbe  lir- 
fendant  was  not  to  injure  public  morals,  Init  :« 
attack  the  religion  and  practice  of  tbe  Roinsri 
Catholic  Church,  this  did  not  justify  his  act  o-x 
prevent  it  from  being  a  misdemeanour  proper  tu  i-r 
executed,  as  the  inevitable  effect  of  the  publicatii  n 
must  be  to  injure  public  moralit v ;  and  although 
he  might  have  had  another  object  in  view,  he  nni^t 
be  taken  to  have  intended  what  was  the  natuni 
consetiuence  of  his  act,  and  had  therefore  liern 
guilty  of  an  offence  within  the  meaning  of  the 
statute. 

Now,  is  not  this  is  a  case  in  point,  and 
it  is  not  the  only  one.  The  case  went 
further  than  that : 

Shortly  after  the  above  decision  the  same  societr 
(the  Protestant  Electoral  Union)  publishetl  a  iiew 
edition  of  the  pamphlet,  in  which  some  of  the  niixt 
obscene  passages  remained  ;  but  there  remained 
abundantmatterof  a  disgnstingand  offensive  nature, 
which  rendered  the  bwk  not  distinguishable  la 
principle  from  what  was  Wore  the  court  in  the 
former  case  ;  and  one  MiMskey  having  been  tried  >t 
the  Court  of  Quarter  Sessions  at  Winchester  fw 
selling  copies  of  the  new  edition,  when  the  jatj' 
being   unable  to  agree,  were   discharged   without 

S'ving  a  verdict,  and  report  of  such  trial  was  pii'>- 
ihed,  in  which  the  new  edition  of  "  The  CoiuM- 
sioual  Unmasked "  was  set  out  at  full  length ; 
although  at  the  trial  it  was  not  read  aloud. 

Look  at  the  precaution  taken  in  England. 
They  did  not  allow  them  to  be  read  aloud 
Can  it  be  that  there  is  more  morality  there 
than  in  this  country  ?  They  were  not  per- 
mitted to  be  read  in  court,  but  simply  taken 
as  read  : 

And  passages  in  it  only  were  referred  to.  In 
other  respects,  the  report  was,  substantially,  a  cor- 
rect one  of  the  trial  and  proceevlings.  A  nnnihfr 
of  copies  of  this  report  having  been  seized  at  the 
shop  of  the  appellant  (where  the  same  were!«>l<l 
and  exposed  for  sale),  and  ordered  by  a  polit* 
magistrate  to  be  destroyed  as  obeceue  books  within 
the  statute  aljove  mentioned  ;  on  a  case  stated  ("' 
the  opinion  of  the  Court  of  Common  Pleas,  it  »« 
held  (following  the  above  decision  in  the  Queen  '■•• 
Hicklin)  that  the  new  addition  of  the  paniphkt 
)>eing  still  of  such  a  character  that  it  would  necM- 
sarily  tend  to  the  depravation  of  the  public  motels. 
was  an  obscene  book,  within  the  meaning  of  the 
statute,  notwithstanding  that  the  object  of  tbo» 
publishing  it  might  be  to  suppress  a  system  «I>kI> 
they  thought  immoral  and  pernicious.  Held  »^ 
(following  the  decision  the  King  >■«.  Carlile)'  1^1 
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that  the  privilege  given  by  the  law  to  reports  of 
judicial  proceediugs  does  not  extend  to  reports 
which  contain  matters  uf  an  obscene  and  iminoral- 
izing  character  ;  and  that  the  case  was  therefore 
within  20  and  21  Vic,  c.  83,  and  the 
decision  of  the  magistrate  correct  (c.)  In 
the  course  of  the  argument  it  was  strongly 
contended  by  counsel  for  the  appellant  that  the 
iMiok  treated  of  a  matter  which  might  properly  be 
made  the  subject  of  public  discussion  and  contro- 
versy, and  that  the  object  of  those  who  put  it  for- 
ward lieing  not  only  innocent,  but  praiseworthy, 
inasmuch  as  they  intended  thereby  to  advance  the 
interests  of  religion  and  of  the  public,  the  publica- 
tion of  it  was  not  a  misdenieanonr  and  consequently 
the  book  was  not  obscene  within  the  statue.  But 
Bovill  (,". .!.,  in  the  course  of  his  judgment  olwerv- 
eil,  "  there  is  no  doubt  that  all  matters  of  impor- 
tance to  society  may  be  made  the  subject  of  full 
and  free  discusssion,  but  while  the  lil^erty  of  such 
discussion  is  preserved,  it  must  not  be  allowed  to 
run  into  obscenity,  and  to  be  conducted  in  a  man- 
ner tending  to  the  corruption  of  public  morals. 
The  iirolmbTe  effect  and  natural  tendency  of  the 
publication  of  this  book  being  prejudicial  to  public 
morality  and  decency  the  appellant  must  Ije  taken 
to  have  intended  the  natural  consequences  of  such 
publication,  even  though  the  book  were  published 
with  the  objects  referred  to  by  his  counsel. 

Now,  gentlemen,  those  are  two  cases  just 
to  the  point,  and  they  show  that  an  error 
was  committed  by  the  Controller  of  Customs. 

In  Curl's  case  the  Attomej  General  exhibited  an 
information  against  hiui  for  printing  and  publish- 
ing an  obscene  Imok,  intituled,  "  Veuus  in  the 
Cloister  or  the  Nun  in  her  Smock."  The  defen- 
dant having  been  found  guilty,  it  was  moved  in 
arrest  of  judgment,  that  the  offence  was  of  mere 
spiritual  cognizance,  that  in  the  reign  of  Charles 
the  .Second  there  was  a  run  of  obscene  writings  for 
which  no  prosecutions  were  instituted  in  the  tem- 
poral courts  and  Read's  case  was  cited.  It  was 
answered  by  the  Attorney  General  that  to  destroy 
morality  was  to  destroy  the  peace  of  government, 
since  government  was  no  more  than  public  order, 
tliat  the  spiritual  courts  punished  only  spiritual 
deformation  by  words  ;  but  that  if  it  were  reduced 
to  writing,  it  would  be  a  temporal  offence  punish- 
al>le  as  a  libel,  and  judgment  was  entered  tor  the 
Crown. 

Now,  there  is  another  case  in  point  where 
the  same  thing  has  been  decided,  and  the 
government,  by  the  Attorney  General,  stated 
the  facts.  Then  there  are  others.  I  thought 
it  better  to  refer  to  these  very  cases  which 
are  not  only  in  point,  but  deal  with  the  same 
subject  always,  the  confessional.  I  believe  I 
have  perfectly  well  established  that  the  Con- 
troller has  something  more  to  do  than  he  has 
done.  The  Premier  stated  that  when  he  was 
at  the  head  of  the  department  he  did  order 
the  confiscation  of  sue  i  an  indecent  book, 
and  that  lawyers  told  him  he  was  wrong, 
but  that  he  stood  by  his  decision.  That  was 
manly.  The  premier  showed  that  he  knew 
18i 


what  public  morals  were.  That  is  the  duty 
of  a  public  officer  who  is  responsible  for  the 
public  morals.  Now,  the  premier  excuses 
his  colleague  who  has  done  the  very  worst. 
The  book  was  conficated  at  Montreal.  Why 
not  keep  it  and  make  it  a  test  case  t  If  he 
had  a  keen  sense  of  his  duty  to  the  country 
he  was  bound  to  let  the  confiscation  stand 
and  make  it  a  text  case.  At  the  time  the 
hon.  Premier  was  acting  in  that  capacity,such 
a  case  occurred  and  there  is  another  to-day. 
Why  not  make  it  a  test  case,  and  see  what 
our  courts  would  decide  1  But  the  govern- 
ment neither  tested  the  case  nor  did  they 
got  the  law  amended,  so  that  if  an- 
other case  should  arise  to-morrow,  ControUer 
Wallace  will  act  as  he  has  done  in  this 
instance,  and,  on  the  advice  of  a  lawyer,  let 
the  demoralizing  book  be  circulated  through 
the  country.  Is  that  doing  what  is  right  ? 
I  say  no,  the  government  are  not  doing 
their  duty.  But  it  may  be  objected  by 
some  that  they  do  not  know  anything  about 
the  book,  and,  therefore,  the  House  has 
nothing  to  do  with  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCALLUM— The  hon.  gentle- 
man says  it  is  immoral. 

Hon.  Mr.  BELLEROSE— The  House  has 
to  hear  the  discussion  and  see  whether  I  am 
right  in  the  question  that  I  put,  or  the 
government  are  right  in  their  answer.  It 
is  a  matter  between  the  member  who  raised 
the  question  and  the  government.  Whose 
fault  is  it  if  the  House  and  the  government 
do  not  know  the  character  of  the  book  1  Is 
it  not  the  fault  of  Mr.  Wallace,  who  let  the 
book  go  into  circulation  1  He  should  have 
kept  a  copy  of  the  book  on  record  in  his 
department,  so  that  if  the  question  should 
ever  lie  raised,  he  would  be  in  a  position  to 
produce  it,  and  let  the  House  judge  whether 
it  was  a  work  that  should  be  circulated  or 
not.  The  Premier  says  the  book  cannot  be 
found. 


Hon.  Mr.  McCALLUM— Has  the 
gentleman  seen  the  book  himself  ? 


hon. 


Hon.  Mr.  BELLEROSE— I  have,  and  I 
state  here,  upon  my  honour,  that  there  is  no 
book  better  calculated  to  demoralize  the 
public  than  this  one  to  which  I  refer,  and  I 
challenge  the  Premier  or  Controller  Wal- 
lace to  say  to  the  contrary.  I  have  shown 
that  in  England  a  book  which  was  reprinted 
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with  nearly  all  the  obscene  parts  omitted 
was  confiscated.  The  Premier  asked  us  the 
other  day  why  should  we  not  do  here  as 
they  did  in  England  when  the  bankruptcy  law 
was  under  discussion ;  I  ask  him  why  cannot 
we  do  as  much  here  for  the  public  morals  as 
is  done  in  England  t  Let  us  do  in  these 
matters  what  they  do  in  England  and  I  will 
be  satisfied.  We  are  told  that  the  book  is 
not  to  be  found  in  the  department :  I 
frankly  say  I  do  not  believe  it. 

'  Hon.  Mr.  McCALLUM — You  say  you 
have  a  copy  yourself. 

Hon.  Mr.  BELLEROSE— As  I  stated 
before,  a  Protestant  in  Montreal,  a  member 
of  one  of  the  wealthiest  firms  in  that  city, 
put  it  into  my  hands  on  condition  that  I 
would  destroy  it  after  looking  through  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCALLUM — But  you  are  not 
done  with  it  yet  ? 

Hon  Mr.  BELLEROSE— I  am  done 
with  it.  Having  made  a  special  study  of 
divinity  in  the  past,  I  know  about  St. 
Liguori's  theology,  but  I  did  not  know  that 
the  scandalous  feUow  who  published  that 
book  had  made  a  true  translation  from  the 
Latin.  I  therefore  compared  the  English 
version  with  the  Latin,  and  I  must  say 
that  it  is  sufficiently  correct  to  be  called 
a  good  translation.  Some  words  are  added, 
making  it  stronger  in  certain  parts,  so  as 
to  make  it  more  attractive  to  young  readers. 
When  I  undertook  to  bring  up  this  question, 
I  prepared  myself  thoroughly,  because  I 
knew  that  I  should  meet  with  some  opposi- 
tion here.  I  prepared  myself  for  opposition 
and  I  am  here  ready  to  fight  on  that  question. 
Even  on  a  point  of  law  I  made  myself  safe, 
because  I  have  cited  cases  which  show  that  I 
was  right  in  the  position  I  took  the  other  day. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCALLUM— You  have  got 
the  weapons  and  we  have  not — we  have  not 
seen  the  book. 

Hon.  Mr.  BELLEROSE— It  is  not  neces- 
sary for  you  to  see  it.  In  England,  in  the 
case  which  I  have  referred,  the  book  was 
not  allowed  to  be  read.  It  was  not  my  duty 
to  show  that  the  book  is  a  bad  one  ;  it  is  the 
duty  of  the  government  to  show  that  their 
action  was  right. 


Hon.   Mr.   McCALLUM— But   if   tby 
have  not  got  the  book. 

Hon.  Mr.  BELLEROSE— Then  they  were 
wrong,  because  if  they  had  not  the  brxis 
before  them  they  were  not  in  a  position  u» 
render  judgment  and  permit  the  circulation 
of  the  work.  If  you  will  go  to  the  librarv 
you  will  find  in  St.  Liguori's  Theology  the 
Latin versionofwhatispublishedin  tbatboi^k. 
The  two  commandments  which  prohibit  all 
forms  of  lust  are  the  subjects  of  that  parL 
I  have  looked  up  in  Webster's  dictionary  th« 
meaning  of  the  words  in  the  statute  '-  in- 
decent "  and  "obscene"  I  find  that  the 
meaning  of  "  indecent "  is  "  unfit  to  be  heanl 
or  seen,"  and  all  the  offences  referred  to  in 
those  two  conmiandments  are  unfit  to  be  seen 
or  heard,  especially  when  one  goes  into 
details.  Now,  what  are  the  oflences  under 
those  commandments }  They  are  adultery, 
fornication,  bestiality,  incest,  abduction — and 
those  are  the  ofiences  which  are  dealt  with 
in  that  part  of  St.  Liguori's  book  to  which  I 
have  referred.  Anything  which  could  be 
said  about  those  ofiences  would  be  unfit  for 
general  circulation.  Now,  what  is  the  mean- 
ing of  "obscene"!  It  is  "  expressing  or 
presenting  to  the  mind  or  view  something 
which  delicacy,  purity  and  decency  forbid 
to  be  exposed."  I  should  think  that  purity 
and  delicacy  prohibit  the  publication  in  the 
vulgar  tongue  of  a  treatise  about  those 
ofiences.  I  have  done  what  the  govern- 
ment ought  to  have  done — they  have 
not  got  the  book  and  do  not  know  what 
it  is ;  I  have  said  enough  to  show 
what  it  is.  The  premier  made  an  argu- 
ment the  other  day  as  to  the  Latin 
and  French  version  of  the  book,  contending 
that  if  it  was  good  in  one  language  it  was 
good  in  another.  Now,  I  never  contended 
that  crime  in  any  language  was  anything 
but  crime,  but  what  I  did  say  was  that  pro- 
fessional works,  like  that  of  St.  Liguori's, 
being  intended  for  a  useful  purpose,  did 
not  come  under  the  denomination  of  ob- 
scene literature.  I  said  also  that  while 
medical  works  were  published  in  French 
and  English,  theological  works  are  always  in 
Latin  and  were  therefore  less  dangerous  to 
the  public  at  large.  The  man  who  published 
that  book  put  the  Latin  version  in  one 
column  and  the  English  in  a  column  beside 
it,  and  I  must  say  that  he  did  his  work  of 
translation  well,  except  to  add  a  word  here 
and   there  to  make    the    English  version 
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stronger  than  the  Latin.  I  believe  I  have 
nriade  out  mj  case,  and  it  cannot  be  denied 
that  this  book  ought  not  to  have  been  re- 
leased when  it  was  confiscated  and  that  it 
should  not  be  allowed  to  be  sold  in  Mont- 
real. Since  giving  these  notices  I  have 
received  another  letter  from  the  bookseller 
Murraj  which  I  will  read  to  the  House,  be- 
cause I  might  make  it  a  question  of  privilege. 
The  letter  reads  : 

NORMAX  MVRRAY, 

Book,  News  and  Advertising  Agency, 
210e  St  Catherine  St.,  Montreal. 

Saturday,  8th  June,  1895. 
Senator  Bellerose, — I  want  you  to  understand 
that  you  will  get  paid  back  with  interest  every 
time  you  stick  your  nose  into  my  business. 

Do  you  know  what  class  of  women  the  first  class 
of  women  sent  over  from  France  were  ? 

I  do  not  know  what  the  women  were.  I 
know  the  government  of  the  country  sent 
them  back. 

See  my  History  of  Canada. 

It  is  a  false  history,  however. 

My  God  is  not  the  same  God  as  yours. 

He  must  be  a  Unitarian.  He  believes  in 
one  God,  while  I  believe  in  a  Trinity. 

If  you  want  no  more  of  this  kind,  jn>>t  you  cease 
meddling  with  me.  I  am  Highland  Scotch,  and 
my  people  never  turn  their  bucks  to  their  foes. 

On  consulting  May's  book  of  Parliamentary 
Practices,  I  read  the  following  : 

Interference  with  or  reflections  on  members, 
shall  be  resented  as  an  indignity  to  the  House 
itself. 

In  the  Lords,  this  offence  has  been  visited  with 
peculiar  sevei  ity.  •  •  «  • 

On  the  22nd  March,  162.3,  Thomas  Morley  was 
fined  £100,  sent  to  the  pillory  and  imprisoned  in 
the  fleet. 

On  the  9th  July,  1663,  Alexander  Filton  was 
fined  £oOO  and  committed  to  the  King's  Bench, 
for  a  libel  on  Lord  Gerard,  and  ordered  to  find 
securities  for  his  behaviour  during  life. 

Now,  here  is  another  case  in  point : 

In  1776  Richard  Cocksey  was  attacked  for  send- 
ing an  insulting  letter  to  the  Earl  of  Coventry, 
reprimanded  and  ordered  into  custody  until  he 
gave  security  for  his  good  behaviour. 

I  could  exercise  this  right  to-day;  but  I 
am  not  disposed  to  do  that.  The  gentleman 
states  he  is  Highland  Scotch.  Scotch  are 
ordinarily  intelligent  men,  so  that  I  am  sure 
that  whenever  Mr.  Murray  learns  how  wrong 
he  is  in  helping  to  demoralize  the  country 
he  will  see  himself  that  he  is  doing  wrong, 
and    refrain     from     selling     dirty  books. 


My  intention  is  not  to  go  further  as  to 
this  letter.  I  thought  it  well  to  read  it 
because  it  shows  the  determination  of  that 
man  to  live  on  public  immorality,  and  I 
believe  there  is  no  government  worthy 
of  the  name  that  would  permit  him  to  do  as 
he  has  been  doing.  The  man  may  have 
been  ignorant  of  what  he  was  about,  but 
for  the  future  he  ought  to  refrain  from  his 
illegal  conduct,  or  the  government  should 
see  that  he  does.  I  have  spoken  at  length 
thus,  to  avoid  having  to  speak  a  second  time. 
As  to  the  second  question,  referring  to  the 
Criminal  Code,  the  clause  179  says — 

Kvery  one  is  guilty  of  an  indictable  offence 
and  liable  to  two  years' imprisonment  who  knowing- 
ly without  lawful  justification  or  excuse,  publicly 
sells  or  exposes  to  public  sale  or  publication  any 
obscene  book,  or  other  printed  or  written  matter 
or  any  picture,  photograph,  mo<lel  or  other  object 
tending  to  corrupt  morau>.  No  one  shall  be  con- 
victed of  any  offence  in  this  section  mentioned  if 
he  proves  that  the  public  good  was  served  by  the 
act  alleged  to  have  been  done. 

It  shall  be  a  question  of  law  whether  the  occa- 
sion of  the  sale,  publishing,  or  exhibition  is  such 
as  might  be  for  the  public  good,  and  whether  there 
is  evidence  of  excess  beyond  what  the  public  good 
requires  in  the  manner,  extent  or  circumstances 
into,  or  under  which  the  sale,  publishing  or  exhibi- 
tion is  made,  so  as  to  afford  a  justification  or  ex- 
cuse therefor,  but  it  will  lie  a  question  for  the 
jury  whether  there  is  or  is  not  such  excess. 

I  leave  the  Premier  to  unswer  my  second 
question  as  to  prosecuting  the  vendor  of 
those  books  who  has  violated  the  law  which 
I  have  just  now  quoted. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
The  question  is  simple  in  its  character  and 
one  that  will  not  require  many  minutes  to 
answer.  In  the  first  place,  the  government 
is  not  aware  that  the  item  referred  to  in  the 
inquiry  by  my  honourable  friend  does  not 
bear  the  construction  that  it  was  intended 
it  should  bear  or  that  the  judges,  if 
the  case  were  taken  into  court,  would  not 
put  the  construction  and  meaning  upon  it 
which  Parliament  intended.  Until  that 
fact  is  controverted  it  will  not  be  necessary 
for  the  government  to  introduce  any  measure 
to  amend  it  giving  it  a  wider  or  a  greater 
interpretation.  It  will  be  somewhat  difficult, 
I  think,  for  persons  reading  that  clause  to 
misunderstand  its  meaning  and  its  object. 
It  reads : 

Books,  printed  papers,  drawings,  paintings, 
prints,  photographs,  or  representations  of  any  kind 
of  a  treasonEUile  or  seditious  or  of  an  immoral  or 
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indeceDt  character  are  prohibited  by  the  law  from 
being  imported  into  the  country. 

It  is  for  the  courts  to  decide  whether  the 
book  to  which  my  hon.  friend  has  referred 
is  brought  within  that  category.  I  might 
add  that  it  probably  would  be  much  better, 
in  replying  to  the  other  question,  to  say  that 
it  is  not  the  province  of  the  Dominion  Gov- 
ernment to  enter  actions  against  booksellers 
or  any  other  persons  violating  the  statutes. 
That  power  is  relegated  exclusively  to  the 
local  authorities.  If  there  has.  been  a 
violation  of  the  law,  as  provided  in  the  sec- 
tion quoted  by  the  hon.  gentleman,  it  is  the 
duty  of  the  people  of  Montreal,  who  take 
the  same  view  which  the  hon.  gentleman 
does,  to  lay  complaints  against  this  bookseller 
and  then  it  will  be  the  duty  of  the  Attorney 
General  to  prosecute.  The  cases  referred  to 
by  the  hon.  gentleman  are  very  strong,  I 
readily  admit,  in  support  of  his  contention, 
and  it  will  be  for  the  judges  to  say  whether 
this  book  comes  within  the  meaning  of  the 
clause. 

Hon.  Mr.  BELLEROSE— The  Premier  in 
his  answer  has  given  good  evidence  that  the 
government  is  wrong,  because  if  he  is  so  sure 
that  it  is  difficult  to  interpret  that  clause,  then 
the  duty  of  the  government,  as  soon  as  they 
observed  that,  was  to  amend  the  law  to  make 
it  signify  something  which  the  public  mind 
could  be  guided  by.  At  present  the  law  is  not 
in  such  a  shape  that  the  people  understand 
it,  and  it  shows  the  Controller  of  Customs 
was  wrong,  when  the  books  had  been  seized, 
in  not  making  that  a  test  case.  He  should 
have  said  to  his  officer,  "  keep  the  books  and 
write  Mr.  Norman  Murray,  you  may  sue  for 
the  books  and  we  will  have  a  test  case  and 
will  decide  whether  the  confiscation  of  the 
book  was  right  or  wrong.'"  They  were  no 
doubt  about  to  do  that,  and  it  is  surprising 
to  find  that  the  government  have  acted  as 
they  have  done,  particularly  so,  as  the 
Premier  admits  that  in  a  less  important  mat- 
ter he  acted  the  other  way  and  opened  the 
door  to  a  test  case.  What  is  the  duty  of 
the  importer?  If  he  thinks  he  has  the  law 
on  his  side,  his  duty  is  to  sue  the  govern- 
ment to  have  his  books  released,  but  Mr. 
Murray  would  not  have  done  that.  It  is 
evident  that  the  Premier  was  right  in  that 
instance,  where  he  confiscated  some  immoral 
books  and  refused  to  release  them.  Why  did 
not  they  do  the  same  in  this  instance  1 
Generlly  the  Premier  is  correct  in  the  posi- ' 


tion  he  takes  and  I  am  surprised,  when  b 
knows  the  character  of  the  book  in  the  or 
we  are  now  considering  and  how  demoraliz- 
ing it  is,  that  he  stands  by  his  colleagues 
and  tries  to  make  the  best  of  his  case.  The 
least  that  could  be  asked  of  the  government 
is  to  have  a  test  case,  and  I  hope  they  lai 
the  public  at  large  will  see  the  thing  m 
that  light.  The  government  should  amend 
the  Act  immediately  to  provide  that  book 
of  such  a  nature,  and  which  are  not  neces- 
sary, shall  be  confiscated.  Three  or  foar 
lines  would  do  that  If  the  government  dj 
not  take  this  course  it  will  be  because  ther 
do  not  care  for  public  morality. 

Hon,  Sir    MACKENZIE    BOWELI^ 
As  to  the  second  question,    I    cannot  sar 
anything  more.     We  have  no    knowledge, 
as    far   as  the   government  is     concerned 
that    there  is    such    a  man    as    Murrav 
in    Montreal.     We  do  not  know  that  be 
keeps  a   book-store,  or  that  he  sells  books 
and  even  if  we  received  that  information, 
in  the  interest  of  morality,  or  in  view  ui 
the  law    on  the    statute-book,    the   ooun> 
of  Montreal  are  the  parties  responsible.    It 
is  the  duty  of  the  parties  aggrieved  to  enter 
an   action,   and    have   a   test   case.     I  an 
obliged  to  the  hon.  gentleman  for  the  good 
opinion  he  has  of  myself.     I   offered  no 
excuse  for  the  Controller,  or  anyone  eke ;  1 
endeavoured  to  state,  in  tis  plain  and  suo 
cinct  a  manner  as  I  possibly  could,  what 
the  law  was  under  the  circumstances  and 
what  action  had  been  taken  under  the  la*'i 
by  those  whose  duty  it  was  to  seize  them. 
I  must  again  dissent  from  the  propositioa 
laid  down  by  the  hon.  gentleman  that  it  is 
the  duty  of  the  Dominion  government  to 
enter  actions  for  the  violations  of  the  law. 
That  is  the  special  function,  under  the  con- 
stitution of  this  country,  of  the  local  gov- 
ernmento,   and    I    think    they    are    quite 
capable  of  enforcing  the  law  of  the  land, 
and,  where   necessary,  maintaining  proper 
respect    for    those    acts    which   affect  the 
morals  of  the  people. 

Hon.  Mr.  BELLEROSE— Although  it 
may  be  that  the  local  government  could  sue, 
the  Dominion  government  are  bound  to  look 
into  their  own  laws  and  see  whether  they 
are  executed,  and  as  they  have  been  notified 
in  this  House  that  this  man  Murray  is  sell- 
ling  indecent  books  in  this  country,  it  is  their 
duty  to  have  the  Attorney  General  prose- 
cute, because  it  is  under  their  law. 
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Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— If 
the  government  of  Canada  were  informed 
that  somebody  stole  a  horse,  does  the  hon. 
gentleman  say  that  it  is  our  duty  to  see 
that  information  is  laid  1 

Hon.  Mr.  BELLEROSE— In  this  case  it 
is  their  own  work  and  it  is  for  them  to  look 
into  the  case. 

Hon.  Sir  FRANK  SMITH— Why  do 
you  not  inform  the  government  of  Quebec  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  BELLEROSE— I  have  in- 
formed the  government  here  in  the  House 
to  which  I  belong. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES  (B,C.)I  hope  the 
hon.  gentleman,  if  he  brings  a  case  of  this 
kind  before  the  House  again,  will  furnish 
every  senator  with  a  copy  of  the  book  pub- 
lished, and  then  we  will  be  in  a  position  in- 
telligently to  deal  with  the  nature  of  the 
works. 

THE  ODELL  DIVORCE  CASE. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLEMOW— Before  the  Orders 
of  the  Day  are  called  I  wish  to  call  the  at- 
tention of  the  House  to  the  report  of  the  di- 
vorce committee  in  the  Loop  Sewell  Odell 
case.  I  understood  the  first  report  was  to 
stand  over  until  to-day,  but  I  find  that  it 
was  adopted.  I  thought  it  was  the  under- 
standing it  should  remain  over  until  to-day. 
I  intended  to  move  an  amendment  to  it  in 
reference  to  the  action  to  be  taken  hereafter. 
The  committee  had  some  discussion  that  the 
proceedings  should  commence  next  year  in 
the  same  way  they  terminated  this  year. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— They  could  not  do 
that  without  an  Act  of  parliament. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLEMOW— It  has  been  done 
before. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— No,  I  beg  pardon. 
It  could  not  be  done  in  any  parliament  where 
the  British  system  prevails.  It  has  never 
been  done. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY — I  rise  to  a  question 
of  order.     There  is  nothing  before  the  chair. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLEMOW— There  is  nothing 
out  of  the  way  at  all  in  this  discussion.  I 
understood  the  report  was  to  be  taken  into 
consideration  to-day. 


Hon.  Mr.  McINNES  (B.C.)— The  com- 
mittee considered  thac  question  and  came  to 
the  conclusion  that  they  could  not  make  that 
recommendation  ;  therefore,  a  great  number 
of  formalities  will  have  to  be  gone  through 
next  year. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER — There  is  no  question 
about  it.  You  cannot  do  anything  of  that 
kind  underour  system  of  parliamentary  gov- 
ernment withoutan  Actof  parliament.  There 
have  been  instances  in  the  Imperial  Parlia- 
ment of  this  character.  In  cases  where  it  is 
difficult  in  consequence  of  the  long  distance 
from  England  from  which  evidence  has  to 
be  brought — from  India  for  instance-where 
cases  have  been  before  the  House  of  Lords, 
an  Act  of  parliament  had  to  be  passed  en- 
abling that  body  to  take  up  a  bill  or  mea- 
sure before  it  at  the  stage  at  which  it  was 
dropped  during  the  previous  session,  but 
that  was  done  under  the  Act  of  parliament. 
Neither  House  has  power  to  provide  for  the 
taking  up  of  business,  dropp^  at  any  time 
during  the  session,  in  the  following  session. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— We  considered 
that  fully.  Even  if  we  should  attempt  to 
pass  such  a  resolution,  no  laT^yer  would 
undertake  to  proceed  again  under  it.  He 
would  have  to  commence  proceedings  anew. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLEMOW— I  am  perfectly 
satisfied  that  there  was  a  precedent  for  it  in 
this  House  in  the  Middleton  case,  where 
there  was  a  postponement  for  some  such 
cause  as  this.  However,  if  it  cannot  be 
done  there  is  no  help  for  it.  It  was  my  duty 
to  bring  it  before  the  House,  and  I  have 
done  so. 

Hon.  Mr.  BELLEROSE— I  believe  the 
hon.  gentleman  can  bring  it  as  an  amend- 
ment. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLE©— The  proceedings 
have  progressed  such  a  very  short  distance 
it  would  not  be  worth  while. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLEMOW— If  it  cannot  be 
done  I  do  not  desire  to  press  it  at  all.  I 
have  been  requested  to  bring  it  before  the 
House  and  I  know  it  was  done  in  the 
Middleton  case. 

THE  -PRINTING  OF  PARLIAMENT. 

MOTION. 

Hon.  Mr.  READ  (Quints)  moved  the 
adoption  of  the  first  report  of  the  Joint 
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Committee  of  both  Houses  on  the  Printing 
of  Parliament.  He  said : — This  report  re- 
commends that  certain  documents  be  not 
printed. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN— Before  the  re- 
port is  concurred  in  I  should  like  to  ask  the 
chairman  if  there  is  not  some  error  in  it  t 
Are  there  not  some  of  these  documents  which 
should  be  printed.  I  was  not  present  at  the 
last  meeting  of  the  committee,  but  some  of 
the  documents  are  important,  and  I  was  in- 
formed that  some  of  these  were  intended  to 
be  printed  and  it  seems  to  me  that  there  is 
some  error. 

Hon.  Mr.  READ  (Quint^)— I  made  in- 
quiry of  the  clerk  to-day  about  that,  and  he 
assured  me  that  the  committee  had  decided 
that  none  of  these  documents  be  printed. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN.— Then  I  was 
misinformed. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

SECOND  READINGS. 

Bill  (47)  "An  Act  to  incorporate  the  Cana- 
dian Order  of  Foresters."  (Mr.  Sanford.) 

Bill  (53).  "  An  Act  respecting  the  Mani- 
toba and  the  North-west  Loan  Company, 
Limited."  (Mr.  Boulton). 

Bill  (45)  "An  Act  respecting  the  Great 
North-west  Central  Railway  Company." 
(Mr.  Clemow). 

Bill  (70)  "  An  Act  respecting  the  Temis- 
couata  Railway  Company."  ('Mr.  Casgrain). 

CAMP  HARMONY  ANGLING   CLUB 
BILL. 

THIRD  READING. 

Hon.  Mr.  KIRCHHOFFER  moved  the 
adoption  of  the  amendments  made  by  the 
Standing  Committeeon  Railways,  Telegraphs 
and  Harbours  to  Bill  (71)  "An  Act  to 
incorporate  the  Camp  Harmony  Angling 
Club." 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Hon.  Mr.  KIRCHHOFFER  moved  that 
the  bill  be  now  read  the  third  time. 

Hoa.  Mr.  KAULBACH— There  is  a 
doubt  in  my  mind  whether  the  third  reading  | 


can  be  taken  to-day.  I  call  the  att«nti«>n 
of  the  ho;i.  gentleman  from  Richmond  to 
the  subject.  He  is  more  familiar  with  these 
matters,  and  I  should  like  to  know  from 
him  whether  a  bill  coming  from  a  com- 
mittee with  amendments  can  be  read  a  third 
tims  the  same  day,  on  which  these  amend- 
ments are  adopted  or  does  the  rule  apply  to 
the  day  on  which  the  report  is  presented  1 
It  seems  to  me  it  is  a  departure  from  the 
rule. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL— The  rule  does  not  at 
all  interfere  with  its  being  read  a  third  time 
to<lay.  The  rule  only  requires  that  if  shall 
not  be  the  same  day  that  the  report  of  the 
committee  is  presented.  The  bill  was  re- 
ported yesterday. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— That  is  right — that 
is  the  rule.  If  the  amendments  had  been 
read  yesterday,  the  bill  could  not  have  been 
read  the  third  time  then,  because  it  was  the 
day  on  which  the  report  was  presented.  It 
can  be  read  the  third  time  now. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the  bill 
was  read  the  third  time  and  passed. 

THIRD  READING. 

Bill  (58)  "  An  Act  respecting  the  Red 
Mountain  Railway  Company." — (Mr.  Mac- 
donald,  B.C.) 

« 

FEMALE  OFFENDERS'  IN  NOVA 
SCOTIA  BILL. 

SECOND  READING. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER  moved  the  second 
reading  of  biU  (J )  "  An  Act  to  amend 
the  Act  respecting  certain  female  offenders 
in  the  province  of  Nova  Scotia."  He  said  : 
This  parliament  passed  in  1891  an  Act 
giving  a  judge  or  stipendiary  magistrate  in 
Nova  Scotia  discretion  to  sentence  any 
female  person  who  is  convicted  before  such 
judge  or  magistrate  to  an  institution  known 
as  the  Good  Shepherd  reformatory  instead 
of  the  city  prison  or  common  jail.  There 
are  two  institutions  mentioned  in  the  Act 
of  1891 — the  Good  Shepherd  reformatory, 
which  is  intended  for  "  female  persons,"  as 
they  are  called  in  the  Act,  over  the  age 
of  sixteen,  and  the  Good  Shepherd  Indus- 
trial Refuge,  which  is  intended  for  girls 
under  sixteen.  The  Act  of  1891  provided 
that  any  girl  under  sixteen  might  be  sen- 
tenced by  the  magistrate  to  a  term  in  this 
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industrial  refuge  not  exceeding  five  years. 
As  to  female  offenders  over  the  age  of  six- 
teen, the  stipendiary  magistrate  had  no  dis- 
cretion but  to  sentence  them  for  the  period 
{generally  not  exceeding  three  or  four  months, 
to  which,  under  the  law,  they  could  be  sen- 
tenced in  the  city  prison  or  county  jail.  The 
experience  of  four  years  has  shown,  what 
might  have  been  anticipated,  that  in  the 
case  of  women  who  had  been  leading  aban- 
doned lives  for  three  or  four  or  six  years, 
three  months  spent  in  a  reformatory  institu- 
tion has  very  little  permanent  effect,  and  if 
any  good  is  to  be  done  to  those  offenders  they 
must  be  detained  for  a  longer  period  than 
that  provided  for  by  the  first  section  of  the 
Act.  This  bill  is  to  allow  the  judate  or 
stipendiary  magistrate  power  to  extend  the 
term — that  is  all. 

Hon.  Mr.MACDONALD(B.C.)— When 
the  original  bill  was  before  the  House  some 
years  ago,  a  question  arose  as  to  the  neces- 
sity of  the  government  inspection  of  a 
private  prison  of  this  kind,  to  see  that  those 
confined  are  properly  dealt  with,  properly 
fed,  properly  clothed,  and  not  over-worked. 
I  suppose  the  Premier  cannot  tell  me,  with- 
out inquiring,  whether  any  inspection  of 
this  kind  has  ever  been  had.  Perhaps  on 
the  third  reading  of  the  bill  he  will  be  pre- 
pared with  information  on  the  subject. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— Is  it  intended 
in  the  case  of  a  girl  being  a  Roman 
Catholic  convicted  before  a  magistrate  and 
who  heretofore  would  have  been  sentenced 
to  a  common  prison  or  jail,  but  who  under 
cap.  55  of  the  statutes  of  1891  is 
now  sent  instead  to  this  reformatory 
to  be  reformed,  and  the  reformation 
does  not  take  place — is  it  intended 
that  the  judge  who  sentenced  that  person 
can  extend  the  sentence  until  the  reforma- 
tion is  effected  1  Does  the  bon.  gentleman 
mean  to  say  that  the  imprisonment  can  be 
extended  for  a  longer  period  than  was 
originally  intended  if  it  has  been  found  not 
long  enough  to  secure  a  salutory  effect — is  it 
intended  that  the  term  of  imprisonment 
shall  he  extended  until  it  has  a  salutory 
effect?  The  words  "  further  imprisonment" 
make  the  clause  doubtful,  I  would  ask  the 
hon.  gentleman  to  explain  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— With  respect  to  the 
point  raised  by  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Vic- 


toria, I  would  refer  him  to  the  15th  section 
of  the  existing  statute,  which  of  course  ap- 
plies to  these  institutions.  It  provides  that 
such  reformatory  or  industrial  refuge  shall 
at  all  times  be  open  to  inspection  by  the  in- 
spector of  penitentiaries  or  any  officer  ap- 
pointed by  the  government  to  inspect,  and 
so  long  as  pecuniary  aid  is  received  from  the 
city  of  Halifax  it  shall  be  open  for  inspec- 
tion by  the  mayor,  aldermen  and  stipendiary 
magistrate  of  that  city.  I  do  not  know 
whether  any  inspection  has  taken  place  at 
the  instance  of  the  governor  in  council,  but  I 
know  that  the  aldermen  of  the  city  of  Hali- 
fax have  visited  and  inspected  the  institu- 
tion. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— Will  my  hon. 
friend  answer  my  question  ?  This  is  a  re- 
formatory to  which  the  magistrate  may  send 
parties  to  be  reformed  instead  of  sending 
them  to  prison.  Is  it  the  intention  that  the 
magistrate  can  extend  the  period  of  confine- 
ment in  order  to  bring  about  a  reformation  ? 
What  is  intended  by  the  word  "  further  " 
in  the  tenth  line  7 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— That  is  substantially 
the  intention.  The  idea  is  he  shall,  in  the 
first  instance,  sentence  the  party  to  the 
longer  period. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALLAN. — As  I  understand 
the  purport  of  the  bill,  it  is  this,  that  the 
shore  term  for  which  the  magistrate  was 
permitted  to  send  the  female  offenders  to 
the  reformatory  has  been  found  inadequate 
to  answer  the  purpose  in  view,  and  when 
they  have  such  a  short  time  there  is  not  as 
much  opportunity  for  their  bad  habits  to  be 
thrown  off,  or  any  substantial  reformation 
accomplished.  I  presume  clause  2  gives 
power  to  the  magistrate  to  further  increase 
the  term  in  addition  to  the  term  he  was 
originally  permitted  to  impose  by  the  Act  of 
1891,  and  I  think  it  is  a  move  in  the  right 
direction. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH.  That  is,  sup- 
posing the  time  has  not  been  sufficient  for 
the  complete  reformation,  the  intention  is 
to  allow  the  convicting  magistrate  to  extend 
the  time — or  is  it  for  a  new  offence  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER.  It  is  for  the  same 
offence. 
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Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH.  And  after- 
wards, on  notice  being  given,  he  may  increase 
it,  to  accomplish  the  reformation?  The 
clause  will  have  to  be  altered ;  it  is  not 
what  is  intended. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER.  Oh,  no.  These 
questions  of  detail  would  be  rather  a  sub- 
ject for  the  committee. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALMON — I  have  much  plea- 
sure in  supporting  the  bill  which  is  brought 
in  by  my  colleague.  An  institution  of  this 
kind  is  very  much  wanted  in  Halifax,  and  I 
think  this  one  fills  the  bill  in  every  respect. 
There  is  no  objection  to  it  at  all  ;  the  only 
fault  about  it  is  that  I  think  we  are  paying 
too  much  money  to  support  the  women  there, 
but  that  is  a  matter  for  the  city  of  Halifax. 
As  they  are  over  head  and  ears  in  debt  now, 
it  does  not  matter  how  much  more  they  get 
into  debt.  The  institution  is  an  excellent 
one  and  I  shall  be  happy  to  support  the  bill. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  should  like  to 
make  one  observation  in  reference  to  what 
my  hon.  colleague  has  stated  and  that  is  that 
up  to  this  year — although  the  institution 
has  been  going  for  four  years — not  a  dollar 
has  been  paid  by  the  city  of  Halifax  to- 
wards it. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

BTLL  INTRODUCED. 

Bill  (7)  "An  Act  further  to  amend  the 
Tenth  Chapter  of  the  Consolidated  Statutes 
for  Lower  Canada  respecting  seditious  and 
unlawful  associations  and  oaths." — (Mr. 
Power). 

The  Senate  then  adjourned. 


THE  SENATE. 

Ottawa,  Friday,  14th  June,  1895. 

The  SPEAKER  took  the  Chair  at  Three 
o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 

THE  REVENUE  FROM  EXCISE  AND 
CUSTOMS. 

MOTION. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON  moved— 

That  in  the  opinion  of  the  Senate,  if  the  excise 
on  spirits,  beer  and  tobacco,  were  ma<le  etiual  to 


the  protective  duty  on  the  same  upon  the  aver..' 
consumption  of  the  last  five  years,  an  increa*  : 
revenue  wotild  result,  amovmting  to  53,50ii,ii> 
and  if  twenty-five  cents  a  gallon  on  spiriu.  ^^ 
ten  cents  per  pound  on  tobacco  were  uldwt  to  ;l- 
present  rate  of  duty,  a  fnrtber  increase  w'. 
result,  amounting  to  two  million  dollars  more. 

He  said : — The  question,  which  is  the  sut- 
ject  of  the  motion  now  before  the  Housf. ! 
brought  up  the  other  day  on  a  motion  for  ^ 
pers  in  regard  to  the  exports,  but  as  the  nilf- 
of  the  House  did  not  permit  some  hon.  geni^ 
men  to  extend  their  discussion  into  the  teak^ 
of  the  revenue  that  I  introduced  on  th.-.t 
occasion,  I  thought  it  desirable,  in  order  tv 
get  an  expression  of  opinion  upon  the  ques- 
tion of  revenue,   to  introduce  a  motion  ami 
go  over  somewhat  the  same  grounds  that  I 
covered  the  other  day.    It  will  not  be  necer 
sary  to  take  up  very  much   of  your  time 
because  I  discussed  the  question  pretty  the- 
roughly  on  that  occasion.     My  object  no*  i- 
to  give  any  other  hon.  gentlt-ioan,  who  ik- 
sires  to  combat  the  arguments  that  I  tbcii 
advanced,  an  opportunity  of  refuting  thfci 
because  it  is  a  very  important  point  that  I 
have  raised,  the  fact  that  by  equalizing  the 
duty  and  the  excise  a  revenue  of  from  •?'tr 
000,000  to  §6,000,000  or  $7,000,000  can  i* 
obtained    which     is    now,    as     I   cohtend 
diverted  into  private  profits.     In  quotin; 
from   the    Inland    Revenue   Report,  I  ■^ 
that  in  the  four  years  ending  June,  If^f'i 
the     average    quantity     of     spirit    which 
entered    into    consumption   was   2,871,6r. 
gallons.      Now,     the     excise    on    that  at 
that  time   was  81.50    per  gallon.     Under 
the  tari£f  which  is  now  passing  through  Par- 
liament the  excise  has  been  raised  from 
§1.50  to  $1.70  per  gallon.    The  duty  on  the 
same  class  of  spirits  when  imported  into  th« 
country,  is  $£.25,  having  been  rai  ed  fnt"' 
S2.12i  up  to  that,  in  consequence  of  the  in- 
crease of  excise ;  in  other  words,  the  protec- 
tion had  to  keep  pace   with   the  excise  on 
spirits.     What  I  contend  is  that  the  differ- 
ence between  SI. 70,  the  excise  on  ."spirit-'v 
and  §2.25,  the  duty  on  spirits,  is  protection 
to  the  distillers  of  the  country.     The  qu«i- 
tion  I  bring  before  the  House  to-day  is  ""' 
whether  is  it  wise  to  give  distillers  that  pro- 
tection, but  whether  by  removing  that  pro- 
tection a  certain  revenue  will  accrue  to  th* 
country  upon  the  present  consumption  «i"'' 
out   increasing    the   cost   to   consumers  <•' 
spirits,  tobacco,  or  beer,  as  the  case  may  b*  ■ 
Would   that    increase    of    revenue    oco"'' 
Hon.  gentlemen  will   see  that  $1.70  apo" 
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2,871,000  gallons  produces  a  revenue    of 
$4,881,876.    Then  if  you  take  the  difference 
between  $1.70  and  the  $2.25  and  make  the 
excise  $2.25   instead   of  $1.70  you  increase 
the  revenue  by  $1,579,430.     The  protection 
of  55  cents  of  course  enables  the  distillers 
to  charge  up  to  the  exact  amount  that  is  lev- 
ied for  duty.     The  cost  to  the  consumer  in 
the  country  is  $2.25,  not  $1.70,  on  a  proof 
gallon,  and  therefore  the  increase  in  the  excise 
of  whisky  would  have  no  effect  upon  con- 
sumption, because    the   consumption  is  gov- 
ern«l   by  the  protection  that  is   afforded, 
S2.25.     Therefore   we  say  that,  in  the  case 
of   spirits   that  are     manufactured   in   the 
country,    by    equalizing   the  excise  and  the 
duty   you   add   $1,579,000    to  the  revenue. 
Then  in  addition  to  the  spirits  that  are  man- 
ufactured in  the  country,  there  are  975,000 
gallons  imported  which  pays  a  duty  of  $2.25 
and  returns  to  the  revenue  through  that 
means  $2,447,500.     Now   I   have  coupled 
with  my  proposition  of  equalizing  the  excise 
with  the  duty  the  desirability  of  increasing 
the  excise  25   cents  a  gallon   more.     It  will 
make  no  appreciable  difference  to   the  wel- 
fare  of  the  country.     The  addition  of  25 
cents  a  gallon  excise  to   $2.25,  the  present 
duty,  will  make  no  appreciable  difterence,  and 
therefore  it  merely  resolves  itself  into  the 
question.  Is  it  wise  to  make  the  duty  on 
spirits   the  source  of  revenue  ?    I   do  not 
think  any  one   will  combat  that  position. 
The  addition  of  $2.50  to  the  cost  of  making 
whisky     in      the     country      must      have 
the       effect      of       keeping       down      its 
consumption  ;  that  is  proved  to  be  the  case 
in  Great  Britain  where  the  excise  is  $2.50  a 
gallon.     The  excise  on  spirits  in  Great  Bri- 
tain is  10s.   6d.  a  gallon,  which  is  a  little 
more  than  $2.50  and  the  duty  on  spirits  in 
GreatBritain  under  the  British  law  of  revenue 
is  10s  4d.,  so  that  in  the  case  of  Great  Bri- 
tain the  duty  is  actually  2d.  less  than  the 
excise.     I  presume  there  may  be  some  little 
thing  or  other  to  equal  it,  but  at  any  rate, 
so  far  as  it  appears  on  the   books,  the  duty 
on  imported  spirits  is  2d.  a  gallon  less  than 
tiie  excise.     What  I  am  now  proposing,  so 
far  as  revenue  is  concerned,  is  that  we  should 
make  the  revenue  on  spirits  equal  to   the 
duty  and   raise  the  duty  and  the   revenue 
together  from  $2.25  up  to  $2  50  a  gallon. 
By  doing  that  we  thenadd  another  $1,000,000 
to  the  revenue,   because  that  25  cents  of 
course  would  affect  not  only  the  spirits  that 
are  manufactured  in  the  country,  but  the 


spirits  that  are  imported  as  well.  The  spirits 
manufactured  are  2,871,000  gallons,  and  the 
spirits  imported  1,000,000  gallons,  altogether 
about  4,000,000  gallons.  On  that  4,000,000 
gallons  at  25  cents  a  gallon,  we  would  obtain 
another  $1,000,000  added  to  the  revenue  of 
the  country  upon  the  spirits  which  enter  into 
consumption  as  shown  by  the  public  returns 
today.  Altogether  there  would  be  from 
that  source  $2,527,000,  from  spirits  over 
and  above  the  $4,881,876  which  is  the  reve- 
nue today.  Now,  hon.  gentlemen,  there  are 
according  to  the  public  returns,  eight  distill- 
eries in  Canada,  located  at  Belleville,  Guelph, 
Hamilton,  Perth,  Prescott,  Toronto,  Wind- 
sor and  Halifax.  There  was  used  for 
distillation  1,409,000  lbs.  of  malt ;  20,000,- 
000  lbs.  of  corn  ;  6,000,000  lbs.  of  rye  and 
500,000  lbs.  of  oats  and  wheat,  to  produce 
the  spirits  that  we  manufactured  in  the 
country  last  year.  Last  year  no  spirits  were 
manufactured  in  Perth,  Prescott  and  Toron- 
to. At  Windsor — which  is  the  largest — 
there  was  a  consumption  of  9,000,000  lbs.  of 
corn  and  3,893,000  lbs.  of  rye,  so  that  we  see, 
so  far  as  the  manufacturing  interest  of  the 
country  are  concerned,  in  Windsor,  right 
alongside  the  boundary  of  the  United  States 
at  the  mast  convenient  point  where  they 
could  get  the  material  that  is  used  for  the 
manufacture  of  whisky,  through  importation. 
There  are  eight  points  which  would  be 
affected  by  any  change  in  the  law.  Now 
is  it  in  the  interest  of  the  country,  or 
of  these  eight  particular  distilleries,  that  we 
should  forego  a  revenue  of  $2,539,000  for 
any  supposed  benefits  that  we  may  think 
arise  from  the  maintenance  of  these  distil- 
leries by  high  duties  1  I  contend,  hon.  gen- 
tlemen, in  the  interest  of  the  country  that 
that  is  not  the  ca.se,  that  it  is  far  better  that 
those  distilleries  should  be  thrown  open  to 
the  competition  of  the  world  the  same  as 
the  distilleries  in  Great  Britain  are — that  if 
they  were  thrown  open  to  the  free  competi- 
tion of  the  world  they  would  still  maintain 
themselves,  but  the  profit  that  is  now 
diverted  into  the  pockets  of  the  proprietors 
would  be  returned  into  the  revenue  of  the 
country.  A  portion  of  the  whisky  that  is 
produced  in  GreatBritain  is,  I  believe,  manu- 
factured from  corn.  That  com  has  to  go 
across  the  Atlantic,  has  to  be  manufactured 
there  and  brought  back  here  before  it  enters 
into  competition  with  the  liquor  distilled 
here,  and  I  maintain  that  so  far  as  throwing 
it  open  to  the  competition  of  the  world  is 
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conoemed,  it  would  not  affect  the  distilleries, 
but  merely  the  profits  of  the  proprietor. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— I  thought  my 
hon.  friend  said  increased  taxation  would 
decrease  the  consumption. 

Hon.  Hr.  BOULTON--By  raising  the 
excise  on  spirits  we  find  that  our  consump- 
tion per  head  has  fallen.  I  do  not  think 
our  revenue  per  head  has  fallen,  but  our  con- 
sumption per  head  has  fallen.  We  find  in 
Great  Britain,  where  the  excise  is  $2.50  per 
gallon,  the  consumption  is  very  little  greater 
than  it  is  in  Canada  under  an  f-xcise  of  $1.70 
a  gallon.  The  increase  of  twenty-five  cents 
a  gallon  will  not  affect  the  consumption  very 
much  one  way  or  the  other,  but  if  there  is 
any  effect  at  all  produced,  it  will  rather 
lessen  the  consumption,  but  not  sufficiently 
to  make  any  material  difference  in  the 
revenue.  I  do  not  think  it  would  make  any 
difference.  However,  the  Inland  Revenue 
return  shows  the  distribution  of  the  distil- 
leries in  the  country.  It  shows  the  material 
that  the  whisky  is  made  from  and  the  quan- 
tity. It  shows  how  far  the  revenue  is  affected, 
or  Vould  be  affected,  by  a  change  of  policy  in 
regard  to  that  particular  point.  What  I 
wish  to  do  is  to  bring  the  question  before 
this  House  so  that  the  hon.  gentlemen  could 
figure  for  themselves  by  looking  through  the 
Inland  Revenue  returns,  exactly  what  the 
difference  would  be  in  the  revenue  by  di- 
verting the  profit  that  is  made  in  the  manu- 
facture of  whisky  through  the  protective 
policy  into  the  treasury. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— It  is  true,  as  the 
hon.  gentleman  says,  that  the  increase 
which  he  proposes  is  not  large,  but  is  it  not 
possible  that  the  duty  upon  whisky  is 
now  nearly  as  high  as  whisky  will  stand, 
without  a  large  increase  of  smugjsling ;  and 
that  if  he  increases  the  excise  to  a  figure  25c. 
above  the  customs  duties,  and  increases  the 
customs  duty  also  25c.  there  will  be  a  larga 
increase  of  smuggling  and  perhaps  not  so 
great  an  increase  of  revenue  as  he  expects  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— That  is  a  ques- 
tion, of  course,  which  would  come  up  in  dis- 
cussing that  phase  of  the  question.  What  I 
am  discussing  now,  is  the  fact  that  by  doing 
a.1  I  suggest  you  will  increase  the  revenue  to 
that  extent.  The  fear  that  the  von.  gentle- 
man is  raising  in  his  own  mind  is  groundless. 


because  the  increase  of  25c.  will  not  increue 
the  smuggling.  An  increase  of  something 
like  8  per  cent  in  the  excise  is  not  going  to 
have  any  material  effect  on  the  smuggling. 
There  is  quite  enough  inducement  to 
smuggle  with  a  duty  of  $2.25  if  $2.50  would 
do  it.  We  have  to  face  the  question  cl 
smuggling,  and  we  have  to  take  e£fectire 
measures  to  prevent  it.  Every  country  has 
had  to  go  through  the  same  experience. 
Great  Britain,  though  an  island,  has  had  to 
deal  with  smuggling.,  and  I  have  no  doubt 
has  to  do  so  to-day.  It  is  not  a  question 
which  comes  properly  into  the  discussion ; 
the  question  is  whether,  by  adopting  such  a 
policy,  certain  results  would  follow. 

Hon.  Mr.  READ  (Quint^)— Will  the 
hon.  gentleman,  before  he  leaves  that  ques- 
tion, explain  to  us  how  it  is  that  the 
distilleries  at  Grenville,  Toronto,  and  Perth 
were  idle  last  year,  if  such  immense  profits 
are  going  into  the  pockets  of  distillers  as  he 
says  1  We  know  that  only  27  per  cent  of 
the  capacity  of  the  distilleries  last  year  was 
working  1 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— I  can  explain  it. 
The  Government  have  adopted  a  policy  by 
which  they  require  that  whisky  shall  be 
kept  in  bond  two  years,  and  a  large  accumu- 
lation has  taken  place  in  order  to  provide 
for  two  years'  consumption.  I  presume  in 
those  places  they  had  manufactured  in  ex- 
cess of  the  requirements  of  the  country.  It 
is  not  that  the  distilleries  have  gone  out  of 
use,  but  there  has  been  over  production  in  a 
limited  market,  and  the  men  in  those  three 
distilleries  have  been  thrown  out  of  employ- 
ment. 

Hon.  Mr.  DEVER— 1  can  explain  it  I 
think  the  distillers,  finding  the  enormous 
profits  arising  out  of  manufacturing  whis- 
ky, have  multiplied  to  such  an  extent  that 
the  consumption  of  the  country  does  not 
keep  them  all  employed — that  is  the  cause 
of  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Is  there  a  combine? 

Hon.  Mr.  DEVER— There  is  no  doubt  of 
it.  In  one  case  a  concern  has  retired  from 
business  with  815,000,000  made  in  a  few 
years. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— And  it  appears 
by  the  press  he  is  residing  in  Detroit. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


[JUNE  14,  1895] 


285 


Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN— The  concentra- 
'tion  of  profits  in  the  hands  of  the  few  might 
come  from  the  fact  that  Mr.  McCarthy's 
bill  failed  to  go  through — his  law  for  the 
suppression  of  combines. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— The  hon.  mem- 
ber from  St.  John  has  offered  another  ex- 
planation, and  it  is  one  that  will  fit  into  a 
great  many  of  our  manufacturing  industries, 
because  I  know  that  many  men  have  been 
thrown  out  of  employment  during  the  past 
year  in  the  industries  of  the  country.  If 
employment  has  been  reduced  in  that  way 
naturally  there  is  a  cessation  of  consuinp- 
tion.  The  men  who  are  engaged  in  these 
large  industries  watch  things  closely  and 
they  did  not  invest  any  more  money  by  way 
of  putting  whisky  into  bond  for  future 
consumption  than  was  necessary.  I  draw 
the  at  tention  of  the  House  to  the  fact  that 
at  Belleville  233,000  gallons  were  made;  at 
Guelph  289,000  gallons;  at  Hamilton,  289,- 
000  gallons  ;  at  Windsor  777,000  gallons, 
and  Halifax  95,000.  That  is  the  distribu- 
tion of  the  manufacture  of  whisky  in  the 
country  last  year. 


Hon.  Sir  FRANK  SMITH- 
Toronto  ? 


-What  about 


Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— There  was  none 
made  in  Toronto,  Prescott  or  Perth.  So  far 
as  last  year  is  concerned,  it  affected  those 
five  distilleries  only.  The  next  article  that 
I  desire  to  call  attenton  to  is  beer.  The 
beer  manufactured  last  year  was  18,299,000 
gallons.  There  was  50,000,000  lbs.  of  malt 
used  in  the  manufacture  of  that  quantity  of 
beer,  on  which  excise  was  collected  at  the 
rate  of  1^  cents  per  pound.  It  takes  about  3 
lbs.  of  malt  to  make  a  gallon  of  beer,  so  the 
excise  in  malt  is  about  4^  cents  upon  a  gallon 
of  beer.  The  duty  is  16  cents  on  beer  import- 
ed in  the  cask,  and  24  cents  if  imported  in 
bottles ;  so  the  16  cents,  if  imported  in  casks, 
isthe  measure  of  protection  which  brewers  re- 
ceive in  the  manufacture  of  beer.  There  are 
122  breweries  in  the  country  which  are  re- 
turned in  the  Inland  Kcvenue  returns  as  hold- 
ing licenses  for  the  manufacture  of  beer.  All 
that  thoy  pay  to  the  country  through  the 
excise  is  4^  cents  a  gallon  on  the  malt 
(if  my  estimate  is  correct)  used  in  the 
manufactui-e  of  the  beer.  These  122 
breweries  can  arrange  among  themselves 
to    fix   the   minimum  price    of    beer    and 


in  consequence  of  the  absence  of  any  com- 
petition from  the  imported  article,  they  are 
protecti-d  by  16  cents  a  gallon.  It  seems  to 
me  that  it  would  be  possible  to  raise  the 
excise  on  beer  up  to  the  protection,  but  if 
there  was  even  6  cents  a  gallon  of  that 
equalized  with  the  duties,  it  would  produce 
a  million  dollars  more  revenue  from  the 
manufacture  of  beer.  Those  people  who 
are  now  drinking  Leer  would  be  contribut- 
ing a  million  dollars  to  the  revenue  of  the 
country.  It  would  not  cost  them  a  million 
dollars  to  contribute  that  revenue  because 
that  amount,  and  more,  is  diverted  for  want 
of  competition  from  their  pockets  into  the 
brewer's  pi  ckets.  I  do  not  think  that  any- 
body can  contend  for  a  moment  that  the 
reverse  is  the  case  If  there  are  a  few 
breweries  in  the  country,  and  they  have  a 
small  market  like  this,  and  they  are  protect- 
ed from  outside  competition  by  16c.  a  gallon 
it  is  natural  to  suppose  that  they  will  in- 
crease the  price  of  their  article  up  to  some- 
where in  the  neighbourhood  of  the  margin 
that  the  protection  will  allow.  The  price 
of  beer  in  the  country,  according  to  quality^ 
ranges  from  30  to  40  c.  a  gallon.  Mr. 
Sims,  of  the  Bodega,  who  keeps  our  restau- 
rant, informs  me  that  he  pays  60  c.  a  gal- 
lon for  the  best  quality  of  beer  in  Montreal. 

Hon.  Mr.  OLEMOW— There  must  be  a 
mistake. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— I  inquired  and 
fini  by  the  hogshead  it  was  30  cents 
to  40  cents  a  gallon  according  to  the 
quality.  So  that  is  the  margin  of  the 
price  of  beer.  Supposing  we  were  to  throw 
all  the  breweries  open  to  competition  with 
the  world,  what  position  would  they  be  in  ? 
We  grow  the  best  barley  that  can  be  got  on 
this  continent.  Our  brewers  purchase  that 
barley  for  55  cents  a  bushel.  In  England, 
where  they  make  beer  to  an  enormous  extent, 
the  price  paid  for  barley  is  $1  a  bushel.  If 
it  was  thrown  open  to  competition  we 
would  still  continue  to  make  that  beer  out 
of  our  own  barley,  the  price  would  be  very 
much  less,  and  possibly  the  consumption 
would  be  increased,  because  the  price  would 
be  lessened  by  competition,  while  the  rev- 
enue would  ba  increased  in  consequence  of 
the  cheapening  and  possibly  the  improve- 
ment in  the  quality  of  the  article.  Where- 
ever  you  have  competition  there  the  best  is 
produced.     Wherever  you   lower  the  price 
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the  consumption  is  increased,  and  if  com- 
petition will  lower  the  price  then  the  con- 
sumption is  increased.  To  my  mind  bter  is 
a  hai-mless  and  wholesome  beverage.  On  the 
18,000,000  gallons  of  beer,  now  consumed  if 
there  was  an  addition  to  the  excise  in  some 
form  or  other — I  do  not  know  how  it  could 
be  applied  whether  through  malt  or  other- 
-^ise — there  would  be  a  million  dollars  added 
to  the  revenue.  If  you  raise  the  excise  still 
higher  you  could  get  a  million  and  a  half. 
However,  J  have  limited  my  argument  to 
show  that  you  could  get  a  million  dollars 
more  revenue  without  increasing  the  cost 
of  the  beer.  The  other  revenue  that  I  have 
spoken  of  to  be  obtained  from  spirits, 
amounts  to  $3,500,000.  The  quantity  of 
beer  imported  is  310,259  gallons  valued 
at  $161,50.3  and  the  duty  paid  upon 
it  is  $65,060,  showing  that  the  duty  is  just 
40  per  cent  on  the  value  of  the  imported 
article.  The  next  article  that  I  have  taken 
up  is  tobacco.  We  imported  10,000,000 
pounds  last  year,  on  which  we  collected  an 
excise  of  25  cents  a  pound,  producing'a  rev- 
enue of  $2,500,000.  The  manufacture  of 
tobacco  is  protected  by  35  cents  per  pound 
and  an  additional  12^  per  cent  ad  valorem. 
The  12^  per  cent  I  calculate  is  about  equal 
to  5  cents  a  pound  so  that  in  reality  the 
protection  to  the  manufacture  of  tobacco  is 
40  cents  a  pound.  The  excise  is  25  cents, 
so  the  diflference  between  the  excise  and  the 
duty  is  the  measure  of  protection  which  is 
afforded  to  the  tobacconist  in  the  manufac- 
ture of  10,000,000  pounds  of  tobacco  which 
is  imported  free.  Now,  if  the  excise  on  to- 
bacco were  raised  to  be  equal  to  the  duty  on 
tobacco — 40  cents — there  would  be  §1,000,- 
000  added  to  the  revenue  on  that  consump- 
tion of  last  year,  simply  by  taking  off  the 
protection  and  adding  it  to  the  excise.  That 
would  make  a  difference  of  $1,350,000. 
Then  there  are  cigars  that  are  manufactured 
in  Canada,  120,000,000  cigars  at  about  57 
cigars  to  the  pound.  The  duty  on  cigars  is 
$2  per  pound  and  25  per  cent  ad  valorem. 
The  revenue  from  the  manufacture  of  cigars 
through  the  excise  was  $700,000,  consum- 
ing 2,000,000  lbs.  of  raw  tobacco  in 
their  manufacture.  I  have  not  been  able 
to  calculate  exactly  what  the  amount  of  pro- 
tectionwas,  because  the  duty  is  by  the  pound 
and  the  excise  by  the  thousand.  The  excise  is 
$6  per  thousand  and  the  duty  $2  per 
pound,  plus  25  per  cent  ad  valorem ;  so  I 
have  just  roughly  put  down  that  the  differ- 


ence between  the  excise  and  the  duty,  in 
regard  to  cigars,  is  about  $200,000.  Then, 
if  we  were  to  raise  the  excise  on  tobacco 
from  40  cents,  which  is  the  duty  to-day,  tu 
50  cents,  or  only  raise  it  10  cents  over  and 
above  the  duty,  which  is  the  measure  of 
price  the  people  have  to  pay  to-day,  you 
would  increase  the  revenue  by  $1,000,000, 
and  still  be  under  the  excise  of  Great 
Britain,  which  is  3  shilling  or  3  and  6  pence 
the  pound.  Raising  it  10  cents  the  pound 
up  to  50  cents,  and  yet  keeping  it  25  cents 
below  the  tax  in  Great  Britain,  you  increase 
the  revenue  to  be  derived  from  tobacco  by 
81,000,000.  In  consequence  of  its  cheap- 
ness under  the  present  excise,  the  con.sump- 
tion  of  tobacco  is  far  greater  in  Canada  than 
in  Great  Britain.  I  think  all  hon.  gentle- 
men will  allow  that  the  excessive  use  oi 
tobacco  is  not  to  be  encouraged,  that  it  is  to 
be  discouraged  within  certain  limits,  and 
that,  therefore,  so  far  as  the  health  of  the 
population  is  concerned,  any  reduction 
in  the  consumption,  either  of  spirits  or 
tobacco,  is  to  he  welcomed.  By  raising 
the  excise  10c.  on  tobacco  and  25c.  on 
spirits,  you  increase  the  revenue  $2,000,- 
000  besides  what  we  save  on  the  beer.  The 
difference  between  the  duty  and  the  excise 
on  spirits  is  $1,000,000,  excise  on  toljacco 
$1,350,000,  on  cigars  $200,000  and  on  beer 
at  least  $1,800,000  (it  is  much  greater  than 
that  but  I  have  satisfied  myself  as  to  the 
correctness  of  that  figure)  or  a  total  of  $4,- 
209,430.  Now  the  point  I  have  raised  here 
is  if  the  excise  on  beer  and  spirits  and 
tobacco  were  made  equal  to  the  protective 
duty  on  the  same,  in  the  last  five  years  an 
increase  in  the  revenue  would  have  resulted 
amounting  to  $4,209,430.  I  have  shown  by 
the  figures  which  I  have  laid  before  you 
that  the  increase  is  $4,209,000,  and  then  I 
go  on  to  say  that  if  25c.  a  gallon  on 
spirits  and  10c.  a  pound  on  tobacco  were  ad- 
ded to  the  present  duty,  a  further  increase 
would  result  amounting  to  $2,000,000  more. 
The  total  consumption  of  spirits  in  Canada 
is  3,849,000  gallons.  The  965,000  gallons 
that  are  imported,  as  well  as  what  is  manu- 
factured in  the  country,  would  come 
under  the  increase  of  25  cents  a  gallon 
and  that  would  amount  to  8902,666, 
10  cents  per  pound  on  tobacco  would  result 
in  an  increase  of  $1,000,000.  a  total  increase 
of  revenue  to  the  country  through  these 
articles  upon  the  present  consumption  would 
result  of  $6,173,796.     Now,  if  hon.  gentle- 
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men  will  look  into  these  figures — for  they 
have  the  figures  which  I  presented  the  other 
day  which  are  somewhat  similar — and  re- 
alize that  that  is  the  case,  it  becomes  a  mat- 
ter of  discussion  in  the  country  whether  we 
could  forego  the  benefit  of  raising  $6,500,000 
from  this  source  while  the  revenue  is  de- 
ficient and  while  it  is  now  necessary  to  tax 
the. 300,000,000  pounds  of  sugar  that  goes 
into  the  consumption  of  the  country  at  the 
rate  of  l^-jg  cents  perpound,  an  addition  being 
found  necessary  this  year  of  ^  cent  a  pound 
on  sugar,  which  resulted  in  an  increase  of 
81,500,000.  Now,  hon.  gentlemen,  I  show 
you  here  that  by  just  altering  the  terms  of 
our  excise  and  removing  the  protection 
from  those  industries,  that  $6,175,000  will 
accrue  to  the  treasury. 


Hon.  Mr.  DRUMMOND— I  do  not  know 
that,  except  upon  the  objection  that  the  mo- 
tion is  somewhat  purposeless,   there  can  be 
much  difference  of  opinion  about  it,  because, 
if  you  will  observe,  it  asserts  nothing  except 
a  plain  problem  in  multiplication.     There  is 
no  opinion  founded  upon  it,  and  indeed  it  is 
not  a  matter  of  opinion.     This  honourable 
body  cannot,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  dissent  from 
the  statement  that  if  you  multiply  a  certain 
figure  by  another  figure,  a  certain  result  will 
be  attained,  and  that  is  the  results  of  the  pro- 
position which   has    been  submitted   to  the 
House  when  you  boil  it  down.     But  it  might 
be  a  matter  of  doubt  whether  this  honourable 
House  should   take  the  trouble  of   afiirm- 
ing  propositions  of  that  simple  character.  I 
am  not  concerned  in  whisky,  beer,  or  tobac- 
co, except  as  a  very  small  consumer  of  either. 
The  House  may  be  divided  into  two  classes, 
those  who  use  them  and  those  who  do  not — 
those  who  think  everybody  should  give  them 
up  but   themselves,   and   those  who  think 
everybody  should  not  give  them  up.     I  have 
no  practical  interest  in  the  question  whether 
the  distillers  or  brewers  or  tobacco  men  make 
all  the  profits  the  hon.  gentleman  asserts  or 
not,  but  one  can  see  how  extremely  simple 
the  procedure  of  the  hon.  Senator  is ;  he  mul- 
tiplies the  dutv  by  thequantity  consumed  and 
at  once  hits  off  theprofits  of  the  manufacturer. 
The  belated  manufacturer  in  the  meantime 
knows  there  are  charges.     I  have  not  studied 
the  question,  but  I  would  suggest  that  pro- 
bably  the  corn,   the  oats,  and   the  other 
materials  from  which  whisky    is  made  are 
dutiable  articles  in  this  country  and  that 


large  duties  are  paid  upon  them.  I  would 
also  suggest,  as  is  obviously  the  case,  that 
the  limitation  of  two  years'  supply  of  whisky 
being  kept  in  the  country,  for  motives  of  a 
sanitary  nature,  before  being  entered  for 
consumption  at  all,  is  a  large  element  in 
cost  which  must  be  deducted  from  the 
fabulous  profits  which  he  makes  out  the  dis- 
tiller obtains.  In  fact  the  whole  question 
is  not  so  simple  as  the  hon.  member  would 
make  out.  Nothing  strikes  me  so  much  as 
the  extreme  facility  which  he  possesses  for 
solving  the  most  difficult  fiscal  problems ; 
everything  of  the  kind  which  rises  before 
him  is  immediately  swept  away.  He  sees 
no  difficulty.  The  hon.  member  for  Halifax, 
if  I  mistake  not,  stated  there  was  a  limit 
to  the  imposition  of  taxes  upon  whisky, 
whether  of  excise  or  customs,  from  the 
facility  for  smuggling  and  illicit  distillation. 
Every  practical  person  concerned  in  the 
making  of  the  laws  of  the  country  recognizes 
the  fact  that  there  is  a  point  in  the  imposi- 
tion of  duties  on  whisky  and  tobacco  at 
which  the  revenue  becomes  totally  inopera- 
tive. The  illicit  distillation  and  smuggling 
reach  a  point  at  which  they  cannot  be  sup- 
pre-sed.  It  is  all  i  ery  we'.l  to  point  to  the 
duties  in  England  and  say,  adopt  an  excise 
of  so  much,  as  they  do.  There  they  have 
facilities  for  suppressing  frauds  upon  the 
revenue  which  we  have  not  and  never  can 
have.  They  have  frontier  lines  much  smaller 
than  ours,  a  much  larger  population  and 
facilities  which  we  can  never  possess.  If  it 
were  not  so,  I  for  one  would  say  by  all 
means  increase  the  duties  and  excise  upon 
all  those  articles.  I  can  very  well  spare 
them  myself,  but  beyond  the  simple  affirma- 
tion which  this  motion  contains  I  think  this 
House  should  hesitate  at  confirming,  or  being 
seduced  into  confirming  any  propositions  of 
such  a  hypothetical  character.  It  is  per- 
fectly true  that  if  you  take  the  average 
consumption  for  the  past  five  years  and 
multiply  it  by  a  certain  figure,  you  get  a 
certain  result.  There  is  no  doubt  about 
that.  There  are  too  many  "  ifs "  in  his 
whole  proposition,  and  I  for  one  think  it  is 
playing  with  this  House — playing  with  the 
earnestness  which  should  distinguish  a  body 
of  such  deliberative  capacity  as  the  Senate,  to 
take  up  its  time  by  the  affirmation  of  prop- 
ositions like  this,  which  contain  in  them- 
selves no  element  whatever  of  a  practical 
character,  beginning  in  nothing,  going  on  in 
nothing,  and  likely  to  end  in  nothing. 
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Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— What  are  your 
grounds  for  saying  that ! 

Hon.  Mr.  DRUMMOND  — The  hon. 
gentleman  sees  no  diflBculty.  With  all  re- 
spect, I  for  one,  feel,  and  have  always  felt, 
an  admiration  for  the  continued  urbanity  of 
the  hon.  member  for  Marquette.  With  no 
disrespect,  I  would  say  to  him,  that  it  re- 
minds me  of  a  story  ;  an  old  salt  at  the  sea^ 
side  saw  some  cockneys  on  a  fine  day  sailing 
about,  and  they  were  cracking  on  with  all 
sails  set.  His  remark  was,  "  There  they 
goes;  they  fears  nothing,  because  they 
knows  nothing."  Now,  my  idea  is  that  if 
the  hon.  gentleman's  enthusiasm  for  statis- 
tics were  tempered  with  a  little  practical 
knowledge  of  business,  or  manufacture,  or 
administration  even—  which  may  be  within 
his  reach — he  would  abandon  the  unreserved 
and  unrestricted  modification  of  the  laws 
which  he  is  continually  submitting  to  the 
consideration  of  this  House. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— We  of  course  take 
different  views  on  subjects  of  that  kind,  and 
with  all  due  respect  to  the  hon.  gentleman 
who  has  resumed  his  seat,  it  did  appear  to 
me  there  was  a  good  deal  involving  a  prac 
tical  result  in  the  statement  made  by  the 
hon.  member  from  Marquette.  His  point  was 
that  the  revenue  could  be  largely  increased 
by  t'.ie  equalization  of  the  excise  and  duty. 
I  think  that  is  a  pretty  self-evident  propo- 
sition. The  only  argument  that  has  been 
advanced  against  that  is  that  if  you  increase 
the  excise  there  is  just  so  much  greater  in- 
ducement to  smuggling.  I  quite  admit  that 
it  is  an  increased  inducement,but  the  smuggl- 
ing goes  on  all  the  same  at  present,  and  I 
do  not  think  the  additional  tax  of  .55  cents 
a  gallon  would  affect  it  materially.  The 
smuggling  cannot  be  so  considerable  as  to 
interfere  very  much  with  the  revenue.  We 
have  evidence  that  in  England  it  is  found 
the  best  policy  to  raise  the  revenue  on  those  I 
very  items.  It  was  found  to  be  the  easiest  | 
way  of  raising  a  revenue,  and  it  certainly  is 
the  very  best  in  the  interests  of  any  country 
that  if  a  tax  is  to  be  levied  on  any  article  it 
should  be  on  the  articles  named.  None  of 
them  are  essential,  none  are  necessaries  of 
life ;  they  are  luxuries,  and  it  would  be  a 
good  deal  better  if  less  money  were  spent 
on  them.  If  an  increase  has  to  be  made  at 
all,  it  is  better  that  we  should  increase  the 
tax  upon  them  than  upon  any  other  article. 


There  is  just  one  point  my  hon.  friend  froa 
Kennebec  made  which  I  quite  saw  the  force 
of.  He  called  attention  to  the  fact  that 
there  was  the  duty  on  com  which  would 
have  to  be  taken  into  consideration,  and  I 
think  the  hon.  member  from  Marquette  did 
not  allude  to  that. 

Hon.    Mr.  BOULTON— I    took    it    for 

granted  that  that  would  follow. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCO  IT— Then  there  is  seven 
cents  duty  on  corn  which  the  distiller  would 
have  to  pay,  which  would  have  to  be  con- 
sidered in  the  rearrangement  of  any  duty 
between  excise  and  customs. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— I  do  not  agree 
with  my  hon.  friend  who  has  just  spoken 
that  if  you  increase  the  excise  o5c.,  there 
would  be  no  more  smuggling  in  the  country. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  did  not  say  that 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— No  mote  than 
there  is  now. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— I  do  not  think 
that  is  the  sound  judgment  of  the  Hoa!«, 
because  we  know  there  is  smuggling  in  the 
St.   Lawrence  and   in   the   province    from 
which  I  come  to  a  large  extent,  and  if  we 
give   the  temptation  of  55  cents  a   gallon 
more  on  spirits,  there  would  certainly  be 
more  smuggling.     Instead  of  having  liquors 
produced  in  our  own  country,  we  will  have 
the  spurious  liquors  of  other  countries,  and 
in   this  case   would  destroy  an  honest  in- 
dustry of  the  country,  help  the  smuggler  and 
advance  the  dishonest  dealer.     Beside--,  it  is 
well  known  that  there  is  a  height  at  which 
taxation  reduces  revenue.   '  I  have  no  doubt 
the  government  have  considered  this  in  a 
practical  manner,  in  a  patriotic  spirit,  with 
practical  common  sense,   so  as  to  build  up 
our  own  industries  and  to  give  exclusive  em- 
ployment as  far  as  is  reasonable  to  our  own 
people.     This  motion  is  simply  a  question  of 
arithmetic,   and   it  is  a    self-evident   pro- 
position.    If  you  raise  the  duty  55  cents  a 
gallon,  and  the  same  quantity  of  liquor  is 
produced  in  the  country,  a  certain  increase 
of    revenue   will    be   obtained,     That  is  a 
question  which  does  not   require  the  delibe- 
ration of  this  House.     The  only  question  is 
whether  my  hon.  friend's  figures  are  right — 
whether  he  is  capable  of  adding  figures  to- 
gether.    He  does  not  even  venture  to  assert 
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'that  it  would  increase  the  West  India  trade 
a.fc  all.  We  would  have  smuggling  from  that 
quarter.  Instead  of  advancing  the  West  India 
treule,  which  we  in  the  lower  provinces  are 
anxious  to  do,  and  getting  something  in  re- 
turn for  the  fish  and  lumber  that  we  send 
there,  it  would  tend  to  the  smuggling  of 
spurious  liquors  into  the  country  to  the  de- 
struction of  the  revenue.  Instead  of  having 
as  large  a  revenue  as  we  have  now  from 
spirits,  we  would  have  less  revenue,  and  the 
people  would  be  injured  by  the  inferior 
liquors  smuggled  into  the  country.  This  is 
but  another  proof  of  what  one-sided  free 
trade  would  produce. 

Hon.  Mr.  DEVER— I  do  not  wish  to 
enter  into  this  discussion,  because  it  is  not 
ir»  the  line  of  my  argument  with  reference 
to  the  revenue  of  the  country,  but  I  certain- 
ly cannot  agree  with  the  last  speaker  when 
he  says  that  by  increasing  the  excise  we 
would  incur  the  danger  of  more  smuggling, 
especially  from  foreign  countries.  Now  that 
could  not  be  so,  because  the  hon.  member 
from  Marquette,  only  asks  that  we  retain 
the    customs  duties  as  they  are  at  present. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Twenty-five  cents 
more. 

Hon.  Mr.  DEVER— I  understood  the 
hon.  gentleman  to  i  ay  that  he  wants  the  ex- 
cise raised  to  be  equal  to  the  customs  duty 
on  spirits.  He  means  that  there  should  be 
no  protection  for  the  manufacture  of  spirits 
in  Canada,  and  to  open  up  the  markets  of 
the  world  to  the  industries  mentioned  by  the 
hon.  gentleman  from  Marquette,  and  give 
them  an  opportunity  that  they  are  entitled 
to.  I  never  can  see  why  other  portions  of 
this  Dominion  should  be  taxed  for  the  pur- 
pose of  manufacturing  alcohol.  Some  70  per 
cent  of  the  raw  material  from  which  it  is 
made  being  imported  from  the  United  States 
in  the  shape  of  Indian  corn.  Whatever  ex- 
cise we  may  choose  to  put  on,  may  be  gov- 
erned by  whatever  excise  they  are  charging 
in  the  United  States.  Whateverdutytheyput 
on  the  liquors  there  is  a  complete  barrier  to 
us  in  smuggling,  because  if  we  go  to  the  Un- 
ited States  and  purchase  liquor  in  bond, 
we  must  bring  it  into  our  ports  and  enter  it 
and  pay  customs  duty  on  it.  Consequently 
there  cannot  be  smuggling  in  that.  And  if 
we  purchase  liquor  out  of  bond  and  duty 
paid  in  the  United  States,  there  is  no  profit 
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smuggling  it  into  Canada  either.  There  is 
nothing  that  I  can  see  to  controvert  the  hon. 
gentleman's  argument,  if  the  people  choose  to 
raise  a  revenue  the  way  he  proposes.  In  my 
judgment  there  is  50  percent  too  much  duty 
on  spirits  already,  and  the  volume  of 
revenue  would  be  as  large  if  a  more 
moderate  duty  were  imposed.  I  presume, 
though,  that  the  government  are  the  best 
judges  in  the  matter,  but  if  the  taxes 
were  equalized  more,  it  would  be  better 
for  the  general  trade  and  there  would 
be  less  inducements  to  smuggle.  The 
tobacco  question  is  one  that  might  be 
studied  out  with  more  consideration  than  at 
present,  because  I  hold  that  the  manufac- 
ture of  tobacco  does  not  amount  to 
much  after  all.  The  consumer  has  to 
pay  more  than  he  should  for  the  article. 
We  have  to  import  our  tobacco — we  do 
not  grow  it  in  this  country.  The  little 
profit  that  might  be  made  out  of  its 
manufacture  in  two  or  three  factories  in 
Canada  is  not  worth  considering.  I  do  not 
know  that  we  can  discuss  the  subject  pro- 
perly here,  because  after  all  it  is  a  question 
for  business  men  to  decide,  and  I  would 
most  anxiously  wish,  if  possible,  that  we 
could  have  such  a  board  as  was  petitioned 
for  the  other  day — a  board  of  real  business 
men,  who  would  project  a  tariff  for  Canada 
that  would  really  be  suited  to  the  country 
instead  of  leaving  it  to  gentlemen  who  have 
had  very  little  experience  in  commerce. 

Hon.  Mr.  WARK— I  think  the  mover  of 
this  resolution  has  fallen  into  an  error  with 
respect  to  the  effect  of  raising  rates  of  taxa- 
tion. In  some  cases  if  a  rate  is  raised  the 
revenue  is  increased.  For  instance,  there  is 
no  evading  an  income  tax.  In  England  put 
on  a  penny  and  it  produces  so  many  millions 
of  dollars  revenue,  but  it  is  altogether  differ- 
ent in  taxing  articles  of  consumption.  It 
was  the  impression,  I  know,  at  one  time  that 
you  have  only  to  raise  the  duty  and  you  will 
get  more  revenue  from  it,  and  you  have  only 
to  reduce  it  and  it  takes  a  portion  of  the 
revenue  off.  I  remember  an  instance  a  good 
many  years  ago,  when  a  change  of  tariff, 
made  under  that  impression,  created  quite  a 
disappointment.  It  was  thought  that  the 
revenue  was  more  than  sufficient  to  provide 
for  the  expenditure  of  the  country.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  reduced  the 
duty  on  tea  one-half,  and  to  the  surprise  of 
himself  and  the  country  more  revenue  was 
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raised  from  tea  that  year  than  hod  been 
raised  previously.  Again  you  may  reach  a 
point  beyond  which  people  cannot  bear  taxa- 
tion, and  when  you  try  to  go  beyond  that, 
people  give  up  the  use  of  the  article  alto- 
gether, so  that  by  increasing  the  tax  you  may 
get  no  revenue  at  all.  A  temperance  advo- 
cate could  not  wish  for  a  better  argument 
than  that  which  has  been  advanced  by  the 
hon.  gentleman  from  Marquette.  He  could 
go  to  the  consumer  and  say  "  the  govern- 
ment are  putting  an  increased  tax  on  your 
luxuries.  I  can  remember  when  tobacco 
paid  only  one  penny  a  pound,  but  it  has  been 
raised  and  raised  until  the  duty  is  more 
than  the  price  of  the  original  article,  and  I 
advi.<ie  you  to  give  up  the  pipe  altogether." 
The  consequence  would  be  that  the  com- 
munity could  be  induced,  perhaps,  to  give 
up  the  use  of  tobacco  altogether.  There  is 
an  old  proverb  that  if  you  tread  on  the 
worm  it  will  turn,  and  if  you  impose  too 
heavy  a  tax  upon  the  people  who  use  liquor 
and  tobacco,  you  can  very  easily  persuade 
them  that  they  can  do  perfectly  well  with- 
out either  and  they  will  do  without  them. 
The  temperance  advocate  would  need  no 
better  argument  than  the  one  which  the 
hon.  gentlemen  put  in  their  mouths  for  a 
crusade  against  intoxicating  drinks  and 
tobacco. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— The  hon.  gentleman 
from  Shell  River  will  have  an  opportunity 
now  to  reflect  upon  the  ingratitude  of  man. 
The  hon.  gentleman  found  the  government 
in  a  difficulty  in  respect  to  the  revenue — he 
found  that  they  expected  to  have  during  the 
present  year  a  deficit  of  something  over 
$4,000,000.  The  hon.  gentleman,  out  of  the 
goodness  of  his  heart,  undertook  to  point  out 
to  the  government  how  that  amount  might 
be  raised  without  any  injury  to  the  countiy, 
and  instead  of  the  advice  being  received  with 
gratitude  and  with  applause  by  supporters 
of  the  government,  he  is  met  with  a  very 
severe  rebuke  by  the  hon.  gentleman  from 
Kennebec  division,  and  with  anything  but  a 
cordial  reception  from  the  hon.  gentleman 
from  Lunenburg.  T  asked  the  hon.  gentle- 
man a  question  with  re.spect  to  smuggling, 
and  I  find  that  the  hon.  gentleman  from 
Kennebec  division  and  the  hon.  gentleman 
from  York  (N.B.)  who  has  just  taken 
his  seat  and  whom  we  are  all  delighted  to 
hear  speak  once  again  in  the  House,  seemed 
to  think  there  was  some  force  in  the  point 


to  which  my  question  was  directed ;  but  the 
hon.  gentleman  from  St.  John,  who  has  per- 
haps rather  more  practical  knowledge  of  the 
business  than  these  hon.  gentlemen,  is  appar- 
ently of  a  different  opinion.  He  has  gives 
a  very  substantial  reason  why  we  should  not 
look  for  very  much  more  smuggling  if  tb' 
duties  were  increased,  so  as  not  to  exceed 
the  excise  duties  of  the  United  States. 

Hon.  Mr.  DEVER— I  did  not  agtw 
wholly  with  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Mar- 
quette. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  rose  largely  kt 
the  purpose  of  expressing  my  regret  at  the 
fact  that  there  was  so  much  human  nature 
in  the  supporters  of  the  government  in  the 
Senate.  I  quite  concur  in  what  has  bet-n 
said  as  to  the  desirability  of  raising  the 
largest  practicable  revenue  from  liquor. 
There  is  one  circumstance  to  which 
attention  has  not  been  called  and  which 
I  think  deserves  some  consideration.  The 
hon.  gentleman  who  has  charge  of  the 
finances  of  this  country,  in  his  early  days, 
was  above  all  things  an  advocate  of  tem- 
perance— in  fact,  he  was  in  favour  of  total 
prohibition.  The  hon.  gentleman  from 
Wolseley  says  he  is  that  yet.  If  that  is  the 
case,  the  hon.  Minister  of  Finance,  if  he 
were  within  bearing  of  the  hon.  gentleman 
from  Shell  River,  should  rise  up  and  oil 
him  blessed  for  having  indicated  to  him  how 
he  can  remove  his  deficit  and  carry  out  his 
— I  will  not  say  hereditary  principles,  but 
his  ancient  principles,  at  the  same  time — 
how  can  he  raise  a  revenue  and  tend  to 
promote  sobriety,  and  I  hope  that  when 
the  leader  of  the  government  comes  to  sar 
a  word  on  this  subject,  if  he  does  say  any- 
thing, he  will  show  a  little  more  gratitude 
than  has  been  shown  by  some  of  his  sup- 
porters in  this  House. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALMON — I  do  not  often  get 
an  opportunity  to  follow  the  hon.  gentleman 
from  Halifax,  because  as  a  rule  the  hon. 
member  from  Lunenburg  rises  to  reply.  But 
in  this  instance  the  hon.  gentleman  from 
Lunenburg  has  spoken  first,  and  he  is  not 
at  liberty  to  follow  his  usual  practice.  My 
colleague  from  Halifax,  year  after  year, 
when  there  was  a  surplus,  spoke  of  the  sur- 
plus as  money  stolen  from  the  people.  Now, 
when  there  are  deficits,  he  is  not  pleased 
either.     He  puts  me  in  mind  of  the  soldier 
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"who  was  tied  up 
-whipped.     The  man 


to 


the  triangles  to  be 
in  charge  of  the  cat 
struck  him  on  the  shoulder,  but  the  soldier 
said,  "  Oh,  don't  hit  me  there."  He  struck 
lower  down,  and  the  soldier  said,  "  Don't 
hit  me  there."  After  a  few  more  blows 
-with  the  same  result,  he  threw  down  the 
cat  and  said,  "  Damn  it,  there  is  no  pleasing 
you."  It  is  the  same  way  with  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  Halifax — he  is  not  pleased 
when  there  is  a  deficit  and  he  is  not  pleased 
when  there  is  a  surplus.  Now,  I  shall  leave 
him  to  say  which  horn  of  the  dilemma  he 
is  most  pleased  with. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I 
can  scarcely  believe  that  my  hon.  friend 
who  has  moved  this  motion  expected  its 
adoption  by  the  Senate.  It  involves  a 
-change  in  the  whole  fiscal  policy  of  the 
the  country,  and  if  carried  out  in  their  en- 
tirety, might  possibly  have  the  result  that 
he  anticipates.  He  has  been  so  well  an- 
swered by  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Kenne- 
bec that  I  need  only  repeat  what  he  said — 
his  argument  amounts  to  this,  that  if  he 
multiplies  a  figure  by  two,  he  will  get  a 
much  larger  revenue  by  multiplying  by  a 
larger  figure.  I  do  not  think  it  all  neces- 
sary to  enter  into  a  general  discussion  of  a 
question  involving  so  grave  a  principle  as 
the  one  that  he  has  propounded  to  the 
House.  To  treat  it  seriously  if  I  under- 
stand his  motion,  it  means  this,  that  you 
should  increase  the  excise  duty  on  spirits, 
tobacco  and  beer  to  a  sum  equal  to  that  im- 
posed upon  those  articles  when  imported, 
and  by  doing  so  you  would  increase  the 
revenue,  by  a  certain  sum.  If  the  hon. 
gentleman's  system  were  adopted,  all  the 
spirits  used  in  the  country  would  be  im- 
ported from  abroad ;  none  would  be  made 
here,  for  the  simple  reason  that  the  corn 
out  of  which  it  is  manufactured,  is  produced 
cheaper  in  a  foreign  country  than  it  is  here. 
He  has  only  to  compare  the  cost  of  pro- 
ducing spirits  in  the  large  distilleries  of 
Ohio  and  the  west  with  the  cost  of  pro- 
ducing .spirits  in  Canada,  to  see  how  fal- 
lacious his  argument  is.  It  resolves  itself 
into  this  narrow  compass — equalize  the  ex- 
cise and  custom  duties  and  you  close  every 
distillery,  tobacco  factory  and  brewery  in 
the  country.  If  that  would  prevent  the  con- 
sumption of  tobacco,  spirits  or  malt  liquors,  you 
might  say  that  much  good  would  be  done  to 
the  morals  of  the  people  of  this  country,  but 
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as  he  proposes  to  have  it  imported  from  a 
foreign  country  instead  of  being  made  here, 
the  result  would  be  the  destruction  of  the 
market  for  all  the  barley  that  is  grown  here 
and  every  other  grain  used  in  the  produc- 
tion of  these  spirits.  The  people  would 
have  the  privilege  of  paying  a  duty  upon  an 
article  manufactured  in  a  foreign  country, 
and  would  lose  whatever  benefit  would  be 
derived  from  the  local  industries.  That 
would  be  really  the  practical  result  if  his 
views  were  adopted.  I  do  not  think  this 
country  is  prepared  for  that.  If  you  close 
the  industries  of  the  country  and  leave  no 
employment  for  the  people,  whether  it  be  in 
the  production  of  one  article  or  another,  I 
should  like  my  hon.  friend  to  solve  the 
problem  as  to  where  you  would  find  the 
throats  to  swallow  the  liquor  from  whom 
the  revenue  is  raised.  If  you  have  nothing 
for  the  people  to  do  in  the  country,  they  will 
leave,  and  consume  the  products  of  the  country 
in  which  they  live.  I  was  not  a  little  pleased 
and  amused  at  the  remarks  which  fell  from  the 
senior  member  from  Halifax.  He  generally 
reads  us  a  lesson  on  the  manner  in  which  all 
subjects  should  be  treated  in  this  House, 
and  if  we  could  have  listened  to  him  with- 
out seeing  that  smile  on  his  countenance 
which  indicated  the  keenest  sarcasm  dealt 
out  to  the  hon.  member  for  Marquette,  we 
might  have  believed  him  to  be  very  sincere 
in  the  remarks  which  he  made  ;  but  sitting 
in  front  of  him  as  I  did,  and  reading  as  I 
thought  I  could  read,  his  real,  inward  feel- 
ing, as  indicated  by  the  smile  on  his  counte- 
nance, I  do  not  think  there  is  any  difficulty 
in  arriving  at  a  correct  conclusion  as  to  his 
meaning  when  he  gave  us  that  little  lesson. 
My  hon.  friend  from  Marquette,  I  suppose, 
does  not  mean  to  put  this  motion  to  a  vote. 
I  have  no  objection,  if  he  wishes  it,  to  test 
the  opinion  of  the  Senate  on  a  question  of 
such  vital  importance.  I  could  not  help 
thinking  when  I  heard  the  story  told  by  the 
hon.  gentleman  from  Kennebec,  that  he 
might  have  gone  a  little  further  and  quoted 
from  Shakespeare  the  expression  of  Pi-ince 
Hal  when  he  read  the  account  of  FalstaflTo 
personal  expenses — "  O,  monstrous,  but  one- 
half  pennyworth  of  bread  to  this  intolerable 
deal  of  sack." 

Perhaps  itis  notstrictly  parliamentary,  but 
it  strikes  me  that  the  quotation  is  so  pointed 
and  so  applicable  to  the  speech  of  ray  hon. 
friend  that  he  will  forgive  me  for  reading  it. 
We  have  an  intolerable  amount  of  sack  for 
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a  very  little  bread,  or  in  other  words,  we 
have  a  great  deal  of  talk,  and  a  great  many 
statements  as  to  what  would  be  the  resu  t  by 
simple  multiplication  of  items  in  order  to 
increase  the  revenue,  with  a  very  little 
amount  of  logic  or  practical  knowledge  of 
the  subject  with  which  the  hon.  member  is 
dealing.  If  he  will  reflect  for  a  moment 
upon  the  few  words  uttered  by  pur  venera- 
ble friend  (Mr.  Wark)  he  will  find  that 
there  is  a  fund  of  wisdom  and  common 
sound  sense  iu  his  statements.  His  utter- 
ances were  few,  but  of  such  practical  charac- 
ter that  anyone  who  has  given  the  slightest 
attention  to  the  operation  of  th'i  excise  and 
customs  duties  and  their  effect  on  trade  gen- 
erally, must  come  to  the  conclusion  that 
that  gentleman  not  only  understood  what 
he  was  talking  about  but  had  a  practical 
knowledge  of  the  whole  subject.  If  you 
admit  any  such  scheme  as  that  propounded 
by  the  hon.  member  from  Marquette,  the 
result  will  be  that  indicated  by  the  hon. 
member  from  Kennebec. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— I  do  not  see  that 
there  has  been  any  attempt  to  confute  the 
statement  I  have  made.  There  has  been 
a  considerable  amount  of  denunciation,  but 
when  I  am  advocating  a  policy  and  produc- 
ing facts  and  figures  which  is  the  guide  to 
the  legislation  of  the  United  Kingdom  in 
regard  to  the  revenue  which  has  produced 
such  magnificent  results  in  that  country, 
I  can  afford  to  rest  my  case  upon  the 
position  which  has  been  assumed  there. 
What  I  am  advocating  here  is  identically 
the  method  that  has  been  adopted  in  Great 
Britain  with  regard  to  the  revenue — the 
method  that  has  resulted  in  not  much 
greater  consumption  of  spirits  and  a  less 
consumption  of  tobacco  there  than  here  ;  so 
that,  so  far  as  the  effect  upon  consumption 
of  spirits  is  concerned,  it  is  beneficial  from 
the  point  of  view  of  the  temperance  people ; 
so  far  as  the  revenue  is  concerned,  it  is 
beneficial  in  so  far  as  it  relieves  a  large 
portion  of  the  necessaries  of  life  from 
the  duty  they  are  subjected  to  and  places  it 
upon  that  which  is  not  a  necessary  of  life. 
I  can  rest  my  case  quite  fearlessly  upon 
the  broad  ground  that  the  policy  that  I 
am  advocating  is  the  policy  that  has  been 
pursued  for  the  past  50  years  so  successfully 
in  the  British  Isles,  where  the  hon.  leader 
of  this  government  came  from  in  his  youth, 
and  it  must  be  still  fresh  in  his  memory  at 


the  magnificent  effort  that   was    made  br 
Cobden  and  Bright  and  their  allies  to  throv 
off  the  burden  of  monopoly  engendered   bj 
the   protection  of   a  century  and    upwards. 
Seventeen  years  only  has  been  the  growth 
of  protection  in  Canada  and  the    etiort  :>> 
throw   it   off  here   is    comparatively    eaiv 
compared  with    the    efforts    put  forth   ii. 
Great  Britain  in  1845 ;  if  the  hon.  leader  of 
the  government  will  only  forego  the  politii^i 
benefits  he  may  derive   at  the    hands   '.4 
monopoly.     If  he  has  any  regard    for  pur- 
suing a  broad  and   liberal  policy  in  regard 
to  Canadian  unity  within  the  British   Em- 
pire under  the  bonds  of  the   British   consti- 
tution,   in   regard    to   the    employment   >.»f 
labour,  and  in  regard  to  the  advancement  •.•{ 
the  labouring  classes,  I  say  that  he  will  study 
the  figures  that  I  have  put  before  him  and 
compare  them  with  results  that  have  been 
obtained  in   regard    to   both    consumption 
and      revenue      in     Great     Britain      and 
see      what    effect     they      are     likely     0> 
produce  on  the  line  of  temperance.  I  believe 
there     are     four     millions     of     total     att- 
stainers    in    the  United    Kingdom.     That 
is  his  responsibility  to  the  country.     The 
hon.    member   from    Kennebec   division    is 
standing   up  in  his  place  as  one    who    is 
personally     benefited    by     the     protection 
put   upon    sugar.     300,000,000   pound:;  "t 
sugar   come  into  the  country  raw  and  it  is 
manufactured  by  him  under  the  sugar  trust, 
and  he  is  protected  in  that  manufacture  by 
upwards  of  J-cent  a  pound  by  special  and  fav- 
oured legislation  which  enables  him  to  collect 
it  from  the  whole  population  ;  the  whole  tax 
is  one  and  one-tenth  cent  per  pound  resul^ 
ing  in  a  tax  of  $3.3,000,000  upon  this  prime 
necessity.     I   do   not  know  whether  he  is 
defending  himself  for  private  reasons  against 
the  position  that  I  have  assumed,  but  it  is 
quite  a  difficult  thing  for  the  hon.  member 
from  Kennebec  to  rise  aiid  combat  the  state- 
ments I  have  made  in  order  to  transfer  the 
burden  of  taxation  from  sugar   to  spirits. 
To  his  soliloquy  on  the  folly  of  free  traders, 
given  as  follows  • — "  There  they  goes.    They 
fears  nothing,   'cos   they   knows   nothing.' 
I  might  add  :  "  They  has  nothing  "  because 
he  and  his  allies  "  has  it  all."      It  is  quite  a 
different  thing  for  the  leader  of  the  govern- 
ment, who  has  to  deal  with  these  matters 
honestly  between  one  portion  of  the  country 
and  another,  between   one  individual  ami 
another.     Why    the     trade    betweei   this 
country  and  the  West  India  Islands  should 
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be  closed  and  trade  opened  up  with  Kansas 
for  corn,  I  fail  to  see.  That  is  what  has 
taken  place ;  our  trade  between  St.  John 
and  the  West  Indies  that  used  to  flourish  is 
practically  closed. 

Hon.   Sir  MACKENZIE    BOWELL— 
Where  would  the  whisky  come  from  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— We  would  manu- 
facture    it.       Instead     of     manufacturing 
■whisky   from   the  raw  corn,  our  distillers 
under  the  pressure  of  competition  would  be 
compelled  to  use  malt,  in  order  to  compete 
with    the  Scotch   distillers   who  export  so 
largely,  and  into  such  competition  our  bar- 
ley could  enter  most  successfully  for  export. 
I     am      not      speaking     of      spirits,      or 
rum  ;  I  am  speaking  of  the  whole  question. 
At  the  present  moment  you  levy  the  duties 
in  such  a  way  that   you  close  up  your  trade 
between   the  maritime  provinces   and  the 
West  Indies,  and  you  open  up  trade  in  corn 
between   Windsor  and    Kansas.     We  can 
not  benefit   in  any   degree   from  the   corn 
which   goes   into   the  manufucture  of  our 
spirits,   except   by   its   passage  across   the 
river  from  Detroit.     There  is  a  duty  of  7J 
cts.  a  busbel  on  that  corn  imported  into  this 
country,  but  what  is  7  J  cents  duty  on  six 
hundred  thousand  bushels   of    com  used  by 
the  distillers,  $42,000,   beside  an  increase 
of  two  or  three  million  dollars  on  spirits 
alone.     It  is  protection  that    manipulates 
the  legislation   to  the  destruction   of  one 
point  and  the  elevation  of  another.     That 
is  the  principle  we  are  acting   upon  at   pre- 
sent— a  principle  which  I  hope  will  soon  be 
abandoned  for  the  sake  of  the  greater  deve- 
lopment of  the  Dominion,  for  the  sake  of  the 
extension  of  this  country  upon  the  brond 
principle  of  cheapening   the  cost  of  produc- 
tion in  order  that  ]alx)ur  may  benefit   more 
through  thedevelopmentof  capitaland  wealth. 
The  leader   of  the  government  argues  that 
the  result  of  this  policy  would  be  that  there 
would    be    nobody  left  in  this  countrj'  to 
drink  anything,  but  experience  has  shown 
that  by  cheapening  the  cost  of  production 
you  do  not  decrease  the    population   who 
•  enjoy     the    benefits.       You   may    change 
the  methods  of  industrial  works,  but  you  do 
not  destroy  the  demand  for  employment,  or 
destroy  population,  just    the   reverse.      If 
08  the   hon.    leader    says    he    must    vote 
against  the  motion  because  its  effect  will 
be  to  destroy  the  fiscal  fabric   which  is  now 


the  policy  of  the  government,  I  can  only 
say  that  it  would  be  well  for  the  leader  of 
the  government  in  that  case  to  consider  the 
wisdom  of  building  the  fiscal  fabric  of  the 
country  anew  and  upon  a  solider  basis,  and 
a  basis  that  has  proved  so  successful  in  the 
United  Kingdom.  The  fact  that  other 
nations  have  not  the  constitution!  1  ability 
to  rid  themselves  of  the  monopoly  engender- 
ed by  protection  is  no  argument  to  the  con- 
trary. I  have  no  desire  to  impose 
the  resolution  if  the  House  will  permit 
me  to  withdraw  it,  but  I  think  the 
hon.  gentlemen  should  fairly  say  that  the 
figures  are  correct,  because  if  they  say  they 
are  not,  they  should  be  proved  to  be  so. 

Hon.  Mr.  ARSENAULT— Strong  a  sup- 
porter of  the  government  as  I  am,  1  would 
certainly  oppose  this  motion  if  it  were 
proposed  by  the  leader,  let  al(ine  being  pro- 
posed by  a  member  of  the  opposition.  With 
regard  to  liquors  I  will  say  nothing,  as 
other  gentlemen  have  dealt  with  that  item 
in  a  satisfactory  manner.  We  all  know  that 
tobacco  is  very  extensively  used  by  rich  and 
poor,  by  the  labouring  classes  especially,  and 
the  taxes  they  now  pay  on  it  are  about  as 
high  as  they  can  afibrd.  You  might  as 
well  try  to  send  the  fisherman  out  to  tea  to 
fish  without  nets,  lines  and  bait,  as  to  send 
him  without  his  tobacco.  It  is  the  same 
with  the  lumbermen,  and  with  nearly  all 
labouring  men.  It  is  a  comfort  to  them  to 
have  a  smoke,  and  they  will  have  it.  The  rich 
man  has  his  smoke,  and  manyother  luxuries  ; 
he  can  well  afford  to  pay  for  them  and  no 
one  finds  fault.  On  manufactured  tobacco 
there  is  now  a  tax  in  the  shape  of  duty  and 
excise  of  over  twenty-five  cents  per  pound, 
and  if  you  add  ten  cents  more  on  the  im- 
portation or  manufacture,  that  means  fifteen 
cents  more  per  pound  to  the  consumer. 
Manufactured  tobacco  sells  now  at  sixty 
cents  per  pound ;  add  fifteen  cents  and  you 
have  seventy-five  cents,  thirty-five  cents  of 
which  is  duty  and  excise.  Why  should  the 
poor  man  be  so  heavily  taxed  on  the  only 
luxury  he  can  afford  to  enjoy  ?  Why  would 
you  impose  such  a  penalty  on  him,  in  order 
to  raise  a  revenue  for  the  benefit  of  the  rich 
man,  whilst  the  poor  man  is  very  seldom 
benefited  with  the  smallest  portion  1  I 
shall  certainly  vote  against  the  resolution. 

The  SPEAKER— Does  the  hon.  member 
withdraw  his  motion  ? 
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Hon.  Mr  BOULTON— I  withdraw  the 
motion  o^  the  ground  that  the  question  be- 
fore the  House  is  a  matter  of  fact  and  there- 
fore not  debatable. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I 
would  suggest  if  we  are  to  have  a  matter  of 
fact  resolution  which  is  not  debatable  on  the 
paper  that  it  should  be  ruled  out  of  order, 
but  if  it  is  debatable  we  could  vote  upon  it. 
It  is  just  as  well  the  Senate  should  declare 
whether  we  should  adopt  this  system 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— The  question  is 
not  whether  we  shall  adopt  that  system,  but 
whether  by  pursuing  a  certain  course,  such 
a  result  will  follow. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I 
do  not  know  what  the  hon.  gentleman 
means  by  saying  the  question  before 
the  Senate  affirms  no  principle.  If  you 
say  "  yes,"  it  will  devolve  upon  the  govern- 
ment, if  they  act  in  accordance  with  the 
opinions  of  this  House,  to  change  the  pre- 
sent system  of  taxation.  If  you  say  "  no," 
it  leaves  the  government  free.  You  could 
not  put  a  proposition  in  a  fairer  and  more 
distinct  form  than  this  is  put. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— The  facts  happen 
to  be  against  the  government  ;  that  is  all. 
Do  I  understand  the  government  supporters 
propose  to  vote  that  two  and  two  do  not 
make  four  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  MASSON— They  may  vote  that 
an  increase  of  the  excise  will  not  increase 
the  revenue. 

The  House  divided  on  the  motion  which 
was  rejected  on  the  following  division: 

COSTENTS. 

The  Hon.  Messieurs 

Boulton,  McLaren, 

Power,  Scott. — 4. 

NO.N-COSTENTS. 

The  Hon.  Messieurs 


Almon, 

Armand, 

Arsenanlt, 

Bemier, 

Bolduc, 

Boucherville,  de 


Bo  well  (Sir  Mackenzie),  Per  ley, 
Casgrain,  Poirier, 

Clemow,  Primrose, 


McDonald  (C.B,), 

McKay, 

Macdonald  (P.E.I. ), 

Macfarlane, 

Maclnnes  (Burlington), 

Mason, 


DeBlois, 

Dever, 

Dickey, 

Drummond, 

Ferguson  (P.E.I.), 

Kaulbach, 

Landry, 

Lougheed, 


Prowae, 

Read  (Qnint^), 

Robitaille, 

Smith  (Sir  Frank), 

Sutherland, 

Vidal, 

Wark.— 33. 


SECOND  READING. 

Bill   (95)    "An   Act   to  incorporate  the 
Grand  Falls  Water  Power  and  Boom  Com- 
(Mr.  Perley,) 


pany. 


THIRD  READING. 


Bill  (54)  "  An  Act  to  incorporate  the 
Ottawa  Railway  and  Bridge  Company." — 
(Mr.  Clemow.) 

BILL  INTRODUCED. 

Bill  (79)  "  An  Act  to  incorporate  Gilmour 
<fe  Hughson  (limited)." — (Mr.  Clemow). 

The  Senate  then  adjourned. 


THE  SENATE. 


Ottaioa,  Monday,  17 ik  June,  1893. 

The  SPEAKER  took  the  Chair  at  Three 
o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 
BAIE  DES    CHALEURS  SCANDAL. 

MOTION. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY  moved  for  an  order 
of  the  Senate  for  copies  of  the  following 
papers : — 

1.  The  sworn  declaration  of  M.  Francois  Lange- 
lier,  Member  for  Quebec  Centre,  given  on  the  Bth 
November,  1891,  before  the  Royal  Commission 
which  investigated  the  Baie  des  Chaleurs  scandal, 
stating  that  ne  endorsod  M.  Pacand's  and  M. 
Tarte's  promisory  notes,  but  that  he  never,  direct- 
ly or  indirectly,  profited  a  cent  by  them. 

2.  The  sworn  declaration  of  the  said  Franrois 
Langelier,  stating  that  when  he  gave  those  noXes, 
he  calculated  that  those  notes  would  be  paid  by 
subscription,  adding :  "  We  calculated  that  we 
would  not  have  to  pay  a  cent  on  the  aniouut  of 
those  notes  and  we  were  determined,  if  we  had  to 
pay,  to  each  pay  our  share  of  the  amount.'* 

.3.  The  sworn  declaration  of  the  ^id  Francois 
Langelier,  stating  that  as  to  the  notes  conceminj; 
the  contestations,  "  We  calculated,  as  he  said,  that 
the  amount  would  be  paid  by  the  deposits,  when 
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the  deposits  were  withdrawn,  and  that  if  their  was 
anything  lost  out  of  these  amounts,  we  would  bear 
the  loss  between  us,  saving  the  attempt  to  get 
assistance  from  friends  as  we  done  previously." 

4.  The  sworn  declaration  of  Ernest  Pacand, 
making  the  following  statement :  "  Whether  there 
-was  a  settlement  of  the  election  contestations  or 
the  (lisposits  were  withdrawn  in  any  other  way, 
the  deposits  were  applied  to  paying  the  notes,  and 
then  those  who  had  signed  were  no  longer  Uable." 
"  Q.  When  you  had  the  notes  for  election  ex- 
penses signed  and  discounted,  you  intended  to  get 
political  subscriptions  to  cover  these  notes  ?" 
"A.    Yes." 

• '  Did  you  start  these  subscriptions  afterwards  !  " 
"  A.     No,  because  I  had  other  money   to   pay 
them.    1  had  some  subscriptions,  but  I  did  not  push 
them  as  I  had  other  money  to  pay  the  notes." 
"  Q.   Money  from  the  $100,000  ?  " 
"  A .  Yes. 

"  Q.   Which  went  to  pay  this  ?  " 
"A.   Yes,  Your  Honour." 

5.  The  following  promissory  notes  or  any  other, 
endorsed  by  the  said  Francois  Langelier,  and  paid 
by  M.  Pacaud  out  of  the  $100,000  of  the  Baie  des 
Chaleurs  boodle. 


fS.OOO.OO. 


La  Baxqoi  du  Pkdple, 

28th  February,  1891, 

QOEBEC. 


EXHIBIT  No.  88-1. 

15,500 

QCKBEC,  28th  February,  1891. 

Two  months  after  date,  for 
value  received,  I  promise  to 
pay  to 


the  order  of  the 
honourable  Honors  Mercier, 
the  sum  of  five  thousand 
dollars. 

(Signed)    ERNEST  PACAUD. 

Endorsed— Hos  OR*  Merciek,  F.  Lasoe- 
UEK,  C.  A.  P.  Pelletier, 
Ernest  Pacaud. 

Protested   for  non-payment,  Quebec,  1st  May, 
1891  ;  costs,  $3.58.     C.  T.,  N.P. 


$5,000.00. 


Paid 

6th  May.  189:, 

QVKBEC. 


QrEBEC,  6th  .May,  1891. 

The  Bantxue  du  Peuple. 
Pay  to  (M.  note)  or  bearer, 
five  thousand  dollars. 


(Signed)    ERNEST  PACAUD. 


1895. 
$1,000.00.  Quebec,  11th  May,  1891. 

LA  BANQUE  DU  PEUPLE. 
Pay  to  (Tarte's  note)  or  bearer,  one  thousand 
dollars. 

(Signed)    ERNEST  PACAUD. 


EXHIBIT  No.  88-10. 

$1,000.00.  Quebec;,  3l8t  March,  1891. 

Two  months  after  date,  I  promise  to  pay  to  the 
order  of  Ernest  Pacand,  one  thousand  dollars,  for 
value  received. 

(Signed)    J.  ISRAEL  TARTE. 


Endorsed— ERXE.ST  Pacaud, 
P.  Langelier. 


Baique  dd  Picple 
nth  May,  1891, 

QnKBEC. 


Banqde  on  Fedple, 

Utb  Hay,  1895, 

Quebec. 


Basque  dd  Feufle, 

Paid 

nth  May,  1891, 

Quebec. 


$5,000.00. 


EXHIBIT  No.  88-9. 


I — 

The  Bahqoe  Rationale, 

6th  April,  1891, 

Quebec. 


Quebec,  Ist  April,  1891. 

Four  months  after  date, 
for  valuereeeived, I  promise 
to  pay  to  the  order  of  the 
Honourable  Honor^  Mer- 
cier, the  sum  of  five  thou- 
sand dollars. 


4th  August.         (Signed)    ERNEST  PACAUD. 

Endorsed — Honors  Mercier,  J.  Israel  Tarte, 
C.  A.  P.  Pelletier,  Chs.  Lakrelier, 
F.  Langelier,  G.  Demer.s. 


Quebec,  22nd  July,  1891. 


Dnion  Bask  of  Canada, 
22nd  July,  1891,  accepted, 
Quebec. 


Union  Bakk  of  Canada, 

22nd  July,  1891,  Paid 

Quebec, 


To  the  Cashier  of  the 
Union   Bank   of    Canada. 

Pay  to   or  bearer, 

five  thousand  dollars. 


(Signed) 
ERNEST  PACAUD. 

$5,000. 


The  Banoue  Nationale, 

6th  April,  1891, 
Quebec 


EXHIBIT  No.  89-90. 
$3,000  Quebec,  1st  April,  1891. 

Four  months  after  date, 
for  valne  received,  I  pro- 
mise to  pay  to  the  onler 
of  the  Honourable  Honor^ 
Mercier,  the  sum  of  three 
thousand  dollars. 

(Signed)    ERNEST  PACAUD. 
Endorsed — HosoR*  Mercier,  J.  Israel  Tarte, 
C.  A.  P.  Pelletier,  Chs.  Langelier, 
G.  Demers. 

ATTACHED. 

Quebec,  22nd  July,  1891. 


Union  Bank  op  Canada, 
Certified,  22nd  July,  1891, 
Quebec. 


Union  Bank  of  Canada, 

Paid,  22nd  July,  1891, 

Quebec. 


Union  Bank  of  Canada, 

pay or  bearer, 

five  thousand  dollars. 

(Signed) 
ERNEST  PACAUD. 
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15,000. 


7363 


EXHIBIT  No.  205. 

QcEBEC-,  15th  April,  1891. 


Property  of  the 
Union  Bade  of  G  amada 


Banque 
dollars. 


One  month  after  date, 
for  value  received,  I  pro- 
mise to  pay  to  the  order  of 
the  Honourable  Honori 
Mercier,  at  tlie  oiiice  of  the 
du  Peuple,   the    sum    of    five    thousand 

(Signed)    KRNEST  PACAUD. 


Endorsed — HosorA  Meb- 
ciEK,  Chs.  Lanoeuer, 
C.  A.  P.  Peixetier,  F. 
Lanoelier. 


Union  Bank  of  Canada, 
Paid,  May  9tb,lS9I. 


1895. 
$5,000. 


La  Banque  Nationale 

15th  April.  IS91, 

Qdebsc. 


EXHIBIT  No.  86-1. 

18,178 
Ql'EBEC,  15th  April,  1891. 
One  month  after  date,  for 
value  received,  I  promise  to 
pay  to  the  order  of  the  Hon- 
ourable Honor(5  Mercier,  at 
the  office  of  theUnionBank, 


-L. 


Lb  Banqdk  Nationale, 

Paid, 

15th  May,  1891, 

3  Quebec.  3 


the  sum  of  five  thousand  dollars. 

(Signed)    ERNEST  PACAUD. 
Endorsed— HosoRt  Mercier,  Ciis.  Lange- 
UEB,  C.  A.   P.  Pelletier,   F. 
Langelior,  Ernest  Pacaud. 

Quebec,  14th  May,  1891. 

The   Banque   Nationale. 
Pay  to  (note  of  the   18th 
May)  or  bearer,  five  thous- 
and dollars. 
(Signed)    ERNEST  PACAUD. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER — I  rise  to  a  question 
o£  order.  As  I  understand  the  motion,  the 
hon.  gentleman  asks  for  certain  papers 
which  were  submitted  before  a  Royal  Com- 
mission issued  by  the  Lieutenant-Governor 
of  the  province  of  Quebec.  Now,  the  Gov- 
ernor General  and  his  Council  have  nothing  ] 
to  do  with  those  papers.  They  are  not 
under  their  control  or  keeping,  and  if  the 
hon.  gentleman  wants  a  copy  of  them  the 
proper  place  to  apply  is  in  the  Quebec  legis- 
lature. I  do  not  intend  to  argue  the  ques- 
tion, but  it  is  clear  on  the  face  of  it  that  I 
this  is  not  the  place  to  ask  for  those  papers.  | 
We  had  an  inquiry  in  relation  to  the  Baie  1 
des  Chaleurs  matter  before  the  Senate,  but 
that  is  a  diflfereut  thing.  The  papers  and 
evidence  which  were  submitted  to  Com- 
missioners appointed  by  the  Lieutenant- 
Governor  of  the  Province  of  Quebec  should 
be  asked  for  in  the  legislature  of  that 
province. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— If  the  hon.  gentle- 
man will  refer  to  the  Debates,  he  will  notice  1 


that  all  these  papers  were  sent  bere  to 
Ottawa,  addressed  to  the  Secretary  of  State. 
for  the  Governor  General. 

Hon.  Mr.  ANGERS— I  do  not  think  that 
the  point  of  order  is  well  taken.  I  knoir 
that  some  of  the  documents,  the  correspond- 
ence exchanged  between  the  Lieutenant- 
Governor  of  the  province  of  Quebec  and  ti>r 
Prime  Minister  of  the  province  at  that  time, 
were  duly  forwarded  to  the  Governor  Gfn- 
eral. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Not  these  papers. 

Hon.  Mr.  ANGERS — Those  papers  upon 
motion  were  brought  before  this  House,  and 
if  I  recollect  right,  after  the  investigation 
so  as  to  fully  inform  the  officer  to  whom  the 
Lieutenant-Governor  of  the  province  of 
Quebec  was  responsible,  the  report  of  the 
Royal  Commission  also  must  bave  been 
transmitted.  There  was  never  any  motion 
to  have  the  whole  of  it  put  before  the  House. 
The  present  motion  is  to  have  a  portion  of 
it  brought  down.  If  this  report  was  made, 
there  can  be  no  objection  on  the  part  of  the 
government  to  have  the  papers  brought  be- 
fore the  House.  The  papers  are  a  portion 
of  the  public  records  of  the  Dominion. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

THE    LANGENBURG    AND    SOUTH- 
ERN RAILWAY  COMPANY'S  BILL. 

THIRD   READING. 

Hon.  Mr.  LOUGHEED  moved  the  third 
reading  of  Bill  (55)  "  An  Act  to  incorporate 
the  Langenburg  and  Southern  Railway 
Company". 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER — I  wish  to  make  just 
a  few  observations  before  this  bill  is  read 
the  third  time.  The  House  is,  as  a  rule,  re- 
luctant to  interfere  with  the  report  of  a 
committee,  but  there  is  no  absolute  rule  on 
the  matter.  If  there  were  any  impropriety 
in  the  House  undertaking  to  discuss  and 
if  it  thought  desirable  to  send  back  the  re- 
port of  a  committee,  parliament  in  its  vis- 
dom  would  not  have  provided  that  the  reports 
of  committees  should  come  before  the  House 
for  approval.  It  may  happen  sometimes 
that  the  report  of  a  commit- tee  does  not 
commend  itself  to  the  judgment  of  the 
majority  of  the  House,  and  then  it  is  per- 
fectly right  and  proper  for  the  House  to  ex- 
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press  its  opinion  on  the  report ;  and  particu- 
larly if  there  has  been  a  division  in  the  com- 
mittee itself,  there  is  not  the  slightest  reason 
why  the  conclusion  at  which  the  committee 
have  arrived  should  not  be  considered  by  the 
House. 

Now,  this  bill  is  one  which  deserves  some 
consideration  at  the  hands  of  the  Senate. 
There   was  a  division  of  the  committee  on 
the  matter,  and  there  may  be  some  hon. 
gentlemen  who  are  not  familiar  with  the 
bill.      It  may  be  well,  therefore,  to  briefly 
state  what  it  is  and  the  circumstances  under 
which  it  comes  before  the  Houre.      Some 
years   ago  parliament  incorporated  a  com- 
pany,  by  the  name  of  the    Manitoba  and 
North-western  Railway    Company,  for   the 
purpose   of   securing  the  construction  of  a 
railway  from  Portage  la  Prairie  to  Prince 
Albert.     The  original  a«t  has  been  amended 
on  several  occasions.     The  company  have 
been  granted  extensions  of  time,  and  other 
amendments  have  been  made  to  meet  their 
views.  They  borrowed  a  considerable  amount 
of   money — over  $2,000,000 — from  capital- 
ists in  England.     The  company  had  built  at 
that  time,  I  understand,  something  like  150 
miles  of   road.     They  had  completed  about 
150  miles,  for  which  they  were  in  debt,  and 
they  had  some  30  miles  under  construction, 
and  in  order  to  secure  the   money   which 
they   required,    they    mortgaged    the    first 
division  of  their    road    from    Portage    la 
Prairie,  to  a  point  at  or  near  Langenburg — 
180  miles — the  first  division  of  the  Manitoba 
and   North-western  Railway — to  the  Lon- 
don   capitalists    who   advanced    some    two 
millions  of  dollars.     Default  was  made  in 
the  interest,  and  the  holders  of  the  bonds 
and  mortgage  have  undertaken  to  realize  on 
their  security.     Litigation  is  going  on  be- 
tween the  two  parties ;  and  that  being  the 
position   of   affairs,    the   original  borrowers 
come  to  parliament  and  ask  us  to  incorporate 
this  company,  made  up  of  the  original  bor- 
rowers, who  propose  to  build  a  road  from 
Langenburg,  near  the  end  of  the  180  miles 
mortgaged  to  the  London  people,  running 
nearly  due  south    to  the  line  of  the  Can- 
adian Pacific  Railway.       The   effect   of  the 
construction  of   that  road  will  be  to  trans- 
form those  180  miles  which  were  mortgaged, 
as  the  first  division  of  the  Manitoba  and 
Northwestern   Railway   Company,    into    a 
purely  local  road,  while  the  through  business 
from  Prince  Albert,  if  there  is  any,  will  go 
I  the  new  road,  which  will  be  operated 


by  the  same  people  who  own  the  Manitobaand 
North-western  Railway — the  original  Mani- 
toba and  North-western  Railway  Company. 
The  natural  effect  of  that  will  be,  of  course,  to 
render  the  security  held  by  the  London 
lenders  of  money  worth  very  much  less  than 
it  would  be  under  other  circumstances. 
They  will  simply  hold  security  on  a  local 
road,  and  that  local  road  will  be  deprived 
of  the  important  branch  which  is  mentioned 
in  this  charter.  The  bill  which  is  asked 
for  is  not  such  legislation  as  would  commend 
itself  to  the  deliberate  judgment  of  any 
member  who  believes  that  justice  is  an  es- 
sential quality  in  law.  Some  people  think 
that  law  and  justice  are  not  identical,  but  in 
enacting  statutes  at  any  rate  we  should  try 
to  make  none  but  just  laws,  and  my  con- 
tention is  that  this  proposed  law  is  not  just. 
Substantially  it  mieans  that  the  borrowers  in 
this  case  get  the  legishtion  for  the  purpose 
of  diminishing  the  value  of  the  security 
which  they  offered  for  the  very  large  sum  of 
money  loaned  them  by  those  London  people. 
I  think  it  is  only  necessary  to  state  that 
position  to  make  it  clear  to  the  mind  of  any 
gentleman  who  looks  at  it  in  any  impartial 
way  that  the  object  of  the  bill  is  what  we 
might  call,  from  a  legislative  standpoint  at 
any  rate,  an  immoral  object.  It  has  been 
alleged  by  some  hon.  gentleman  that  we  need 
care  very  little  about  the  people  who  loan 
the  money  or  about  the  people  who  borrow- 
ed the  money  ;  all  we  need  care  about  is  the 
development  of  the  country.  I  do  not  think 
there  will  be  any  very  greatly  increased  de- 
velopment of  the  country  through  the  passing 
of  this  bill ;  but  surely  the  hon.  gentleman 
who  take  that  view  loses  sight  of  the  fact 
that  the  end  does  not  justify  the  means  and 
that  righteousness,  and  not  rapid  progress 
"is  the  thing  which  exalteth  a  nation." 
That  is  my  first  objection  to  this  legislation 
that  it  is  unjust  and,  in  a  wide  sense,  im- 
moral. My  seoond  objection  is  that  the 
passing  of  this  bill  into  law  will  be  injur- 
ious to  the  prospects  of  railway  building  in 
Canada,  and  more  particularly  in  the  North- 
west. Everyone  knows  how  sensitive  capital 
i«,  how  easy  it  is  to  frighten  it  away  from 
any  class  of  investments,  and  I  cannot  help 
feeling  that  the  effect  of  passing  this  mea- 
sure into  law  will  be  to  shake  the  faith 
of  capitalists  in  London,  and  elsewhere,  in 
our  Canadian  railway  securities.  If,  when 
promoters  in  this  country  go  to  London,  or 
New    York,    or   Paris  seeking  to  borrow 
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money  for  the  construction  of  a  railway  in 
Canada,  capitalists  feel  that  the  security 
which  is  offered  to  them  may  be  rendered, 
if  not  absolutely  valueless,  still  of  very  much 
less  value  than  they  are  given  to  under- 
stand it  possesses,  by  the  passing  of  new  legis- 
lation, they  will  hesitate  very  much  about 
lending  their  money  on  the  security  of  Cana- 
dian railways.  Take  the  very  instance  before 
us  ;  supposing  that  we  pa^s  this  legislation, 
and  money  is  borrowed  for  the  construction 
of  this  new  line,  and  supposing  such  difficul- 
ties arise  as  have  arisen  in  this  case,  there 
is  nothing  to  hinder  the  promoters  of  this 
company,  the  men  who  borrowed  something 
over  two  million  of  dollars  in  London  and 
who  probably  propose  to  borrow  more  money 
to  construct  this  road,  from  building  another 
road  starting  at  a  point  further  west  than 
Langenburg  and  cutting  out  the  road  which 
is  proposed  to  be  built  under  this  legislation. 
I  cannot  help  feeling  that  it  is  a  very 
dangerous  thing  indeed  for  us  to  do  anything 
which  is  calculated  to  shake  the  faith  of 
British,  American  or  French  investors  in  our 
railway  securities.  In  asking  that  this  bill 
be  not  read  the  third  time,  and  in  asking 
hon.  gentlemen  to  vote  against  the  third 
reading,  I  do  not  think  the  interests  of  any 
one  are  likely  to  suflfer  very  much.  The 
interests  of  both  parties  in  this  case  are 
identical ;  it  is  nearly  as  much  in  the  inter- 
ests of  the  bond  holders  of  the  first  division 
of  this  road  that  the  line  should  be  built  to 
Prince  Albert  and  that  it  should  do  a  large 
business,  as  it  is  in  the  interests  of  the  peo- 
ple who  are  now  seeking  to  have  this  bill 
passed.  The  more  business  is  done  over  the 
road  and  the  more  successful  it  is  the  better 
it  will  be  for  the  persons  who  own  the  first 
180  miles;  but  if  we  can  pass  this  bill  we 
put  it  into  the  power  of  the  people  who  get 
the  legislation  to  cut  off  this  road  frv)m 
Langenburg  to  Portage  la  Prairie  and  make 
it  a  purely  local  road.  If  we  do  not  pass 
this  legislation  and  leave  the  parties  to  set- 
tle with  one  another,  as  I  think  they  ought 
to  do,  what  will  be  the  effect?  The  bond 
holders,  or  mortgagees,  cannot  be  guilty  of 
any  very  serious  injustice  to  the  incorpora- 
tors of  this  new  company  or  to  the  original 
Manitoba  and  North-western  Railway  Com- 
pany ;  and  I  shall  just  read  a  couple  of  para- 
graphs of  the  petition  presented  on  behalf  of 
the  mortgagees  to  show  that : — 

20.  Ever  since  the  appointment  of  the  receiver 
(August,  1894),  the  road  has  been  operated  under 


an  agreement  between  the  Messrs.  Allan  and  ibt 
bondholders  ;  and  the  revenue  and  expcndituK  •  t 
the  whole  line  has  been  divided  according  !■'■ 
schedules  proposed  by  the  Messrs.  Allan  tbeir. 
selves  and  ratified  by  an  order  of  the  court  liMl 
.August,  1894.) 

21.  It  is  in  fact  absolutely  impossible  for  :iit 
bondholders  to  be  unreasonable,  even  were  thty 
foolish  enough  to  desire  to  injure  themselves  by  91 
doing,  for  the  following  reasons  ; — 

(1.)  Dnring  the  suit  there  exists  the  arrange- 
ment already  referred  to.  If  it  should  be  termi- 
nated at  auy  time  the  court  has  directed  its  nucier 
to  fix  a  proper  division  of  receipts  and  expendi- 
tures; 

(2. )  After  the  suit,  if  the  bondholders  or  others 
Ijecome  purchasers  of  the  180  miles,  the  railway 
act  (section  278)  provides  that  the  purchaser  can 
only  operate  the  road  for  a  year  under  licence  lobe 
obtained  from  the  Minister  of  Railways  ;  and  thai 
during  the  year  the  purchasers  must  come  to  P^r- 
liament  for  lea\  e  to  continue. 

22.  It  will,  therefore,  be  seen  that  it  is  out  cf 
the  power  of  the  bondholders  to  be  uureasouable. 
Dunng  the  suit  the  court,  and  after  the  suit  the 
Minister  of  Railways  and  Parliament,  regnlate  :he 
relations  between  the  bondholders  and  the  Messn. 
Allan. 

Now,  hon.  gentlemen,  I  do  not  think  there 
is  any  absolute  and  urgent  necessity  for  the 
passage  of  the  bill  before  us  to  justify  this 
House  in  passing  it.  Those  people  entered 
into  arrangements  and  agreement  s  with  one 
another,  and  I  think  we  had  better  let  them 
fight  the  questions  out  themselves,  and  not. 
interfere  until  it  is  absolutely  necessary. 
This  bill  is  really  such  legislation  as  in  the 
United  States  would  be  held  unconstitution- 
al, inasmuch  as  it  is  tu  alter  contracts  which 
have  been  made  between  parties.  There  is 
just  one  other  observation  which  I  may 
make  incidentally — that  if  this  bill  passes 
and  the  original  Manitoba  and  North-west- 
ern Railway  Company  undertake  to  con- 
struct this  road,  they  will  find  it  much  more 
difficult  to  borrow  money  on  their  road  to 
Prince  Albert  than  they  would  otherwise, 
because  the  whole  road  from  Prince  Albert 
to  Portage  la  Prairie  is  a  belter  security  and 
investment  than  the  road  from  Prince  Al- 
bert to  Fleming.  I  think  that  is  the  name 
of  the  station  on  the  Canadian  Pacific  Rail- 
way which  they  propose  to  select.  Under 
the  circumstances  we  should  defer  this  bill 
until  next  session  at  any  rate,  and  I  have  no 
doubt  but  that  in  the  meanwhile  the  parties 
will  have  agreed  among  themselves  upon 
some  reasonable  and  equitable  arrangement. 
I  think  that  we  should  reject  this  bill. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— I  was  on  the 
Railway  Committee  and  voted  for  this  bill 
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because  I  was  under  the  impression   that 
those   who   held   the  180  miles  were  quite 
satisfied  with   the  lien  they  had  upon  that 
section  and   had   no  interest  in   the  road 
going  to  Prince  Albert — that  it   would  not 
be  built  by  them  and  as  they  had  the  end 
of   it,   they  could   by    reason  of  that  fact, 
prevent  the  road  being  built,  and  the  object 
-was  to  place  the  parties  in  a  position  under 
this  bill  so  that  they  could  not  fairly  nego- 
tiate with  theownersor  mortgagees  of  the  180 
miles,  who  are  trying  to  E>eparate  it  from  the 
rest  of  the  railway  and    leave    the   Lne    be- 
yond Langenburg  worthless,  without  an  out- 
let.    The    Allans    desire    that  the    whole 
line    to    Prince   Albert    should    be    built. 
Unless    they     got     this    bill    they    would 
be   paralyzed  and   could  not  continue  the 
road  to  Prince  Albert  and  it  would  not  be 
built.     They  want  another  road   down   to 
connect  with  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
so  that  they  will  be  in  a  position  to  ne- 
gotiate with  those  holding  the  180  miles, 
and    come    to   favourable   terms ;  therefore 
the     suggestion     my     hon.     friend     from 
Halifax  makes  to  wait  a  year  and  give  them 
an   opportunity   to  negotiate  among  them- 
selves would  be  futile.     I  do  not  think  this 
road  will  ever  be  built,  but  I   want  to  see 
this  company  in  a  position  to  say  to  those 
who  own  the  180  miles  "come  to  fair  terms 
and  let  us  have  the  rood  built  to  Prince 
Albert,  you  have  the  paying  ]>art  of  it,  and 
you  want  to  frustrate  the  object  and  inten- 
tion of  the  legislature   to  build  the  road 
through  to  Prince  Albert."     I  voted  for  the 
bill  believing  it  would  be  the  means  of  con- 
tinuing this  road,  as  was  intended   by  the 
pre^'ious  grant,  and  the  refusal  of  this  char- 
ter will  prevent  the  completion  of  the  road, 
which  in  the  public  interest  should  extend 
to  Prince  Albert. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCALLUM — As  a  member 
of  that  committee  my  hon.  friend  from 
Halifax  says  that  it  would  be  better  to  let 
the  company  and  the  mortgagees  fight  this 
among  themselves,  that  we  should  not  inter- 
fere. He  says  their  interests  are  identical. 
But  I  would  remind  the  hon.  gentleman 
that  there  is  a  third  party,  the  people  who 
live  in  the  vicinity  of  the  road  and  expect 
to  get  railway  facilities  to  bring  their  pro- 
duce to  market,  and  it  is  their  interests 
that  I  want  to  look  after.  The  parties  who 
hold  a  mortgage  on  the  road,  have  taken 
their  security  and  should  look  to  it.    .They 


invested  their  money  but  that  does  not 
justify  them  in  retarding  railway  construc- 
I  tion  in  the  North-west  for  those  people  who 
,  need  an  outlet.  There  are  people  living  at 
Elkhorn,  on  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway, 
and  Langenburg,  a  distance  of  70  mUes. 
If  the  company  build  the  line  across  they 
will  give  those  people  railway  facilities. 
Are  we  here  to  legislate  in  the  interest  of 
bondholders  who  have  made  a  bad  bargain, 
or  are  we  here  to  legislate  in  the  interest  of 
the  people  of  this  country  who  want  an  out- 
let 1  There  is  no  use  coming  here  and  say- 
ing the  company  did  not  meet  the  interest 
on  the  mortgage  when  it  was  due  and  there- 
fore the  people  in  that  country  must  not 
have  railway  facilities.  As  I  understand  it, 
the  promoters  of  the  bill  before  the  House 
now  WHnt  to  construct  a  railway  to  give  an 
outlet  to  the  pecple.  They  have  spent  a 
large  amount  of  money  in  that  part  of  the 
country  already,  and  in  order  to  be  able  to 
utilize  what  they  have  spent,  they  want 
this  legislation.  Are  we  going  to  tell  them 
"You  shall  not  go  any  further  with  your  rail- 
way until  you  pay  the  mortgagees  the  last  dol- 
lar." The  intierests  of  the  poor  people  that 
are  struggling  now  in  the  North-west  will 
govern  my  vote  here.  Therefore,  I  have 
much  pleasure  in  supporting  the  bill. 

Hon.  Mr.  BELLEROSE— I  am  a  mem- 
ber of  the  committee  and  before  the  com- 
mittee met  I  had  a  conversation  with  the 
petitioner  who  spoke  to  me  about  that  road, 
and  I  gave  it  as  my  probable  decision  that 
I  should  support  the  bill,  because  I  have 
always  been  in  favour  of  colonization  rail- 
ways, and  if  everything  was  as  he  repre- 
sented it,  I  should  most  certainly  vote  for 
the  bill  ;  but  when  the  matter  was  before 
the  committee,  and  the  representatives,  not 
only  of  the  petitioners,  but  of  the  bond  hold- 
ers in  England,  were  present  and  I  heard 
the  discussion  and  learned  all  the  facts  I 
could  not  help  believing  that  it  would  be 
unjust  and  unfair  to  the  bondholders  to 
grant  this  legislation.  The  argument  of 
the  hon  gentleman  from  Monck  is  good — it 
is  an  argument  which  we  use  very  often, 
that  a  railway  is  in  the  interest  of  the  set- 
ters and  of  the  country  as  a  whole.  It 
helps  colonization,  it  is  true,  but  there  is 
another  thing  which  we  must  not  lose  sight 
of — we  must  not  steal  the  money  of  our 
neighbours  to  build  our  railways.  My  con- 
viction is  that  that  is  what  we  are  asked  to 
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do  now.  What  are  the  facts  1  The  com- 
pany got  an  act  of  incorporation  three  or 
four  years  ago  from  the  Canadian  Parlia- 
ment. They  went  on  and  built  130  miles 
of  the  railway  on  which  they  gave  a  mort- 
gage to  the  bondholders  in  England.  That 
was  only  130  miles  out  of  over  400  miles, 
which  their  charter  covered.  When 
the  bondholders  in  England  accepted 
the  mortgage  on  130  miles  already  built, 
was  it  not  with  a  view  that  when  the 
400  miles  should  be  completed  their 
mortgage  would  be  safe  ?  They  took  a  risk, 
no  doubt,  but  there  is  risk  in  all  business 
and  even  in  every  day  life.  They  under- 
took a  risk,  but  as  there  waus  1 30  miles  of 
the  road  already  built  they  assumed  that 
risk  willingly.  What  right  has  this  Parlia- 
ment now  to  relie^'e  the  company  of  their 
obligAtion  to  build  the  300  miles  still  un- 
built? Is  that  in  our  power?  No  doubt 
Parliament  is  supreme  and  can  do  what  it 
pleases,  but  when  I  speak  of  having  the 
power,  I  mean  in  equity  and  justice ;  have 
we  the  right  to  deprive  the  bondholders  in 
England  of  the  advantage  they  would  have 
when  the  whole  road  to  Prince  Albert  is 
built?  I  say  so — it  is  an  injustice.  More 
than  that,  we  are  injuring  the  public  credit. 
Hereafter  another  company  may  go  to  Eng- 
land and  ask  for  money,  showing  their  act 
of  incorporation,  and  explaining  that  one- 
fifth  or  one-tenth  of  the  line  has  been  built 
already  on  which  they  are  prepared  to  give 
a  mortgage,  and  they  will  be  told  "  Oh,  your 
Parliament  of  Canada  has  no  respect  for 
obligations  contracted  by  a  company, — no 
respects  for  vested  rights."  I  consider  the 
whole  thing  is  against  the  public  interest 
and  I  felt  that  I  was  bound  to  change  my 
views.  I  said  "I  came  here  prepared  to 
vote  for  the  bill  in  the  committee,  but  I  shall 
be  obliged  to  vote  against  it  after  hearing 
both  sides  of  the  question."  I  cannot  sup- 
port such  a  measure. 

Hon.  Mr.  DRUMMOND— As  I  had  the 
advantage  of  being  present  at  the  discussion 
of  this  question  in  the  Railway  Committee, 
and  paid  considerable  attention  to  the  sub- 
ject, I  will  be  excused  if  I  make  a  few  ob- 
servations on  the  bill  more  especially  in  re- 
ply to  the  remarks  which  we  have  heard  up- 
on it  from  the  hon.  member  from  Halifax. 
The  bill  was  discussed  fully  and  all  the  part- 
ies were  heard  at  considerable  length  in  the 
Railway  Committee.     On  the  one  side  Mr. 


Allan   was   questioned    very    fully   and  his 
answers  struck  me  as   being  frank  and  dis- 
passionate and  in  every  way  reliable.       The 
hon.  member  from  Halifax  had  every  oppor- 
tunity to  subject  him  to  cross-exaininatii.»i. 
and  he   took  full  advantage  of  his  pow^r. 
On  the  other  side,  the  statements   of  the 
bondholders    were  presented   by    a   skilleii 
legal  adviser,  and  we  all  know  that    when  s 
full  statement  is  made  by  a  lawyer  the  state- 
ments which  are  made  by  laymen  are   com- 
paratively unimpressive  and  defective.  That 
has  been  my  experience  hitherto  and  it  was 
my  experience  in  the  committee  when  this 
bill  was  before  us.     I  am  perfectly  satisfied 
that  the  bondholders'  case  did  not  suffer  in 
the  slightest  degree  in  the  hands  of  the  law- 
yer who  represented  them  before  that  com- 
mittee.    Notwithstanding  that,  after  a  foil 
consideration  the  committee  divided  upon 
the   question  and  carried   the    hill    by  an 
overwhelming    majority,      a     majority,      I 
think,  of  three  to  one,  or  thereabouts.     For 
my  part,  I  thought  the  committee  were  en- 
tirely in   the   right,  for,  if  you  will  observe, 
it  ceases  to  be  a  question  of  a  quarrel  be- 
tween the  parties  that  is  at  issue  in  this 
case,  although  there  are  endless  questions  of 
quarrel  between  them.     Still,  it  does  not  ap 
pear  to  me  to  be  the  duty  of  this  House  to 
enter  into  private  squabbles  or  to  take  sides 
on  any  other  ground  than  the  public  interest 
demands.     The  question  comes  up — is  there 
in  this  bill  the  slightest  approach  to  an  in- 
terference with  the  rights  of  the  bond  holders 
in  England  savouring  at  all  of  confiscation  or 
lack  of  regard   for  their  interests  ?     I  think 
there  is  none.      The  hon.   gentleman  from 
Halifax  omitted  entirely— I  do  not  say  in- 
tentionally— to  tell  you  what  the  exact  facts 
were  with  reference  to  the  position  of  this 
section   of    1 80    miles.      He   said  :  "  Grant 
this  bill  and  this  180  mites  will  secure  only 
local  traffic  and  will  lose  the  through  traffic 
to  Prince  Albert."     He  omitted  to  tell  you 
that  the  portion  extending  to  Prince  Albert 
is  not  built ;  he  omitted  further  to  tell  you 
that  we  had  the  clearest  evidence  and  state- 
ments from  the  parties  interested ;  that  if 
you  do  not  grant  this  bill  that  portion  will 
never  be  built.     I  can  quite  understand  it. 
What  becomes  then  of  the  vested   rights  in 
the     extension    to    Prince    Albert — rights 
which  do  not  exist  ?     When  the  bondholders 
loaned  their   money,    they  loaned  it  on  a 
perfectly   clear    and    carefully    drawn   up 
mortgage  bond.     Does  that  mortgage  bond, 
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in  addition  to  conveying  this  line  as  security 
for  their  money,  anywhere  state  that  they 
have  a  right  to  control  whatever  extension 
is  to  be  made  towards  Prince  Albert  1    Not 
at  all — nothing  of  the  kind.     Are  they  en- 
titled to  take  the  remainder  of  the  road  by 
the  throat  and  say  "  not  only  shall  we  take 
the  property  which  is  bonded  for  our  money, 
but  in  addition  to  that  we  wUl  demand  from 
you  that  you  go  on  with  your  money  and 
construct  the  remaining  portion  of  the  road 
to  be  a  feeder  to  ours  V     Is  there  anything 
in  the  bond  entitling  them  to  do  thati     I 
do  not  see  it.     Now,  the  whole  secret  of  the 
matter  is  this  :  had  the  population  of  that 
district  increased  with  the  rapidity  which 
was  anticipated  when  the  project   was  un- 
dertaken, we  should  not  have  heard  anything 
of  those  quarrels  or  of  this  case,  for  the  road 
would  have  been  built  and  paying  expenses 
and   giving  a  profit  and  everything   would 
have  been  serene,  but  is  there  one  of  us  that 
has  not  been  disappointed  in  the  progress  of 
that  territory  1     No.     A  great  many  of  us 
thought    that  land    would  be  in  great  de- 
mand and  taken   up   with   the  utmost  ra- 
pidity,   and    we    bought    property    there, 
but  we  have  been  disappointed.     We  do  not 
turn  on  the   government  which  sold  us  that 
land  and  say  "  gentlemen   we  have  lost  our 
money ;  we  put  our  money  into  this  country 
and  we  have  had  nothing  but  trouble  and 
worry  and  constant  expense  and  we  look  to 
you  to  make  it  up  to  us."     I  do  not  think 
the  circumstances  would  be  a  bit  different 
from  those  of  these  gentlemen  who,  in  con- 
formity with  the  terms  of  their  mortgage 
bond,  have  received  their  property  and  now 
own  and  operate  it.     In  my  view  we  have 
nothing  to  do  with  it.     We  must  consider 
this  question  solely  in  the  public  interest, 
and  in  the  public  interest  it  is  perfectly  clear 
that  the  construction  of  this  road  is  demand- 
ed, for,  in  addition  to  serving  the  purpose 
primarily  in  view,  which  is  to  give  such  a 
reasonable  prospect  of  the  extension  of  the 
remainder  of  the  road  to  Prince  Albert  that 
money  will  be  put  into  it  by  capitalists — it 
opens  up  a  new  section  of  the  country  and 
serves  a  district  which  at  present  is  entirely 
destitute  of  roads.     They   have  no   right, 
therefore,  in  my  view  not  only  to  get  the 
road  which  is  covered  by  their  bond,  but  to 
have  the  virtual  right  to  compel  people  to 
put  money  into  a  project  which  there  is  no 
prospect   will  pay   unless  you    grant    this 
charter.     The  hon.  member  from   Halifax 


says  that  you  must  take  care  and  not 
frighten  away  capital.  That  is  all  right 
enough,  but  it  seems  to  me  that  that  is  an 
immoral  plea  just  as  much  as  the  other.  We 
are  asked  to  seduce  capital  to  come  into  this 
country  by  carefully  hiding  up 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER — By  not  perpetrating 
a  swindle. 

Hon.  Mr.  DRUMMOND— I  am  quite 
satisfied  that  capital  will  not  be  frightened 
out  of  the  country,  because  these  are  not 
stock-holders  relying  upon  an  overestimate 
of  the  productive  powers  of  the  district,  but 
they  have  come  in  secondarily  and  secured 
all  the  money  they  put  into  it  by  a  mortgage 
bond.  They  have  or  they  have  not  got  the 
terms  of  their  bond  ;  have  we  been  asked  by 
the  applicant  for  this  legislation  to  interfere 
in  any  way  with  the  terms  of  that  mortgage 
bond,  or  to  cut  off  any  advantages  that  the 
mortgagees  enjoy  under  it  ?  We  have  not. 
There  is  not  a  man  in  this  House  who  would 
propose  or  consent  to  such  a  thing,  so  that 
all  the  talk  about  contracts  appears  to  me  to 
be  entirely  superfluous.  The  object  which 
Messrs.  Allan  disclosed  to  us  is  that  they 
may  be  in  a  position  to  go  on  with  the  con- 
struction of  the  road  to  Prince  Albert.  They 
tell  us  distinctly  that  if  this  charter  is  not 
given  they  cannot  get  the  means  to  do  that, 
and  I  can  quite  believe  that  they  have  no 
such  probability.  A  new  country  will  be 
opened  up  by  the  construction  of  this  road 
and  the  extensions  of  the  old  Manitoba  and 
North-west  to  Prince  Albert,  and  I  cordially 
agree  with  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Monck 
that  we  should  grant  this  charter. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL — I  concur  with  the 
views  that  have  been  expressed  in  this  mat- 
ter by  my  hon.  friend  from  de  Lanaudi^re, 
and  by  the  senior  member  from  Halifax.  It 
is  not  a  question  to  be  treated  in  the  manner 
suggested  by  my  hon.  friend  from  Kennebec, 
nor  do  I  think  that  the  reason  given  by  my 
hon.  friend  from  Monck  is  sufficient  to  guide 
us  in  dealing  with  this  measure.  I  do  not 
fall  one  whit  behind  my  hon.  friend  from 
Monck  in  my  desire  to  promote  the  interests 
of  the  settlers  in  our  North-west  Territory, 
but  in  this  matter  I  am  perfectly  convinced 
in  my  own  mind,  from  what  was  said  before 
the  committee  by  the  promoters  of  the  bill, 
and  by  the  advocate  for  the  bondholders,  that 
the  idea  of  constructing  this  new  road  for 
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the  benefit  of  the  settlers  never  entered  the 
mind  of  the  promoters.  Their  sole  object, 
«learly  manifested  by  the  statements  made 
before  the  committee,  was  to  obtain  such  a 
hold  upon  the  enterprise  in  its  present  state 
«s  to  prevent  the  bondholders  from  exercis- 
ing any  authority,  control  or  power  beyond 
what  they  already  possess  ;  and  that,  if  not 
with  the  purpose,  certainly  with  the  inevit- 
able result  of  diminishing  the  value  of  the 
bonds  of  the  company,  which  they  hold. 
Speaking  of  the  bonds,  and  speaking  of  the 
mortgage  are  two  very  different  things. 
They  have  been  spoken  of  here  as  though 
they  were  convertible  terms ;  it  is  not  so. 
The  bonds  are  the  bonds  of  the  company, 
and  hold  all  the  stockholders  of  the 
•company  responsible.  The  mortgage  covers 
only  180  miles  of  the  road  that  has  been 
built  and  was  given  as  part  security  for 
the  payment  of  the  bonds.  It  has  struck 
me  from  the  very  first  that  the  question 
l)efore  us,  and  which  I  believe  would 
have  come  before  the  other  House  had 
there  been  an  opportunity  of  presenting  it, 
is  a  question  of  high  principle,  and  while 
all  of  us  are,  no  doubt,  equally  with  the 
hon.  member  from  Monck,  desirous  of  pro- 
moting and  protecting  the  interests  of  our 
settlers  in  the  North-west,  I  trust  that 
«vei-y  member  of  this  House  and  the  House 
of  Commons  has  an  equal  if  not  a  superior 
regard,  for  the  protection  of  the  character 
and  good  reputation  of  this  country.  That, 
to  my  mind,  is  the  important  feature  of  this 
bill — we  are  asked  to  do  a  thing  which  would 
subject  the  Parliament  of  Canada  to  a 
charge  of  assisting  in  an  act.,  which  I  would 
call  an  act  of  gross  injustice  or  wronj;  doing. 
I  know  other  people  view  it  differently.  I 
am  only  speaking  of  the  impression  it  makes 
on  my  own  mitd  The  reason  I  have  for 
coming  to  that  conclusion  I  may  brief- 
ly state.  I  have  the  highest  possible 
respect  for  the  Messrs.  Allan.  I  believe 
them  to  be  among  the  best  and  worthiest 
of  our  citizens,  but  the  course  which  has  been 
pursued  by  the  Manitoba  and  North-west 
Railway  Company  indicates  a  very  improper 
desire  to  control  and  do  an  injustice  to  the 
Jjondholders  from  whom  they  obtained  their 
money.  In  the  first  place,  the  bond- 
holders in  England  had  no  notice  what- 
ever that  their  rights  were  to  be 
jeopardized  by  this  legislation.  It  is 
.quite  true  that  the  Manitoba  and  North- 
west Company  in  the  early  part  of  the  ses- 


sion put  a  notice  in  the  Gazette,  that  the? 
would  apply  for  a  bill  to  extend  the  time  Vj 
complete  the  work,  in  which,  of  course,  tit 
bondholders  were  as  deeply    interested  a? 
the  stock-holders.     A  few  words  were  added 
to   the  notice,   "and   for   other   purpose*, 
which  attracted  a  little  attention  from  the 
bondholders,  and  one  of  them  wrote  to  me 
asking  that  when  the  matter  came  be  i'>re 
the  Senate,  there  should  be  a  careful  exam- 
ination of  the  bill  to  see  that  in  getting  1^- 
islation  "  for  other  purposes,"  they  did  not 
encroach  upon  the  rights  of  the  bondholders. 
I  mention  it  to  show  that  there  was  nothin: 
to  call  the  attention  of  the  bondholders  to 
the  legislation  now  before  us,  in  the  notice 
which  was  given  in  the  Gazette,  although  the 
bUl    so   seriously   affected  their  rights,  jeo- 
pardizing their  interests  and  reducing  the 
value   of   their   securities   immensly.      The 
notice  in  the  Gazette  was  signed  by  a  firm 
of  lawyers  and  merely  slated  that  applica- 
tion was  to  be  made  for  a  charter  to  con- 
struct a  road  from  Langenburg  to  Elkhom. 
It  was  a  simple  notice  and  would  not  attract 
anybody's  attention.    If  that  notice  had  been 
signed  by  the  Manitoba  and  North-western 
Railway  Company,  or  by  the  Messrs.  Allan, 
there  would  have  been  then  an  intimation 
to  the   bondholders  that  something  affect- 
ing  their  interests   in   the    Manitoba   and 
North-western    Railway  was   about  to  be 
accomplished,  or  that  their  interests  would 
in    some    way   be    affected    by    it.      But 
they  had  no  such  notice,  and  the  consequ- 
ence was  they  only  learned  the  fact  after  the 
bill   had    passed     the   House   of   Commons 
when  it  was  too  late  to  appear  and  present 
their  case.     They  could  only  fall  back  upon 
the  Senate  as  the  last  chance  of  protecting 
their  interests,  and  they  are  looking  to  us  to 
defend  them  from  what  they  conceive  to  be 
a  gross  outrage  and  breach  of  trust.   For  what 
purpose  can  this  railway  charter  before  us  be 
desired)     It  is  not  needed  by  the  public. 
If  the  Manitoba  and  North-western  Railway 
was  working  properly  there  would  be  no 
necessity  whatever  for  the  Langenburg  and 
Elkhorn  line.     The  gentleman   before  the 
committee  stated  that  this  line  was  to  be  50 
miles  long.      The  hon.     gentle  ran    from 
Monck  stared  that  it  was  to  be  70,  but  at 
any   rate    the   distance    is   not    very  great 
between  the  Canadian  Pacific  and  the  Mani- 
toba   and    North-western    Railway   on  the 
projected  new  line.     By  these  two  road.s  I 
think  the  people  of  the  North-west  have 
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been  afforded  as  good  railway  accomuaodation 
as  they  are  likely  to  have  for  some  time. 
A.re  we  prepared  for  the  purpose  of  benefit- 
ing   a  few   of    onr    settlers,   to  do    what 
in     the    judgment    of    many    and  in   my 
own    judgment,    would   be   a    gross   wrong 
to    the   parties    who    having    faith    in   us 
and     our     country    advanced     money    for 
the    construction    of    the    Manitoba    and 
North-western  Railway?      They  have   ad- 
vanced $2,500,000  for  the  construction  of 
that  road.     It  was  not  all  used  in  the  con- 
struction but  it  was  advanced,  and  on  what 
ground  ?     Did  they  expect  or  intend  it  to 
be    expended   on   a  local    road  to   go    180 
miles  only!     By  no  means.     The   ides   in 
their  mind  was  that  it  was  a  part  of  the 
road  extending  over  400  miles   to  Prince 
Albert,  that  it  was  to  be  a  through  road  and 
accommodate  the  traffic  of  a  large  section  of 
Canada.     They  knew  that  the  land  grants 
and  other  aid  given  to  this  company  was  to 
be  apportioned  to  and  belong  to  the  whole 
road.     By  the  180  miles  being  cut  off,  they 
forfeit   all    rights   to   any  bonus   or   grant 
given  to  any  other  part  of  this  road,  and  in- 
duced as  there  were  by  these  circumstances 
to  lend  money,  we  should  think  seriously  be- 
fore we  venture  to  pass  legislation  which,  in 
efifect,  would  be  very  seriously  depreciating 
the  value  of  their  bonds.    •  It  is  quite  true 
that  when  failure  occurred  in  the  payment  of 
the  interest  on  the  bonds  the  holders  took 
steps  to  protect  themselves.    Surely  they  had 
the  right  to  resort  to  such  plans  as  parliament 
suggests  for  the  preservation  of  their  inter- 
ests.    They  applied  to  the  courts  and   suc- 
ceeded there.     I  do  not  know  that  even  the 
Allans  objected.     I  believe  they  did  not ;  I 
think  they  were  parties  to  the  desire  to  have 
a  receiver  appointed.     But  there  is  one  fact 
that  should  be  considered  with   regard  to 
that  matter — that  is,  that  up  to  the  time  of 
the  appointment  of  the  receiver  the  receipts 
of  the  road  fell  very  far  below   the  expen- 
diture— some  thousands  of  dollars — but  since 
his  appointment  the    receipts   have   largely 
exceeded  the  expenses.     So  far  as  the  run- 
ning expenses  of  the  road  are  concerned, 
they  are  covered  by  the  earnings.     I  do  not 
know  that  any  dividends  have   been  paid 
upon  the  investment,   but  as  far  as  the 
running  expenses  are  concerned,  since  the 
appointment  of  the  receiver  that  has  been 
the  result.    I  do  not  mean  to  say  that  there 
has  been   very  great    mismanagement,   al- 
though the  bondholders  charge  it.     I  do  not 


say  anything  about  that ;  it  is  simply  the 
fact  that  I  am  stating.  The  present  posi- 
tion of  the  road  is  this,  that  under  the 
authority  of  the  court  a  receiver  has  been 
appointed.  In  order  to  divide  the  money 
which  was  received,  an  agreement  has  been 
entered  into.  The  old  stockholders  of  the 
Manitoba  and  North-west  Railway  Com- 
pany and  the  bondholders  found  no  difii- 
culty ;  they  came  to  an  understand- 
ing as  to  the  ratio  each  was  to  receive, 
and  I  am  convinced  that,  if  left  to 
themselves  and  if  this  lever  is  not 
put  into  the  hands  of  the  stockholders  of 
the  said  company,  they  will  come,  to  an 
agreement  and  the  road  will  be  carried, 
according  to  its  original  conception,  to 
Prince  Albert  as  one  line.  I  have  no  doubt 
as  to  the  result  which  will  be  accomplished 
provided  we  do  not  put  into  the  hands  of 
the  parties  seeking  this  legislation,  the 
power  to  cut  off  the  through  traiiic  from 
the  180  miles  and  leave  it  a  local  road.  That 
is  the  great  danger  that  I  see  in  it. 
We  ought  to  consider  that  here  it  is  our 
bounden  duty  to  protect  the  credit  and 
character  of  the  country  with  reference  to 
those  of  our  fellow  citizens  in  the  old  coun- 
try who  are  willing  to  furnish  funds  for  the 
building  of  railways  or  any  other  great  en- 
terprise in  our  land.  It  is  of  the  highest  im- 
portance that  in  a,  case  of  this  kind  the 
authority  of  parliament  should  be  exercised 
for  the  protection  of  the  rights  of  those  who 
live  in  England  in  preference  to  promoting 
the  interests  and  prosperity  of  a  few  of  our 
people  at  their  expense.  These  aie  the  rea- 
sons why  1  think  we  are  in  duty  bound  not  to 
adopt  legislation  of  this  kind.  It  is,  to  my 
mind,  a  grave  injustice  to  those  people  who 
believe  in  the  integrity  of  our  country,  and 
relying  upon  parliament  to  protect  their  in- 
terests, have  advanced  large  sums  of  money 
for  the  road. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— Suppose  the 
Allans  were  not  asking  for  this  charter  ; 
supposing  it  was  simply  a  bill  to  construct 
and  operate  the  road,  and  the  Allans  were 
not  in  it,  would  my  hon.  friend  have  any 
objection  to  a  charter  being  granted  for  an 
independent  road  1 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL— I  do  not  think  I 
should.  I  would  regard  it  as  an  enterprise 
in  the  interest  of  the  settlers  there,  but  I  do 
not  think  a  company  could  be  got  to  do  it. 
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The  whole  gravamen  of  the  charge  is  that 
the  Allans,  or  the  old  company,  are  doing 
this.  What  arc  they  doing  it  for  t  Not  for 
the  accommodation  of  the  people,  but  to  get 
a  lever  to  work  upon  the  bondholders. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMILLAN— Would  not  the 
bondholders  be  equally  aflfeeted  if  another 
company  built  it  instead  of  the  Allans? 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL— No,  I  do  not  see  that 
they  would. 

Hon.  Mr.  OGILVIE— I  do  not  like  to 
give  a  silent  vote  on  this  question.  I  am 
somewhat  astonished  at  the  very  great  care 
that  my  hon.  friend  from  Sarnia  and  the 
senior  member  from  Halifax  are  taking  of 
bondholders  in  England.  They  are  cert- 
ainly taking  a  great  deal  more  care  of  them 
than  people  generally  take  of  themselves. 
If  I  understand  the  matter  aright,  they  have 
got  the  security  upon  which  they  advanced 
the  money;  they  are  using  that  security 
now,  and  neither  the  country  nor  anybody 
else  will  be  doing  wrong  if  we  pass  this  bill 
and  grant  the  charter.  It  would  not  affect 
in  any  way  the  security  they  hold  for  their 
bonds.  I  understand  from  the  best 
authority  that  if  any  outsiders  instead 
of  the  old  company  -had  applied  for  this 
road,  as  it  is  being  applied  for,  it  would 
have  been  given  to  them,  and  if  any 
outsider  could  get  it,  I  cannot  see  why 
there  should  be  any  fault  found  with  giv- 
ing it  to  these  people.  I  know  they  have 
invested  a  very  large  amount  of  money  in 
that  country,  and  their  road  is  of  great  value 
to  that  section.  I  am  not  speaking  from 
hearsay,  I  speak  of  what  I  know.  The 
Manitoba  and  North-west  Railway  was  a 
very  useful  road  for  a  long  time,  and  is 
to-day.  My  hon.  friend  from  Sarnia  speaks 
about  the  difference  in  the  receipts  since  the 
receiver  took  charge.  Anyone  who  knows 
anything  about  railroading  knows  perfectly 
well  that  a  few  thousand  dollars  difference 
in  the  receipts  does  not  amount  to  anything. 
They  should  examine  and  see  whether  the 
rolling  stock  is  being  kept  in  as  good  order 
now  as  it  was  before  it  passed  into  the  re- 
ceiver's hands.  Of  course  the  i-eceiver  is 
..trying  to  collect  all  the  money  he  can  out  of 
}t,  because  the  bondholders  are  not  going  to 
hold  it  for  a  long  time,  I  hope,  and  they 
want  to  make  just  as  good  a  showing  as  they 
can,  but  evei"Vone  knows  that  if  you  cut  off 


all  expenditure  in  the  way  of  keeping  your 
road  and  rolling  stock  in  good  order,  yoa  can 
soon  save  a  lot  of  money.     There    is  no 
trouble  in  doing  that.     We  also  know  that 
a  little  better  crop  in  one  year  than  anotha- 
will  make  a  vast  difference.     I  was  over  the 
road  several  times,  and  I  think  it  was  man- 
aged carefully.     Certainly  the  compajiy  wLo 
were  running  it  had  no  other  object  than  to 
run  it  well,  for  they  were  paying  out  of  their 
own  pockets  the  interest  on   those  bond^. 
They  went  on  paying  until  they  found  they 
could  pay  no  longer,  and  they  are  seeking 
this  charter  to  make  the  line    profitable. 
We  have  heard  remarks  here  to-day  which 
were  not  very  complimentary  to  those  who 
passed  the  bill  in  the  other  House  or  to  the 
majority  who  voted  for  it  in  the  committee 
here.     It  is   said  that   this  charter    would 
have   been  given  to  other  people,    but   I 
think  those  whose  money  is  invested   there 
have  the  best  right  to  it.     If  the   road   i< 
going  to  benefit  them — and  I  hope  it  will 
— it  will  also  do  the  country  good.     It  is 
to  be  built  where  there  are  no  roads  for  a 
considerable     distance     at     present,     and 
through  a  fairly  well  settled  country.     The 
bondholders  having    properly  treated,  and 
having  got  their  rights  and  all  that  bond 
covered,  if  sympathy  should  go  with  any- 
one it  should   go  with  the  private  indivi- 
duals who  have  spent  such  a  large  amount 
of  money  and  have  done  so  much  good  in 
that  country.      It  will  not  interfere  with 
the   bondholders    to  give  the  Allans  those 
rights,  and  I  hope  the  bill  will  pass  in  the 
Senate,  as  it  has  passed  in  the  committee 
and    in    the    other    House,    with   a  large 
majority. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  do  not  propose  to 
make  any  observations  on  the  third  reading 
of  the  bill,  considering  that  it  was  pretty 
well  threshed  out  in  committee,  but  I  can- 
not give  a  silent  vote  after  the  implication 
made  by  one  or  two  gentlemen,  principally 
the  hon.  member  from  Sarnia,  to  the  effect 
that  parliament  was  not  justified  in  inter- 
fering with  vested  rights.  I  deny  that  we 
are  taking  from  them  any  rights  that  were 
given  either  in  an  Act  of  Parliament  or  in 
the  order  of  the  court.  When  this  road  un- 
fortunately got  into  default,  these  180  miles 
and  also  the  extension  of  42  miles,  we  had 
the  uncontradicted  information  of  the  Allans 
that  for  a  considerable  time  they  continued 
to  pay  the  interest  to  the  bondholders  of  the 
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180  miles;  they  had  paid  a  very  large  Bum 
of  money  until  they  felt  it  was  hopeless  to 
go  on  paying  under  these  conditions  and 
left  the  bondholders  to  their  choice.  They 
had  the  option  either  to  take  proceedings 
against  the  Manitoba  and  North-west  Rail- 
~way  as  a  corporation  and  obtain  a  judgment 
a.gainst  the  whole  line,  including  the  42 
miles,  or  they  could  go  to  the  courts  and 
take  the  180  miles  which  was  the  portion  of 
the  road  granted  to  them  as  security.  And 
here  I  desire  to  direct  attention  to  another 
observation  of  the  hon.  member  from  Samia ; 
he  intimated  to  the  House  that  the  bond- 
holders were  being  deprived  of  certain  lands 
and  certain  privileges  conceded  to  the  com- 
pany under  former  charters.  That  is  abso- 
lutely impossible.  This  road  was  given  a 
land  grant  of  so  much  per  mile.  You  could 
not  take  from  them  any  of  the  lands  given 
in  aid  of  a  road  which  had  not  been  built ; 
they  got  what  they  were  entitled  to  and 
they  choose  to  take  1  SO  miles.  Here  is  an 
extract  from  a  letter  from  one  of  the  bond- 
holders written  in  July,  1892,  in  which  he 
says : — 

We  shall  gain  possession  of  the  180  miles  and 
having  done  so  we  shall  have  it  for  what  it  is 
worth  either  for  working,  mortgaging  or  selling,  or 
otherwise  negotiating. 

Now  they  took  that  180  mUes. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER — They  have  not  got 
it  yet. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  court  will  give  it 
to  them.  There  is  no  question  about  that ; 
it  is  a  question  of  time.  Assuming  they 
take  that,  if  we  do  not  grant  this  bill  what 
other  rights  have  they  1  Is  the  42  miles  of 
no  use  to  them  1  It  was  stated,  and  not 
contradicted,  tliat  it  was  not  paying  ex- 
penses. All  the  Allans  expected  to  keep 
up  the  42  miles  when  it  was  not  paying? 
Could  Messrs.  Allan  go  to  any  money  lender 
and  say  "  will  you  take  a  mortgage  on  that 
42  miles  ?  We  want  to  raise  money  on  that 
soction  to  continue  the  extension  to  Prince 
Albert."  The  money  lender  would  laugh  at 
them  and  say  "  Where  is  your  outlet  ?  You 
have  to  go  over  the  180  miles  ;  you  are  in 
the  power  of  the  bondholders."  It  is  all 
very  well  to  say  "  We  will  come  to  parlia- 
ment and  see  that  right  is  done."  Parlia- 
ment should  see  that  right  is  done  now ;  and 
the  reason  I  voted  for  this  bill  was  that  both 
parti&<j  could  be  put  on  the  same  plane  and 


if  the  charter  is  granted  they  do  stand  oa 
the  same  plane.  The  bondholders  of  the  42 
miles  can  then  get  a  bUl  elsewhere  if  the 
bondholders  of  the  180  miles  refuse  to  make 
terms  with  them.  It  is  not  the  interest 
of  the  Allans  to  depreciate  the  180  miles. 
It  is  their  interest  to  keep  it  up ;  but 
they  would  be  fools  to  allow  the  bondhold- 
ers of  the  180  miles  to  take  them  by  the 
throat  and  say  :  "  You  go  on  and  build  the 
road  to  Prince  Albert,  and  we  will  have  the 
security  on  all  the  road . "  1 1  is  preposterous 
to  talk  that  way.  What  will  be  the  effect 
of  the  legislation?  The  bondholders  will 
acquire  the  180  miles ;  they  will  then  be  on 
equal  terms,  and  fair  running  arrangements 
will  be  made  for  the  42  miles  and  any  other 
extension.  But  there  is  not  a  man  in  the 
world  who  would  give  one  dollar  on  the 
security  of  the  42  miles  towards  the  exten- 
sion ;  it  could  not  be  built.  But  they  have 
the  right  to  go,  somewhere.  Getting  to  this 
point  where  you  strike  the  180  miles,  the 
traffic  is  nothing,  nor  would  you  get  the  Al- 
lans to  keep  up  the  42  miles.  It  would  simply 
lie  and  rust,  that  would  be  the  effect.  It  is 
absurd  to  say  we  are  breaking  faith.  I 
think,  on  the  contrary,  we  would  be  doing 
a  very  serious  injury  to  the  parties  who 
have  spent  a  large  amount  in  that  country. 
I  think  it  is  admitted  that  they  have  spent 
$2,000,000.  Are  our  citizens  who  have 
spent  S2,000,000  in  that  country  not  entitled 
to  some  consideration  ?  We  are  not  asked 
to  take  anything  from  the  holders  of  the 
180  miles.  They  have  chosen  to  take  their 
part,  and  they  have  got  it  and  got  the  bene- 
fit of  their  extension,  but  they  cannot  say  : 
"  We  will  hold  our  180  miles  and  everything 
beyond  it  although  it  is  not  built." 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— The  road  for 
which  this  bill  is  intended  is  in  my  neigh- 
bourhood, and  therefore  it  is  incumbent  upon 
me  to  say  a  few  words,  although  the  matter 
has  been  pretty  well  threshed  out.  I  think 
those  hon.  gentlemen  who  are  opposed  to 
this  bill  are  making  a  mountain  out  of  a 
mole  hill.  It  is  not  going  to  inflict  any  in- 
justice on  the  bondholders  except  in  so  far 
as  it  may  affect  the  litigation  between  the 
two  companies.  It  is  not  for  us  to  favour 
either,  the  one  company  or  the  other  in 
that  litigation.  The  object  of  this  branch 
from  Langenburg  to  Fleming,  straight  south 
is  to  put  the  parties  in  a  position,  while  the 
litigation  is  going  on,  to  proceed  with  the 
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construction  of  the  other  line  to  Prince  Al- 
bert. The  fir.'t  portion  of  the  road  that 
would  be  constructed  is  not  this  branch,  but 
the  projection  from  the  termination  of  the 
42  miles  to  Prince  Albert,  continuing  to  use 
the  Manitoba  and  North-western  covered  by 
this  mortgage  for  an  outlet.  Therefore  the 
bondholders  are  going  to  benefit  immensely 
by  this  bill,  which  puts  the  Allans  in  a  posi- 
tion to  go  and  raise  the  money.  When  the 
Allans  have  finished  their  line  to  Prince 
Albert,  if  the  bondholders  are  not  pre[>ared 
to  make  an  equitable  arrangement  for  run- 
ning powers,  they  may  then  utilize  this  line. 
That  is  a  question,  hon.  gentlemen,  that  will 
not  come  up  at  any  rate  lor  four  or  five 
years.  I  quite  agree  with  those  who 
emphasize  the  necessity  of  preserving  our 
credit  in  Canada,  and  especially  in  the  North- 
west. I  may  say  that  it  has  been  greatly 
abused.  In  the  ca-^e  of  this  Manitoba  and 
North-western,  they  were  endowed  with  a 
land  grant  of  6,400  acres  from  the  Dominion 
Government,  a  bonus  of  83,200  per  mile 
from  the  Manitoba  Government,  and  in  ad- 
dition a  bonus  of  $300,000  by  the  munici- 
palities. How  did  they  go  to  work  1  They 
built  the  road  by  a  construction  company, 
who  manipulated  the  work  as  they  thought 
best.  I  do  not  wish  to  cast  any  reflection 
on  the  Allans  for  having  pursued  that  course, 
but  it  was  the  method  they  adopted,  and 
these  people  undertook  the  financing.  What 
is  the  result?  Of  the  $15,000  per  mile 
bonds,  the  only  amount  that  went  into  the 
construction  of  the  road  was  $1,800,000. 
All  the  rest  was  absorbed  in  discounts  and 
what  I  call  waste,  and  it  is  in  consequence 
of  those  heavy  discounts  and  that  waste  that 
the  discredit  has  fallen  upon  the  province  of 
Manitoba  in  regard  to  the  180  miles  that  is 
now  under  consideration  by  the  House.  If 
we  are  to  succeed  as  farmers,  if  we  are  to  be 
enabled  to  send  out  our  heavy  produce  such 
as  cattle,  wheat  and  grain,  economy  of 
transportation  is  ab-'olutely  essential  to  us, 
and  we  cannot  get  economy  of  transportation 
if  bonds  to  the  amount  of  815,000  a  mile  at 
6  per  cent  are  to  be  issued,  and  one-half  of  the 
capital  realized  on  them  is  to  be  spirited 
away  instead  of  going  into  the  construction 
of  the  road.  I  am  quite  aware  that  when 
you  are  developing  a  country  like  the  North- 
west, capital  demands  of  those  who  take  cer- 
tain risks  a  considerable  share  of  the  assets 
to  enrich  themselves,  but  it  is  not  in  the 
interests  of  Canada  or  of  the  government,  or 


in  the  interests  of  our  railway  credit  that  ve 
should  proceed  on  those  lines  in  the  develop- 
ment of  the  North-west  Territories,  and  in 
the  construction  of  railways  there.     I  wish 
to  impress  upon  the  Minister  of  Agriculture 
the  fact  that  it  would  be  a  far  wiser  pohcy 
to  take  back  the  land  grants  of  6,400   acres 
a  mile,  and  the  cash  grant  of  $3,400  a  mile 
with  which  the  Allans  have  been  endowed 
on    the  100    miles  west  of  the  42   miles, 
and  guarantee  bonds  to  the  extent  of  SIO,- 
000  a  mile  to  enable  them  to  construct  the 
road.     Now,  what  is  the  effect  on  the  coun- 
try of  these  two  policies  1    In  the  case  of 
guaranteeing  the  bonds,  the  government  can 
take  back  the  6,400  acres  a  mile,  and  I  have 
no  hesitation  in  saying  that  when  the  popu- 
lation comes  in  there  that  land  will  be  worth 
$5  an  acre.     The  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
Company,  and  all  these  companies  who   are 
holding  land  grants  have  sold  at  an  average 
of  $4.50  or  $4.80  an  acre.     The  government 
holds  the  school  lands  of  the  whole  of  that 
North-west  country  at  $5  an  acre,   and  will 
not  sell  below  that  figure.    .The  Hudson  Bay 
Company  will  not  sell  any  of  their  land  at  a 
lower  figure,  and,  therefot-e  with  these  facts 
before  us  it  becomes  patent   to  everybody 
that  the  lands  now  held  by  the  Manitoba  and 
North-western  Railway  Company  will  become 
worth,  ns  a  cash  asset  to  the  company,  $5  an 
acre.      Now  is  it   wise  for  us  to   dissipate 
that   public   asset?     In   addition     to   that, 
there  is  $3,200,000  a  mile  cash  and  there  is 
also  the  construction  of  the  railway.     From 
the  termination  of  the  43  miles  right  through 
to   Prince   Albert,  that  road  can   be  built 
without  any  difficulty  for  $10,090  a  mile. 
If  by  guaranteeing  the  bonds  100  cents  on 
the  dollar  can  be  realized  by  the  sale  of 
them',  and  if  the  interest  paid  by  the  gov- 
ernment, is  only  3  per  cent,  we  then  are 
afforded  cheap  inland  transportation.      The 
contract  for  the  road  can  be  let  upon  a  cash 
basis,  and  to  the  lowest  tender,  and  great 
benefits  will  accrue,  not  only  to  the  credit  d 
the  country,  but  to  the  settlers  who  will 
have  to  supply  the  traffic  in  order  to  main- 
tain those  roads.     I  could  not  lose  the  oppor- 
tunity of  impressing  my  \'iews  in  regard  to 
this   matter,   and    I   hope    the  Minister  of 
Agriculture  will  seriously   take   into  con- 
sideration the  fact  that  the  system  we  have 
been   pursuing   is  ruining  the  country  and 
our  credit.     We   have  an    illustration  of  it 
here     before    our     eyes    at     the     present 
moment.      We     see     people      who      have 
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issued  and  sold  bonds  to  the  extent 
of  815,000  a  mile,  bearing  6  per  cent  inter- 
est, oblig^  to  forfeit  their  road.  What  has 
l>eeii  the  result  to  Manitoba  and  the  North- 
"west  1  It  is  admitted  that  per  cent  in- 
terest has  been  earned  upon  the  $1,800,000 
Avhich  went  into  the  construction  of  that 
1 80  miles.  The  earnings  of  the  road  this 
year  over  and  above  expenses  amount  to 
$52,000  I  think,  which  is  about  3  per  cent 
upon  81,800,000,  the  money  that  went  into 
Actual  construction  of  the  road.  So  you  see 
the  government  would  have  ample  security 
that  they  would  not  be  called  on  to  pay  the 
3  per  cent  guaranteed,  and  they  would  have 
at  the  back  of  it  a  line  upon  the  road  itself, 
and  they  could  set  aside  this  $3,200  per 
mile  and  6,400  acres  per  mile  as  assets  to 
relieve  the  treasury  from  any  possible  chance 
of  having  to  bear  the  burden  of  carrying  any 
portion  of  the  road. 

Hon.  Mr.  SOOTT— What  about  the  bill  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— I  am  coming  to 
it.  I  was  just  going  to  add  that  so  far  as 
the  bondholders  are  concerned,  if  they  were 
to  attempt  to  find  an  outlet  over  the  Cana- 
dian Pacific  Railway  by  way  of  Fleming  or 
Langenburg-points  that  this  branch  reaches 
— Langenburg  and  Fleming  being  equally 
di-stant  from  Winnipeg,  if  they  attempted 
to  compete  with  the  Manitoba  and  North 
western  Railway  by  running  over  the  branch 
that  is  no  w  in  contemplation,  they  would  have 
to  carry  the  traffic  60  miles  further  than  by 
an  arrangement  with  the  bondholders.  If 
you  realize  that  fact  you  will  see  that  the 
bondholders'  interests  are  not  likely  to  be 
in  the  least  degree  affected  by  the  bill  be- 
fore the  House. 

Hon.  Mr.  LOUGHEED— As  the  mem- 
ber who  has  charge  of  the  bill,  I  hope  the 
House  will  bear  with  me  while  I  make  an 
observation  or  two  with  regard  to  the  mer- 
its of  the  application  now  before  us.  I 
should  like  to  remove  any  impression  which 
exists  in  the  minds  of  hon.  gentlemen  on 
account  of  the  observations  that  have  fallen 
from  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Samia.  One 
would  fancy,  to  hear  my  hon.  friend  dilate 
on  the  iniquity  perpetratied  on  the  bond- 
holders and  the  public  generally  in  reference 
to  this  bill,  that  some  dark  conspiracy  had 
been  hatched  at  the  instance  of  Messrs. 
Allan  and  those  responsible  for  the  submis- 
2Qi 


sion  of  the  bill  to  parliament.     If  my  hon. 
friend   had  such  suspicions  when   the  bill 
came  before  the  Railway  Committee  in  ref- 
erence to  the  bondholders  not  having  notice 
thereof,  he  might  have  intimated  to  the 
committee  that  fact.     He  might  have  taken 
the  members  of  the  committee  into  his  con- 
fidence, and  pointed  out  that  the  necessary 
advertisements  had  not  been  published,   as 
provided  by  the  rules  of  the  House.     I  as- 
sume that  my  hon.  friend  knew  very  well 
when  he  made  the  statement,  that  it  only 
appeared  in  the  Canada   Gazette  that  the 
notice   of  publication   respecting  this   bill 
duly     appeared     in     the     western     news- 
papers,and    that   no   distinction  was  made 
between     this     jWirticular-    bill     aud     the 
dozens    of    other     bills  which   have   come 
before    hon.    gentlemen    of    this     House. 
Between  this  particular  bill  and  the  dozens 
of  other   bills  which  have  come  before  the 
hon.  gentlemen  as  chairman  of  the  commit- 
tee and  before  the  railway  comqiittee  itslf,  I 
venture  to  say  that  to  the  very  letter  the 
rules  and  regulations  of  the  House  have 
been  complied  with  in  reference  to  the  pub- 
lication required.     My  hon.  friend   pointed 
out  to  the  House  that  a  piece  of  deception 
had  been  practiced  on  the  bondholders,  and 
that   a   subterfuge   had   been   adopted    by 
reason  of  the  fact  that  the  application  was 
signed  in  the  name  of  the  solicitors  of  the 
company,  and  not  in  the  name  of  Messrs. 
Allan  or  of  the  Manitoba  and   North-west 
Railway  Company.     No  one  knows  better 
than  my  hon.  friend  that  in  reference  to  all 
these  applications   they  are  made  in  the 
name  of  solicitors  on   behalf  of  the  com- 
pany.    My  hon.  friend  knows  very  well,  or 
should  know  very  well,  that  this  application 
could  not  very  well  be  made  on  behalf   of  a 
company  in   liquidation,  but  was   made  on 
behalf  of  an   entirely  independent  company 
distinct  from  the   company  now  in  liquida- 
tion.    I  rather  enjoyed  the  solicitude   dis- 
played by  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Halifax 
and  the  hon.  member  from  Sarnia,  regarding 
the  deep  interest  which  they  take  in  North- 
west matters.     If  there  are  any   hon.  gen- 
tleman  in   this  House  that  have  not  been 
guilty  in  taking  a  deep  interest  in  regard  to 
North-west  matters,   it  is  those  two  hon. 
gentlemen  and  I  further  fancy  that  if  those  in- 
terested in  the  development  of  the  North- 
west desired  champions  of  that  particular  sec- 
tion of   the  Dominion,    the   two  last    hon. 
gentleman  to  whom  they  would  apply  for 
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assistance  in  so  important  a  matter  would 
be    the    the     two    very     hon.    gentlemen 
who  have  been  so  enthusiasic  in  endeavour- 
ing   to    defeat  the   third    reading    of  this 
bill.     The    hon.    member  from   Samia  ex- 
pressed    the    very    greatest    consideration 
and  esteem  for  Messrs.  Allan  and  in  the 
next  breath  he  told  us  that  he  could  not  find 
language  strong   enough    to   denounce    the 
swindle  and  fraud  perpetrated  on  the  bond- 
holders by  those  gentlemen  for  whom  he  had 
expressed  so  sincere  a  regard.     He  has  also 
given  us  a  sermon  on  lofty  principle  and  the 
necessity  of  adopting  a  high  tone  of  morals 
in  regard  to  our  legislation.     When  I  hear 
observations  of  that  kind  from  hon.  gentle- 
men I  usually  conclude  that  they  are  more 
fortunate  than  their  fellowmen  in  having  a 
monopoly  of  those  virtues  which  apparently 
in  reference  to  this  matter  have  been  so  very 
scarce  inthishonourable  House.  I  regret  very 
much  that  expressions  of  this  character  have 
been  made  upon  gentlemen  so  deeply  inter- 
ested in  the  commerci<il  development  of  this 
country  as  the  Messrs.  Allan.     I,  as    one 
from  the  North-west,  knowing   that  those 
gentlemen  have  probably  done  more  than 
any  individual  family  in  the  Dominion  of 
Canada  in  the  way  of  furnishing  transporta- 
tion facilities  to  the  people  and  particularly 
of  that  section  through  which  this  road  runs 
— I  feel  bound  to  express  my  deep  disap- 
proval of  the  asi)ersions  made  on  them  in 
regard  to  the  dishonesty  of  purpose  of  which 
they  have  been  accused  in  regard  to  this 
bill.     The  high  reputation  of  these  men  in 
the  country  should  be  the  very  best  refuta- 
tion  of  the  statements  which   have  been 
made  against  them.     As  to  the  merits  of 
the   bill    itself,    I   may  say  there  are   two 
phases  of  this  bill,  first  of  all,  the  road  itself 
for  which  application  has  been  made  entirely 
irrespective    of    the    surrounding    circum- 
stances.    A  road  is  applied  for  running  at 
right  angles  to  the  Manitoba  and  North- 
western Railway.     It  does  not  parallel  that 
road,  it  does  not  interfere  with  an  existing 
railway — it  proposes  to  open  up  a  section  of 
country  which  is  entirely  undeveloped  by 
transportation  facilities,  which  is  one  of  the 
very  best  sections  of  Manitoba    and    the 
North-west,   and,   forsooth,    because    these 
gentlemen,  representing  the  best  capitalists 
of  the  Dominion  of  Canada,  choose  to  make 
application  for  the  opening  up  of  that  sec- 
tion of  the  country,  and  for  the  building  of 
a  railway,  we  find  hon.  gentlemen  in  this 


House  endeavouring  to  defeat  this  enterprise, 
and  taking  a  very  much  deeper  solicritudt:  r 
regard  to  the  English  bondholders  than  thief 
bondholders    themselves     apparently    bar* 
taken.     The    honourable    gentleman    fra^ 
Samia  appears  to  have  been  in  communici' 
tion  with  one  of  these  bondholders.     I  fan-.y 
that   if   those   gentlemen  in    Sn^land  vb> 
advanced  their  money  upon  this    enterpri* 
were  as  deeply  interested  as  one  is  dispose! 
to  think  they  would  be,  judging  from  tk 
opposition  to  this  bill  manifested  by  sou.' 
members     of    this     House,      thej     woaii 
have  appeared  in  due  time,  and   express*-" 
their  disapproval  to  the  government  in  re- 
ference to  the  passage  of  the    bill  in  tv 
House  of  Commons,   but  we  find    the  bil' 
coming  down  from  that  House  duly  pas^ 
with  the  approval,  I  assume,  of  the  govert- 
ment  of  the  day,  because  we  cannot  very  well 
otherwise  assume  that  when  a  bill  passes  the 
House  of  Commons,  but  it  comes  here  with 
the  approval  of  the  department  of   the  gor- 
emment  which  has  charge  of  such  legislation. 
Why  were  not  those  bondholders  more  ei- 
ercised  than  they  appear  to  be,  and  why  are 
hon.  gentlemen  in  this  House  more  exercised 
than  the  bondholders  themselves  1     I  fail  to 
understand  it,  except  purely  for  a  factious 
opposition  which  is  unwarranted  and  which 
has  been  shown  by  reason  of  its  being  ur^i 
more  strongly  then  many  bills  have  been.   I 
will  hazard  the  observation  that  the  legs! 
firm  having  the  responsibility  of   opposing 
this  legislation  the  name  of  whom   we  tied 
attached  to  the  circulars  on  our  desks,  wen" 
perfectly  familiar  with  the  fact  that  applica- 
tion was  made  to  parliament  for  this  legisla- 
tion. The  very  best  evidence  we  have  that  the 
bondholders  were  aware  of  the  fact  that  ap- 
plication was  made  for  legislation  is  the  cir- 
cular before  us,  signed  by  a  firm  of  solicitors 
occupying  the  very  highest  position  of  legal 
reputation  in  the  city  of  Winnipeg  and  who 
appear  to  have  been  acting  most  energetical- 
ly on  behalf  of  the  bondholders.     Therefore 
finding  these  gentlemen  here  opposing  the 
passage  of  the  bill  we  have  evidence  that 
full  notice  was  given  to  the  bondholders  in 
England. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— They  had  not  time 
to  appear  before  the  committee  of  the  House 
of  Commons. 

Hon.  Mr.  LOTJGHEED— Then  it  must 
have  been  due  to  the   indifference  of  these 
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gentlemen.     If  the  rules  and  regulations  of 
the  House  had  been  duly  complied  with  it 
does  not  lie  in  the  month  of  hon.  gentlemen 
here  to  say  that  any  over-ind«iIgence  should 
Tue  extended    to   parties  who   had  the  same 
notice  as  others  that  legislation  was   being 
sought.     It  is  a  regrettable   fact  that  the 
same  facilities  do  not  prevail  here  for  duly 
explaining  this  matter  as  we  have  in  com- 
mittee.    There  full    explanation  was   made 
in  regard  to  the  object  sought  for  and  I  hope 
hon.  gentlemen  will  bear  vrith  me  for  a  few 
moments   while   I  make    this  statement  in 
further  explanation  of  what  the   applicants 
desire.     The  Manitoba   and  North-western 
Rtiilway  as  hon.  gentlemen  know,  is  a  rail- 
way extending  probably  about  220  or  230 
miles  of  which  180  miles  viz.,  the  eastern 
section,  is  controlled  by  these  English  bond- 
holders.    The  Messrs.  Allan  have  put  into 
that  railway  quite  as  much  capital  as  the 
I'lnglish  bondholders  and  absolutely  control 
the  60  miles  other  than  the  1 80  miles.     The 
English  bondholders  who   control   the    180 
miles  say,  "  We  are  not  going   to  allow  you 
to  operate  th  :   60  miles    which    you   hold 
west  of  the  point  covered  by  our  mortgage 
except  you  submit  to  the  terms  which  we 
choose  to  impose."      This  is  to  be  observed 
from  this  circular  which  has  been  distributed 
on  our  desks  that  thosie  English  bondholders 
are  playing  dog  in  the  manger  and   would 
impose  such   conditions  as  to  render  it  im- 
possible for  the  Manitoba  and  North-west- 
ern Railway  Company  to  agree  to  the  terms 
which  they  demand.     I  ask  hon.  gentlemen 
what  are  you  going  to  do  in  regard  to  a   sit- 
uation of  that  character?     Are  you  going  to 
say  to  the  Messrs.  Allan  who  own  60  miles 
of  the  railway  there,  "  We  absolutely  refuse 
to  give  you  the  bill  which  you  seek  and  we 
are  thus  going  to   compel  you  to  allow  that 
60  miles  of  railway  to  lie  idle  to  decay  and 
to  be  of  no  use  whatever  to  the  public  and 
particularly  to  the  people  of  that  section  of 
the  country  or  accept  ibe  alternative  of  com- 
pelling you  to  submit  to  the  imposition  of 
terms  made  by  those  English  bondholders  in 
regard  to  the  running  powera  over  180  miles 
which  in  a  commercial  sense  we  know  is  im- 
possible  for   you,  the  Manitoba  and  North- 
western    Railway    Company      to    accept." 
Now  it  is  simply  a  comnfbn  busines.i  pro- 
position.      If    these    men    are   .absolutely 
paralyzed     in     regard    to    the     operation 
of  the  sixty  miles  of  road,  then  the  compyany 
labours  under  a  deprivation  which  is  of  the 


most  serious  character,  and  which  is  bound 
to  paralyze  to  a  most  injurious  extent  the 
development  of  that  section  of  the  country, 
as  well  as  to  ab.solutely  ruin  the  financial 
interests  which  the  Messrs.  Allan  have  in 
that  sixty  miles.  That  is  one  consequence. 
View  some  of  the  other  consequences  which 
must  necessarily  ensue  from  that.  The  ex- 
tension of  the  Manitoba  and  North-western 
Railway  to  Prince  Albert  has  been  long 
looked  for  by  the  people  of  that  section  of 
the  country,  and  1  venture  the  statement 
that  there  is  no  work  of  such  vast  importance 
to  that  section  of  the  country  as  the  opening 
up  of  that  immense  and  fertile  tract  of  coun- 
try west  of  the  present  terminus  of  that 
railroad.  What  do  these  bondholders  say  1 
They  say,  "  Messrs.  Allan,  we  will  not  par- 
ticipate with  you  in  any  way  in  the  exten- 
sion of  this  line  to  Prince  Albert.  If  you 
want  to  extend  the  line  to  Prince  Albert, 
do  so  ;  we  are  satisfied  with  our  180  miles 
of  line.  We  will  not,  however,  give  you 
running  powers  over  that  section,  further- 
more we  will  not  accede  to  the  reorgan- 
ization of  the  company  so  you  can 
build  to  Prince  Albert.  We  will  simply 
tie  up  this  whole  enterprise  which 
has  cost  this  country  a  very  large  amount  of 
money  in  land  grants  and  subsidies — given 
by  the  Dominion  government  and  the  mu- 
nicipalities." Are  you  going  to  assist  the 
bondholders  to  treat  the  enterprise  in  the 
way  which  is  cooly  intimated  in  this  circu- 
lar which  has  been  left  on  our  desks )  I 
have  no  hesitation  in  concluding  that  the 
wisdom  of  this  House  will  assert  itself  other- 
wise and  will  grant  the  promoters  of  this 
bill  the  franchise  which  they  ask — a  fran- 
chise which  entirely  apart  from  the  circum- 
stances of  the  case  as  a  public  work  will  be 
of  gigantic  benefit  to  that  section  of  the 
country.  I  ask  hon.  gentlemen,  is  this 
House  hereafter  going  to  adjust  the  differ- 
ences which  may  arise  between  bondholders 
and  the  shareholders  of  the  company  1  Are 
we  going  to  engage  in  this  internecine  strife 
which  we  find  being  waged  between  the 
bondholders  and  shareholders  of  the  com- 
pany t  If  we  assume  a  responsibility  of 
this  kind,  it  then  would  be  useless  for  these 
institutions  to  seek  relief  or  redress  in  the 
courts  of  justice.  They  will  realize  that  it 
is  only  necessary  to  come  before  this  l^on. 
body  and  submit  the  serious  difficulties 
which  may  arise  from  time  to  time  to  this 
House   in   the   hope  of  having  them  satis- 
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factorily  adjusted  in  lieu  of  a  com- 
petent court  of  justice.  The  po- 
sition which  I  wish  to  submit  to  this 
hon.  House  is  this — ^that  it  should  not  be 
the  prerogative  of  this  House  to  make  in- 
quiry as  to  the  difficulties  which  may  pre- 
vail amongst  bond-holders  and  shareholders 
of  a  company  or  among  those  who  constitute 
a  company,  but  that  when  legislation  is 
applied  for  that  legislation  should  be  consid- 
ered entirely  upon  it<  merits,  entirely  apart 
from  the  spirit  which  has  animated  it  and 
it  should  be  regarded  merely  in  the  abstract 
light  of  the  good  of  the  community  and  the 
general  advant  ige  of  Canada.  Apart  from 
that,  if  we  take  other  matters  into  consider- 
ation we  will  step  outside  of  that  domain 
which  properly  belongs  to  this  legislative 
body  and  entail  upon  ourselves  a  responsibil- 
ity which  would  only  lead  to  the  greatest 
complication.  I  hope  hon.  gentleiiien  will 
regard  this  matter  as  one  in  which  the 
people  of  the  North-west  Territories  are 
very  deeply  interested  and  will  permit  ihe 
third  reading  of  the  bill. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)— The 
bondholders  in  this  case  are  asking  for  a 
very  small  thing — merely  a  delay  to  arrange 
the  difficulties  that  exi.st  between  them  and 
the  Messrs.  Allan.  They  do  not  ask  the 
Senate  to  adjust  their  quarrels.  The  hon. 
gentleman  from  Calgary  has  not  put 
it  fairly  when  he  says  that  they  want  this 
House  to  act  as  arbitrators.  I  see  a  great 
injustice  is  being  done  to  the  bond- 
holders, and  I  wish  to  give  them  time  to  ad- 
just their  difficulties  with  the  Messrs.  Allan. 
The  honourable  gentleman  let  the  cat  out  of 
the  bag  in  another  matter ;  he  has  shown 
that  it  is  not  the  public  interest  at  all  that 
has  led  to  the  idea  of  building  this  road. 
The  public  interest  has  nothing  to  do  with 
it.  What  titey  want  is  a  power  to  hold  over 
the  bondholders  in  England  to  compel  them 
to  do  certain  things  for  the  Messrs.  Allan. 
It  is  nothing  more  or  less  than  that.  The 
hon.  gentleman  from  Monck  knows  perfectly 
well  that  the  public  interest  never  came  in- 
to the  matter  at  all. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCALLUM— What  T  said 
was  that  the  public  were  largely  interested 
in  it — that  the  settlers  living  on  that  line 
hAve  more  interest  in  it  than  the  bond- 
holders or  the  stockholders.  They  are  striv- 
ing to  get  an  outlet  and  we  should  give 
them  every  facility  to  do  so. 


Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD   (B.   C.)— Tls. 
gentleman   who   represented    the     compacT 
stated  the  object.     It  was  to   place  tbem  k 
a  position  to  tell   this  company    tbat   thtj 
must  take   a  certain  position.     The    boiL 
gentleman  from  Alma  asks   what    would  be 
the  difference  if  this  road   were   built  bv 
Messrs.   Allan   or   by  any  new    companj. 
There  is  all  the  difference  in  the  world — all 
the  comaiercial    honesty  in  the  world.      Ttf 
Allans  have  the  money  of  the  mortgagees  in 
England.      They  used   it — perhaps    wiselv, 
perhaps  not —  at  all   events  they  have  failed 
in  paying  back    the   money  or  interest  upon 
it,  and  is  it  fair  to  permit  them  to  come  for- 
ward and     destroy   the  security    of    thuse 
bondholders  1    I   will  not  call  it  a  swindle, 
but  I  say  it  is  not  fair   or   just   to   prevent 
those  people  getting  back  their  own  monej. 
For  these  reasons  I  think  the  delay   should 
be  granted,  and  those   companies   should  be 
given    time   to   come   together    and    adjust 
their   affairs.       The   hon.    gentleman   from 
Kennebec   division   says   we   have    only  to 
look  at  the  public  side  of  this  question.   We 
have   to   look   at   the   private   interests  in- 
volved  and    at   the   morals  as  welL     Those 
bondholders  are  not   here  to  look  after  their 
own  interests  ;  they  cannot  go  round  this 
House  lobbying — as  lobbying  has  been  done 
to  a  very  large  extent — and  are  we  to  place 
them  at  a  disadvantage  1     The  chief  reason 
given  for  that  lobbying — at  least  in  my  own 
case — was  this  :  They  h-'d  come  to  a  cer'ain 
basis  of  arrangement  with  the   bondholders, 
and   it   was    broken   off,  and    without   this 
power  no  agreement  could  be  arrived  at     I 
hope  the  House  will  not  sanction  an  act  of 
injustice   to   the   people    who   loaned  their 
money  in  good  faith  to  the  undertaking. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN — Being  a  mem- 
ber of  the  committee,  and  voting  with  the 
minority  there,  I  have  a  word  to  say  on  the 
subject.  This  is  not  an  application  for  a 
charter  to  build  a  railway  :  it  is  an  applica- 
tion to  give  the  old  company  bettor  facilities 
for  conducting  the  litigation  that  is  now 
pending  between  the  company  and  the 
bondholders.  That  is  practically  and  hon- 
estly what  it  means.  How  are  those 
bondholders  interested  in  this  legislation? 
They  are  interested  in  this  railway  as 
they  are  interested  in  scores  of  railways 
throughout  this  country.  Canada  is  under 
a  debt  of  gratitude  to  English  lenders  for 
the  immense  amount  of  money  borrowed  in 
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the  English  market.     It  is  doubtful  if  even 
this  road  would  have  been  constructed  with- 
out their  aid,  although  this  company  hap- 
p>ens  to  be  very  wealthy.     It  is  a  company 
■which    no    gentleman — not   even   the  hon. 
member  from  Samia  to  whom  I  have  listen- 
ed with  pleasure — has  denounced.     He  had 
not   a  word  to  say  against  the   Allans,  or 
against  those  gentlemen  who  are  the  princi- 
pal  stockholders  in  this  company,  neither 
have  I  heard  a  word  said   in  all  this  discus- 
sion against  their  character  and  position  and 
standing.     How  are  the  stockholders  inter- 
ested, we  are  asked  1     They  are  interested  in 
this  road  as  they  have  been  interested  in  the 
Caraquet  Railway  and  in  Albert  Railway. 
It    had    been    represented    to    them    that 
there   was    a    railway   in    the    North-west 
where     there     were     to    be    five    million 
of     people     long     before     this,    and    thao 
an    investment    in    that    road    must  cer- 
tainly pay.     How  often  have  such  invest- 
ments turned  out  to  be  very  pogr  ones ! 
How  often  have  their  bonds  become  entirely 
worthless  !     The  London  sharpers,  the  Lon- 
don    money-brokers     present      the      case 
so    strongly    that    they    were  enabled  to 
procure   this  money,   not   from   capitalists 
merely,  but  from  men  who,  perhaps,  have 
invested  their  all  in  these  bonds,  who  have 
very  little  to  spare  and  who  have  been  delud- 
ed by  the  representations  made,  not  by  the 
Messrs.  Allan  but  by  the  money-brokers  in 
London,  who  made  a  certain  offer  upon  the 
bonds  perhaps,  and  have  undertaken,  possibly 
to  share  any  surplus  they  might  derive.  Their 
prospectuses  are  extremely  alluring ;  I  have 
seen  them  in  the  London  papers,  and  they  are 
comical  reading.     I  have  seen  them  because 
I  have  been  interested  in  them.    They  have 
come  under  my  notice,  because  there  have 
been  railways  in  my  province  which  have 
been  bonded   in  this  way  and   the   bond- 
holders  lost   their  money.     They   also    be- 
came interested    in  this  particular  line   of 
railway,  and  why  7     Not  alone  on  account 
of    the     great      North-west,     represented 
to  be  so  flourishing,  and  which  I  hope  finally 
will  meet  the  expectations   of   everybody ; 
but  they  were  interested  in  this  particular 
line  on  account  of  the  high  character  and 
standing  of  those  gentlemen  who  principally 
form  the  stock  list  of  this  company.      They 
had  three  or  four  different  things  in  connec- 
tion with  this  particular  road  which  were 
calculated  to  give   the   agents  in  London 
gniat  facilities  in  plying  their  business  to 


induce  investors  to  give  their  money.  The 
men  who  bought  these  bonds  are  not  dogs  in 
the  manger ;  they  paid  somewhere  between 
eighty  cents  on  the  dollar  and  par  as  was 
represented  in  the  committee.  These  bonds 
are  now  in  a  state  of  depreciation,  and  the 
company,  consisting  of  the  very  individuals 
who  profited  by  this  loan  of  $2,600,000 
drawn  from  these  people  is  seeking 
for  legislation  which  will  still  further  impair 
their  value.  Allowing  for  all  discount,  the 
company  borrowed  over  $2,000,000,  amply 
sufficient,  according  to  the  statement  of  my 
hon.  friend  from  Marquette,  to  build  the 
whole  road,  180  miles,  and  yet  they  had  a 
mortgaging  power  of  $15,000  or  $20,000  a 
mile.  That  I  think  was  a  mistake  made  by 
the  legislature  at  the  very  beginning  :  it  is 
another  inducement  and  another  lever  by 
which  these  bonds  are  made  to  sell  in  Eng- 
land. Then  the  bonds  depreciated  :  the 
country  did  not  fill  up  with  population  as 
we  all  hoped  it  would.  The  road  did  not 
cost  forty  or  fifty  or  sixty  thousand  dollars 
a  mile,  as  such  roads  do  cost  in  England, 
where  they  are  substantially  built,  and 
where  immense  land  damages  have  to  be 
paid  in  addition  to  the  large  cost  of  legisla- 
tion. It  is  a  road  that  should  have  been 
built  for  ten  or  fifteen  thousand  dollars  a 
mile  at  the  outside.  These  bonds  became 
depreciated.  They  are  not  worth  what 
they  paid  for  them.  And  the  bondholders 
are  looking  now  to  get  as  much  out  of  them 
as  they  can,  and  yet  we  are  asked  to-day  to 
grant  a  charter  which  will  decrease  the 
value  of  the  bonds.  My  hon.  friend  from 
Calgary,  says  it  is  for  a  road  to  run  at  right 
angles  instrad  of  a  parallel  road.  Well,  it 
is  not  a  parallel  road  or  a  road  at  right  angles. 
It  is  not  a  road  at  all  and  it  is  not  intend- 
ed to  be  a  road.  The  passage  of  this  Bill 
is  intended  by  them  to  be  used  as  a  lever  by 
which  the  bonds  will  be  further  depreciated 
in  the  market,  so  that  the  old  company,  if 
they  choose,  can  purchase  them  at  a  still 
lower  rate.  Yet  those  men,  from  whom  we 
have  drawn  money,  are  called  dogs  in  the 
manger  because  they  object  to  this  legislsi- 
tion.  I  think  it  would  be  injurious  to  the 
credit  of  the  country  and  I  hope  the  bill 
will  not  pass  until  present  disputes  are  ad- 
justed. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALLAN — I  should  not  think  of 
saying  one  word  at  this  hour,  were  it  not  for 
the  observations  of  some  hon.  gentlemen, 
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more  particularly  the  hon.  member  from 
Sarnia,  because  I  would  be  very  sorry  indeed 
that  it  should  be  thought  for  a  moment  that 
I  am  in  any  way  inditterent  to  the  honour  of 
my  own  country,  or  the  reputation  for  justice 
and  honour  of  this  Seaate.  We  may  just  as 
well  look  this  thing  squarely  in  the  face.  It 
has  been  asserted  that  the  only  way  we 
should  look  at  the  bill  before  us  is  simply  to 
consider  whether  the  road,  for  which  the 
charter  is  sought,  is  a  road  for  the  benefit  of 
the  country  and  for  the  benefit  of  the  settlers 
in  that  section  of  Canada.  This  is,  perhaps, 
one  way  to  look  at  it,  but  I  have  read  two 
statements  which  have  l)een  laid  on  the 
Table  of  the  House,  one  in  the  interests  of 
these  bondholders,  and  the  other,  the  answer 
to  that  statement  which  was  laid  upon  our 
Table  to-day,  made  on  behalf  of  Messrs. 
Allan.  I  am  free  to  confess  that  I  was  very 
much  puzzled  at  first  when  the  matter  was 
b'-fore  the  committee  to  decide  what  v  as  the 
proper  course  to  take,  and  when  I  read  that 
statement  on  Friday,  made  on  behalf  of  the 
bondholders,  I  was  still  more  perplexed,  but 
upon  reflection  since,  and  upon  read- 
ing this  answer  which  hon.  gentlemen 
have  before  them  to-day,  I  feel  satis 
fied  now  for  the  reasons  which  I 
shall  give,  to  record  my  vote  in  favour  of 
the  bill.  As  the  matter  comes  before  us 
now,  we  cAnnot  shut  our  eyes  to  the  fact 
that,  to  a  certain  extent,  we  are  called  upon 
to  decide  as  to  what  is  fair  and  just,  and 
(to  use  an  expression  which  we  have  heard 
two  or  three  times  to-day)  moral  in  this 
House  to  do,  as  between  the  parties  apply- 
ing for  the  chartT  and  those  opposing  it. 
Now,  the  circumstances  of  the  case,  as  we 
have  had  them  stated  over  and  over  again, 
seem  to  be  simply  these  :  here  are  these  Eng- 
lish bondholders  who  have  their  security  on 
the  180  miles  of  road  upon  which  they  have 
advanced  a  very  large  sum  of  money,  and 
they  look  to  this  180  miles  as  their  security 
for  that  advance.  On  the  other  hand,  we 
have  the  Manitoba  and  North-western  or  the 
Messrs.  Allan,  whichever  you  choose  to  call 
them,  who  have  spent  a  large  sum  of  money 
in  pushing  forward  this  enterprise,  both  for 
their  own  interests  and  also  undoubtedly  to 
open  a  most  important  section  of  the 
country,  and  ultimately,  as  we  have  been 
told  several  times,  and  as  the  answer  states 
to  carry  forward,  the  road  to  Prince  Albert. 
I  think  those  gentlemen  are  deserving  of 
both  our  sympathy  and  our  assistance  in  the 


undertaking  which  they  have  endeavored  to 
carry  through,  and  in  which  they  hav? 
sunk  large  sums  of  money,  and  what  ther 
ask  us  to  do  simply  amounts  to  this ;  the 
English  bondholders  have  refused  to  assist 
in  the  extension  of  the  road  to  Prince  Albert, 
and  the  refusal  of  the  charter  now  asked 
would  prevent  the  completion  of  the  road  to 
that  point.  The  English  bondholders  saj 
they  will  hang  on  to  their  security,  the  1^ 
miles,  but  will  do  nothing  more  Is  it  not 
fair  and  just^  looking  at  the  amount  of  monej 
those  gentlemen  have  sunk  in  the  undertaking 
already,  to  grant  them  some  measure  of  relief, 
and  place  them  in  such  a  position  that  they 
may  go  on  with  the  extension  of  the  road 
from  the  termination  of  the  180  miles  to  the 
original  objective  point,  Prince  Albert,  and 
so  give  them  some  possible  chance  of  recoup- 
ing themselves  ultimately  for  their  large  ex- 
penditure and  also  for  doing  that  which  I 
think  no  hon.  gentleman  can  doubt  is  in  the 
interests  of  the  country,  namely  the  exten- 
sion of  the  road  to  Prince  Albert  ?  It  is  for 
these  reasons  that  I  have  made  up  my  own 
mind,  under  the  circumstances  of  the  case, 
to  vote  for  the  bill  before  us. 

The  House  divided  on  the  motion  which 
was  agreed  to  on  the  following  division  : — 
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THE  DIVORCE  COMMITTEE. 

CONSIDERATION     OV      COMMCNICATION 
POSTPONED. 

The  Order  of  the  day  having  been  called 
"  consideration  of  the  communication  from 
certain  members  of  the  Standing  Commit- 
tee on  Divorce." 

Hon.  Mr.  PRIMROSE  said  :  In  the 
absence  of  the  chairmin  of  the  Committee  I 
move  that  this  item  be  deferred  until  Thurs- 
day next. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— Why  till 
Thursday  1 

Hon.  Mr.  PRIMROSE— The  chairman 
is  not  here,  and  we  do  not  know  when  he 
will  be  here. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— Were  it  not  for  the 
last  statement  made  by  the  hon.  member  I 
would  not  have  any  objection  to  the  post- 
ponement, but  he  stat(»  that  he  does  not 
know  when  the  chairman  will  be  here.  The 
paper  on  the  table  casts  serious  aspersions 
on  members  of  this  body,  and  these  asper- 
sions have  been  spread  on  the  minutes  of 
the  House  and  upon  the  Debates  and  have 
gone  broadcast  over  the  country. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Hear,  hear. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER — It  is  only  right  and 
just  to  the  gentlemen  so  aspersed  that  the 
earliest  opportunity  should  be  given  for 
reply.  I  believe  when  this  matt3r  is  before 
the  House  I  shall  be  in  a  position  to  show 
that  the  document  on  our  table  is  a  tissue 
of  inaccuracies — I  might  use  a  stronger 
word — from  beginning  to  end. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Hear,  hear. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER — I  say  it  is  unfair 
that  it  should  be  delayed  a  day  longer  than 
necessary  for  its  consideration.  If  my  hon. 
friend  was  in  a  position  to  say  that  the 
chairman  of  the  committee  will  be  here  on 
Thursday,  I  would  not  object  to  its  post- 
ponement until  then,  but  he  has  told  us  that 
he  does  not  know  when  he  will  be  here.  If 
it  is  to  be  postponed  again  from  Thursday,  I 
gay  it  will  be  most  unjust  to  the  members  who 
have  been  misrepresented  by  that  document 
which  has  been  scattered  broadcast  over  the 
country  to  be  compelled  to  lie  under  these 


aspersions  for  an  indefinite  period  of  time. 
I,  for  one,  am  not  willing  to  consent  to 
anything  of  the  kind.  I  shall,  however, 
consent  that  the  consideration  of  that  extra- 
ordinary document  shall  be  taken  up  by  the 
House  on  Thursday  with  the  understanding 
that  it  shall  not  be  postponed  past  that  day. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  first  order  on 
Thursday. 

Hon.  Mr.  PRIMROSE  — The  reason 
Thursday  was  specified  was  simply  this :  I 
made  a  mistake  in  saying  that  I  did  not 
know  whether  the  chairman  would  be  here 
on  Thursday.  It  is  generally  understood 
that  he  w  ill  be  here  on  Thursday,  and  there- 
fore, I  made  the  motion  that  the  order  be 
postponed  until  that  day. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

SEDITIOUS  AND  UNLAWFUL  ASSO- 
CIATIONS AND  OATHS  BILL. 

SECOND   READING. 

The  order  of  the  day  being  read : — Second 
Reading  (Bill  7)  An  Act  further  to  amend 
the  tenth  chapter  of  the  Consolidated 
Statutes  for  Lower  Canada,  respecting  Sedi- 
tious and  Unlawful  Associations  and  Oaths. 
— (Honourable  Mr.  Power.) 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER  said :  lam  not  in  charge 
of  this  bill ;  I  had  it  put  down  for  the  second 
reading  to-day,  simply  because  no  hon. 
gentleman  happened  to  be  present  at  the 
time  who  was  interested  in  it.  As  I  under- 
stand this  bill  it  is  with  respect  to  the 
Masonic  order.  The  Revised  Statutes  now 
exempt  the  Oraud  Lodge  of  Canada  from 
the  operation  of  the  law  forbidding  secret 
associations,  and  since  that  Ace  was  passed 
there  has  been  a  new  Grand  Lodge  establish- 
ed, the  Grand  Lodge  of  Quebec.  The  object 
of  this  bill  is  to  extend  the  protection  of 
the  previous  act  to  the  Grand  Lodg;  of 
Quebec. 

Hon.  Mr.  MacINNES  (Burlington)— I 
believe  this  bill  was  placed  in  my  hands, 
and  I  have  overlooked  the  fact,  but  the 
.senior  member  for  Halifax  has  stated  the 
object,  which  is  to  make  the  legislation  of 
Quebec  and  Ontario  uniform.  There  is  no 
innovation  or  new  power  asked.  I  therefore 
move  the  second  reading. 
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Hon.     Mr.     DbBOUCHERVILLE— It 

seems  to  me  that  this  bill  is  important 
enough  for  us  to  have  explanations,  which  I 
do  not  think  we  have  had. 

Hon.  Mr.  MacINNES  (Burlington)— All 
it  asks  for  is  the  substitution  of  the  word 
"in "for  "of." 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

SHORT  LINE  RAILWAY  CO.  BILL. 

THIRD  READING. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN  moved  concur- 
rence in  the  amendment  made  by  the  stand- 
ing Committee  on  Railways,  Telegraphs  and 
Harbours  to  Bill  (H)  "  An  Act  respecting 
the  Short  Line  Railway  Company." 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the  bill 
was  then  read  the  third  time  and  passed. 

SECOND  READING. 

Bill  (79)  "An  Act  to  incorporate  Gil  jjour 
and  Hughson  Company,  Limited."  (Hon. 
Mr.  Clemow.) 

FEMALE  OFFENDERS  BILL. 

REPORTED  FROM  COMMITTEE. 

The  House  reserved  itself  into  a  commit- 
tee of  the  whole  on  Bill  (J)  "An  Act  to 
amend  the  Act  respecting  certain  Female 
Offenders  in  the  Province  of  Nova  Scotia." 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL,  from  the  committet', 
reported  the  bill  with  amendments,  which 
were  concurred  in. 

BILL  INTRODUCED. 

Bill  (67)  "  An  Act  further  to  amend  the 
Fisheries  Act."    (Hon.  Mr.  Angers.) 

The  Senate  then  adjonrned. 


THE  SENATE. 

Ottawa,  Tuesday,  18th  June,  1895. 

The  SPEAKER  took  the  Chair  at  Three 
o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 

NOVA   SCOTIA    STEEL  COMPANY'S 
BILL. 

REPORTED  FROM  COMMITTEE. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALLAN,  from  the  Committee 
on   Banking  and  Commerce,  reported  Bill 


(56)  "  An  Act  to  amend  the  Act  to  inar 
porate  the  Nova  Scotia  Steel  Companj 
Limited,"  with  amendments.  S.B  said  :  Ji 
the  bill  was  introduced,  the  first  clause  re^d 
to  the  effect  that  the  sale  set  out  in  an  in- 
denture between  the  Nov^a  Scotia  Steei 
and  Forge  Company,  Limited,  and  the  Non 
Scotia  Steel  Company,  Limited,  and  "  regis- 
tered in  the  office  of  the  Secretary  of  St»tf 
in  Canada,  etc."  The  committee  thoo^: 
it  was  desirable  instead  of  the  indenture 
there  referred  to  being  registered  in  tb* 
Secretary  of  State's  office,  that  it  should,  for 
the  information  of  all  parties  concerned,  be 
attached  in  the  shape  of  a  schedule  to  xLt 
bill  itself,  so  that  the  only  amendment  xf- 
the  bill  is  that  made  in  the  first  clause  br 
striking  out  the  words  "  and  registered  in 
the  office  of  the  Secretary  of  State  in  Cana- 
da "  and  inserting  "  which  indenture  is  set 
out  in  the  schedule  to  this  Act."  It  is  dnlj 
set  out  in  the  shape  of  a  schedule.  That  is 
the  only  amendment. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER  moved  that  the 
amendment  be  concurred  in. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

REPRESENTATION  OF  BRITISH 
COLUMBIA  IN  THE  CABINET. 

INQUIRY. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)  rose  to 

Call  the  attention  of  the  Senate  to  the  commer- 
cial and  financial  position  of  the  province  of  BritUfa 
Columbia,  and  to  other  matters ;  and  to  ask  th<^ 
Government,  if  it  considers  that  province  entitle>I 
to  as  full  a  proportionate  representation,  and  to  all 
the  other  rights  and  privileges  now  enjoyed  by 
every  other  province  in  the  Dominion  ? 

He  said  : — It  is  not  my  intention  to  make  a 
long  address  or  to  place  a  large  array  of 
figures  before  the  House.  I  prefer  to  be  in 
harmony  with  the  feeling  of  the  House, 
knowing  they  like  short  speeches.  The 
House  will  absolve  me  from  the  thought  of 
bringing  this  forward  from  any  persoiuil 
motive  or  to  gratify  any  personal  ambition. 
There  are  many  gentlemen  in  this  House 
who  know  my  feelings  and  sentiments  on  the 
subject  to  which  my  inquiry  refers,  and  who 
are  aware  that  I  am  not  after  the  flesh  pots. 
I  bring  this  forward  on  general  public 
grounds.  I  feel  it  my  duty,  at  tliis  stage  of 
the  history  of  British  Columbia,  to  lay  before 
parliamentastatementshowing  the  unrivalled 
commercial  and  financial  position  of  thatpror- 
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ince.     I  do  this  also  to  show  the  people  of  oar 
pjTOvince  that  their  interests,  and  their  laud- 
able expectations  have  not  been  neglected, 
Itut  have  been  brought  to  the  attention  of  par- 
liament and  of  thegovernment,  with  a  view  to 
an  early  consummation  of  such  expectations. 
Iti  is  only  by  comparison  that  we  can  arrive 
at  an  accurate  knowledge  of  our  position  ; 
therefore  I  propose  to  submit  a  comparative 
statement  of  the   commercial   and   financial 
transactions  of   the   different  provinces   of 
the  Dominion — excepting  Manitoba  which, 
from  its  geographical  position,  cannot  form 
a  proper  comparison — which  will  show  what 
■we  have  done  during  a  season  of  great  de- 
pres:iion   and     the   possibility    of     greater 
things  in  better  times.     I  take  this   course 
also  to   inform   the   Government,   and     to 
strengthen  its  hands,  in  dealing  with  British 
Columbia,  in  removing  every  disability  un- 
der which  it  rests,  and  in  giving  that  pro- 
vince its  full    proportionate  share  and  voice 
in  the  public  administration  of  the  country. 
On  this  subject  there  is  a  very  strong  and 
growing  sentiment  among  the  electors  of 
that  province.     The  question  is  asked,    and 
naturally  so — why  should  the  province  most 
loyal   to    conservative  principles,   and  the 
largest    proportionate     contributor  to  the 
treasury,  be  treated  unequally  and  unfairly  ? 
It  is  not  my  intention  to  find  fault  with,  or 
to  arraign  the  government  for  what  has  not 
been  done,  but  rather  to  give  my  own  opin- 
ion and  that  of  the  electors  of  my  province 
as  to  what  should  be  done,   and   to  express 
the  hope  that  every  shred  of  dissatisfau;tion 
may  be  removed.     I  know  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter likes  plain  talk,  because  he  likes  to  talk 
back  plainly,  therefore  I  have  less  hesitation 
in  stating  these  matters.     I   may   be  told 
that  it  is  not  advisable  to  recognize  provin- 
cial divisions  in  forming  an   administration, 
that  the  best  men  should  be  taken  regard- 
less of  locality.     It  is  too  late   to  say  that 
now,  when  \>  e  find   locality — special  locali- 
ties— has    so   much  do    with    it.        Even 
in    England    the    three     great    divisions 
of     the     Empire      are      taken     into     ac- 
count in    forming    a     government.      Hon. 
gentlemen      will     at    once    see    how    im- 
portant it  is  for  a  province  like  ours,  of  great 
commercial    possibilities    to   have    a   voice 
in  the  forming  of  the  commercial  and  fiscal 
system  under  which  we  are  governed  so  far 
as  we  are  concerned,  a  cast-iron  policy  is  put 
in  operation  in  which  we  have  no  voice,  part 
or  lot,  but  to  hand   over  our  sheckles.     Is 


this  proper,  fair  or  just  1  I  fully  recognize — 
even  if  we  had  a  voice — that  we  must  yield 
cheerfully  to  the  opinion  of  the  majority,  yet 
we  would  have  the  satisfaction  of  having  the 
voice,  the  power  to  suggest,  and  the  position 
in  which  we  could  approve,  or  try  to  amend  a 
policy.  Although  the  representation  of  British 
Columbia  in  parliament  is  numerically  weak, 
and  not  strong  enough  to  enforce  its  claims 
as  other  provinces  have  enforced  and  de- 
manded their  claims,  and  perhaps  little  more 
than  they  were  entitled  to,  that  is  no  reason 
for  withholdingitfi  just  riches, but  the  reverse. 
Nothing  should  be  done,  or  left  undone,  in 
the  weaker  provinces,  which  could  not  be 
done,  or  left  undone  in  the  larje  provinces. 
We  know  that  political  favourites  or  political 
parasites  have  from  time  to  time  been  palmed 
off  on  British  Columbia  as  if  its  own  people 
were  incapable :  that  could  not  be  done  in  the 
olderprovinces.  Theloyaltyof  British  Colum- 
b'a  to  the  Conservative  administration,  and 
its  policy  has  no  parallel  in  provincial  history. 
Not  only  the  electorate,  but  the  provincial 
governments  of  the  province  have  been  in 
harmony  with  the  administration  for  the  last 
sixteen  years,  whereas  in  other  provinces  it 
has  been  the  other  way.  I  desire  to  draw 
particular  attention  to  this  loyalty,  and 
disinterestedness  for  the  general  good.  No 
province  in  the  Dominion  benefits  so  little 
by  the  present  tr.ide  policy,  and  feels  the 
taxation  so  much  as  British  Columbia, 
because  we  manufacture  little,  and  import 
nearly  every  article  we  consume.  But 
we  have  cheerfully  given  our  support  to 
what  has  been  and  is  for  the  general  good, 
and  to  a  policy  which  keeps  wealth  and 
labour  in  the  country  which  would,  under  a 
different  policy,  flow  out  of  it.  The  Prime 
Minister  knows  this  as  well  as  I  do,  and  I 
hope  he  will  bear  in  mind  such  disinterested 
loyalty  when  giving  consideration  to  railway 
subsidies  and  other  matters  to  which  British 
Columbia  is  entitled.  Although  our  prov- 
ince is  rich  in  natural  resources,  yet  the 
out-go  or  drain  for  imposts  and  revenue  is  so 
great  as  to  make  it  impossible  for  our  people 
to  find  the  capital  necessary  t  >  open  up 
avenues  of  communication  for  the  successful 
development  of  these  resources  and  their 
transportation  to  the  markets  of  the  world, 
and  for  the  occupation  and  colonization  of 
our  public  lands.  For  these  reasons  we  ask 
and  should  receive  subsidies — a  generous 
return  of  a  portion  of  our  own  money.  The 
stimulus  thus  given  to  trade  would  well  re- 
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pay  the  government  for  any  outlay  made  in 
the  way  I  have  described.  The  richest 
mining  district  perhaps  in  the  world  is 
calling  loudly  for  railway  facilities  for  the 
removal  of  ores  and  supplies,  and  any  aid 
given  private  enterprise  to  assist  in  the 
development  of  the  Kootenay  mining  region 
will  be  well  laid  out.  The  Provincial  Secre- 
tary of  British  C!olumbia  has  recently  visited 
this  district  of  Kootenay  and  if  the  House 
will  permit  I  will  read  a  few  extracts  from 
a  letter  of  his  which  appears  in  a  Victoria 
newspaper.     They  are  as  follows  : — 

Aineric%n  capital  is  now  being  directed  to  thiti 
portion  of  the  Kootenay  district  as  well  as  to  the 
south- M'est  portion,  and  we  may  soon  look  to 
equally  important  results.  The  large  Ixxlies  of 
argentiferous  galena  on  the  Mowyea  Lake  have 
been  purchased  and  aie  about  to  be  developed. 
Rich  gold  quartz  leads  are  reported  from  near 
Weaver  Creek  and  up  Wild  Horse  Creek.  The 
mines  known  as  the  "  Dibble  Group,"  near  Fort 
Steele  luid  Cranbrook,  have  been  purchased,  and 
show  bo<Ues  of  peacock  copper  and  grey  copper, 
assaying  very  high  in  silver.  N  ambers  of  pros- 
pectors are  coming  in  from  the  American  side,  and 
the  prospect  of  the  building  of  the  British  Colum- 
bia Southern  Railway  in  the  near  future,  and  the 
introduction  of  fooif  and  cheap  fuel  has  given  a 
great  impetus  to  the  mining  industry  in  both  E^st 
and  South-west  Kootenay. 

The  scene  at  Pilot  Bay  is  one  that  should  warm 
the  patriotism  of  any  true  British  Columbian.  The 
extensive  smelting  and  concentrating  wcrks  are  in 
full  blast,  working  day  and  night.  The  bullion 
from  the  smelting  lumaue  is  literally  pouring  out 
during  the  twenty-four  hours,  and  under  the  able 
management  of  Mr.  Gordon,  all  the  machinery  and 
adaptations  work  without  a  hitch. 

1  returned  to  Pilot  Bay  that  evening  by  the 
steamer  "  Alberta,"  spent  part  of  the  night  in 
watching  the  smelting  operations,  and  the  next 
morning  Messrs.  Hernck  &  Gordon  kindly  placed 
their  steamer  at  my  disposal  and  accompanied  me 
to  the  Blue  Bell  mine.  This  is  the  principal  source 
of  supply  of  ore  to  the  smelter,  and  is  owned  prin- 
cipally by  Mr.  Hendryx.  It  is,  probably,  one  of 
the  largest  bodies  of  ore  in  the  world.  It  is  com- 
posed of  carbonate  of  lead,  galena  and  copper,  the 
total  width  of  the  vein  bemg  193  feet — namely, 
cartranate,  100  feet ;  galena.  Si  feet,  and  copper,  6 
feet,  the  copper  being  between  the  carbonate  and 
galena.  Five  thousand  tons  ol  ore  were  taken  out 
in  one  month  by  forty  men,  and  the  average  daily 
output  is  now  180  tons,  with  thirty-eight  men,  all 
told.  The  outcrop  of  the  season  can  fe  traced  for 
a  distance  of  a  mile  and  a  half,  and  it  shows  nearly 
the  same  body  of  ore.  The  mine  has  not  been 
proved  much  more  than  100  feet  below  the  surface, 
and  although  it  is  of  low  grade,  averaging  only 
almut  ten  ounces  of  silver  to  the  ton,  it  is  impos- 
sible to  say  what  discoveries  may  be  made  with 
greater  <lepth.  A  diamond  drill  is  alxnit  to  be  put 
in  operation,  in  order  to  lay  out  the  mine  in  depth 
and  width. 


The  Silver  King  is  probably  destined  to  be  <se 
of  the  great  wealth  producers  of  British  Columbii. 
It  may  be  described  as  a  great  dyke  of  dioryte 
protruding  through  shale  which  contains  vithia 
Its  matrix  chimneys  of  copper  and  silver  ores,  vitc 
iron  pyrites.  The  copper  is  found  as  pyrites  or 
cooleopyrites,  and  also  as  peacock  copper,  the  bi- 
ter lieing  richest  in  silver.  There  is  also  grey  eo^ 
per  in  places  and  silver  glance,  which  gives  greit 
richness  to  certain  bodies  of  the  ore.  From  10  to 
15  per  cent  of  the  general  body  of  the  ore  average 
when  picked  100  ounces  of  silver  and  15  per  ceot 
of  copiHsr  to  the  ton.  There  are  about  100,000  tooii 
of  ore  in  sight,  which,  taking  it  as  a  whole,  would 
average  55  ounces  of  silver  and  10  per  vent  of  c«{^ 
per  to  the  ton.  Some  3,420  feet  of  tunnels  and 
drifts  have  been  made.  One  tunnel  has  been 
driven  straight  for  918  feet;  it  struck  the  body  d 
ore  about  4()0  feet  and  has  been  running  in  ok 
ever  since.  Four  winzes  have  been  sunk,  respec- 
tively 90,  70,  70  and  125  feet,  exposing  the  ore. 
Borings  are  now  being  made  with  an  inch  dismool 
drill,  so  as  to  feel  the  way  ahead  and  below  an<i 
thus  lay  out  the  direction  and  volume  of  the  nn. 
The  width  of  the  dioryte  varies  from  70  to  10  feet. 
aad  in  70  feet  width  40  feet  contains  ore. 

Our  wealth  of  fish,  timber  and  coal 
is  too  well  known  for  me  to  direct 
attention  to  it  now.  Our  exports  show 
what  they  are.  I  fully  understand,  and 
am  fully  aware  of  the  fact,  that  the  youn^r 
and  smaller  provinces  coming  into  the  feder- 
ation without  the  safeguard  of  written  stipu- 
lations of  their  rights,  are  placed  at  a 
disadvantage  compared  with  the  older  and 
more  populouH  provinces.  I  am  also  fully 
conscious  of  the  tendency  to  keep  the  smaller 
provinces  in  leading  strings  "  as  hewers  of 
wood,  and  drawers  of  water  "  not  from  any 
designing  intent  on  the  part  of  the  govern- 
ment of  the  day,  but  more  from  indifference 
mixed  with  some  selfishness.  I  think  I  shall 
be  able  to  show  the  government  and  this 
House  that  the  time  has  come  when  Briti^ 
Columbia  should  no  longer  be  kept  in  lead- 
ing strings,  but  should  be  given  its  legitimate 
place  in  the  government  of  the  country.  The 
Premierinstating  his  reasons  forgiving  Prince 
Eward  Island  representation  in  his  Cabinet, 
said  it  was  on  account  of  distance.  If  that 
holds  good  in  the  case  of  that  province,  how 
much  more  should  it  do  so  in  the  case  of 
British  Columbia,  which  is  1,800  miles  more 
distant  from  the  capital  ?  I  will  now  en- 
deavour to  show  what  the  provinces  have 
done  in  the  way  of  trade  and  revenue  for 
the  fiscal  year  ending  June,  1894,  and  in 
doing  so,  hon.  gentlemen  will  understand 
[  that  comparisons  must  be  made,  but  I  can 
I  assure  the  House  I  have  no  intention  to  hurt 
I  any  ones  feelings,  or  intentionally  make  any 
I  invidious  comparison.     I  consider  the  pro- 
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vinces  which  are  self-sustaining,  with  an  ab- 
undance of  the  necessaries  of  life,  and  pay 
the  smallest  contribution  to  the  revenue, 
are  in  a  better  position  in  some  ways 
than  tjiose  otherwise  situated.  I  will 
deal   first  with  the  province  of   Ontario: 

Population  at  the  last  census. 2,114,321 

Imports $42,026,638 

Kxports $32,726,074 

iinienue. 

Customs  $7,610,487 

Excise,  spirits 2,023,923 

"     malt 3,431 

"     tobacco. 746,148 

Inspection  and  licensee 169,146 

Post  Office 1,893,331 

Commission  P.  O.  orders. . .  62,673 

Public  works 77,057 

Fisheries 30,623 

Marine 70,800 

$12,677,619 

Imports  per  capita 19'88 

Exports    "        "     16-48 

Revenue   "        "    6  00 

I  now  take  Quebec  : 

Population 1,488,505 

Shipping  tonnage 2,425,993 

Imports $58,731,069 

Exports 66,161,102 

Customs $7,790,977 

Excises  spirits 1,642,489 

do     malt 725 

do     tobacco 760,399 

Inspection  and  licenses 119,082 

Post  Office 771,571 

Commission  on  P.O.  orders.  14,377 

Public   works 32,679 

Fisheries 7,471 

Marine 51,700 

$11,091,370 

Tonnage  per  capita    1$  tons 

Imports    ''         ^'     3»-46 

Exports    "  "     3773 

Revenue  "         "     7-45J 

New  Brunswick  c  jmes  next : — 

Population 321,263 

Tonnage  shipping 1,243,869 

Imports $  5,086,360 

Eximrto $6,635,487 

Bevenue. 

Customs.   $1,027,299 

Excise,  spirits 126,203 

do      malt '100 

do      tobacco 131,152 

Inspection  and  licenses 25,701 

Post  Office 185,618 

Commission,  P.  O.  orders. . .  7,074 

Public  works 1,000 

Fisheries 7,831 

Marine 12,500 

1,524-474 

Tonnage  per  capita 3f  tons 

Imports  do      15-84 

Exports  do      20-66 

Revenue 4744 

I  now  take  Nova  Scotia  : — 

Population 4,50,396 

Tonnage  shipping 2,442,538 

Imports $  9,355,555 

Exporte $  10,713,440 


Bevenue. 

Customs $  1,231,869 

Excise,  spirits 95,436 

do       malt 260 

do       tobacco 179,239 

Inspection  and  licenses 86,032 

Post  Office 274,474 

Commission,  P.O.  orders. . .  12,426 

Public  works 1,000 

Fisheries 6,782 

Marine 16,000 


Tonnage  per  capita. . 

Imports ..   . 

Exports 

Revenue 


$1,853,608 


6§  tons 
20.78 
23.79 
4.11i 

Prince  Edward  Island  comes  next: 

Population 109,078 

Tonnage  shipping 110,522 

Imports $     550,992 

Exports  1,211,824 

Sevenue. 

Customs $        160,257 

Excise  spirits 6,772 

"     malt. 50 

"     tobacco 28,239 

Inspection  and  licenses 8,726 

Post  office 39,196 

Commission  P.  O.  orders. . .  1,289 

Public  Works. ...       600 

Fisheries. 304 

Marine  Department. 4,800 

: $       249,133 

Tonnage  per  capita 1^  tons 

Imports         "  5-00 

Exports         "  11-11 

Revenue        "  229 

With  regard  to  the  imports  of  Prince  Edward 
Island,  no  doubt  a  great  portion  of  the  goods 
consumed  there  are  entered  in  other  ports  of 
the  Dominion  and  it  is  only  just  that  $.500,- 
000  should  be  added  to  the  imports  of  that 
province  to  make  it  what  it  should  be. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— How  does  the 
the  hon.  gentleman  arrive  at  the  estimate  of 
what  should  be  added  1 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD— I  arrive  at  it 
in  this  way :  our  own  province  has  very 
nearly  the  same  population,  and  I  estimate 
that  we  get  from  the  other  pro-vinces  between 
$500,000  and  $750,000  worth  of  goods  on 
which  duty  is  paid  at  ports  outside  of  British 
Columbia. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— I  think  the  es- 
timate is  very  much  too  low  in  the  case  of 
I  Prince  Edward  Island. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD-Then  the  hon. 
gentleman  thinks  they  should  have  credit 
for  more  than  $500,000. 1 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— Yes,  I  da 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD— I  am  perfect- 
ly willing  to  allow  the  rate  paid  by  the  eut- 
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ern  provinces,  S6  per  head.  The  figures 
which  I  find  in  the  blue-book  show  that  the 
revenue  collected  in  Prince  Edward  Island 
i8only$2.29perhead,butona  liberal  estimate 
let  us  make  it  $6  per  head.  I  think  it  is  a 
very  good  position  to  be  in  to  pay  a  small 
amount  of  revenue.  The  people  of  the  Is- 
land can  keep  the  money  in  their  own  pock- 
ets instead  of  pa3dng  it  over  to  the  govern- 
ment. I  now  come  to  the  province  of  British 
Columbia. 

Population 98,073 

Shipping  tonnage 1,796,612 

ImiKjrta    8  6,269,617 

ExporU. $8,142,669 

RBTBKUK. 

Cugtoms $1,306,833 

Exciaes  spirits 126,638 

"       malt 1,143 

"       tobacco 69,825 

Inspection   and   licenses..  7,846 

Post  Office 136,664 

Commission  P.  O.  orders. .  9,439 

Public  works 11,748 

Fisheries 40,264 

Marine 6,800 

$1,706,090 

Tonage  jjer  capitfk ISi  tons 

Imports o3-23 

Exports 82-26 

Revenue 1731 

As  it  would  manifestly  be  fair  to  add 
about  $500,000  to  the  imports  of  Prince 
Edward  Island  for  goods  consumed  in  that 
province  on  which  the  duty  has  been  paid 
in  other  provinces,  so  would  it  be  fair  and 
proper  to  add  to  the  imports  of  British  Col- 
umbia a  like  amount  for  goods,  and  pro- 
ducts taken  into  that  province  from  other 
provinces  and  the  North-west.  With  regard 
to  the  exports  of  British  Coltuubia,  the  vol- 
ume is  so  large  that  some  hon.  gentlemen 
might  think  that  credit  was  given  it,  and  its 
exports  increased,  by  the  products  of  other 
provinces  shipped  at  the  Port  of  Vancouver 
for  Japan,  China  and  Australia,  and  I  con- 
fess to  having  thought  so  myself,  but  I  have 
proved  by  investigation  that  such  is  not  the 
case,  and  that  the  goods  from  eastern  pro- 
vinces shipped  at  Vancouver  are  credited  to 
those  provinces,  and  not  to  British  Columbia. 
I  cannot  allow  these  figures  to  pass  without 
mentioning  the  thoughts  which  came  into 
my  mind  when  finishing  the  figures  as  a 
commentary  on  free  trade  as  it  is  in  England 
vergus  protection  in  Canada.  The  popula- 
tion of  Ontario,  Quebec,  Prince  Edward 
Island  and  British  Columbia — these  four 
provinces — is  very  nearly  the  same  as  that 
of  Scotland,  but  the  difference  in  their  con- 
tributions  to  the  public  revenue  of  their 


respective  governments  is  very  marked,  asiA 
very  great.     The  four  provinces    which   I 
have  named  contribute  about  $25,624,212, 
whereas  Scotland,  under  a  free  trade  system, 
contributes  about  $55,000,000,  more    than 
twice  the  contribution  of  these  provinces.   I 
merely  mention  this  to  show  the  fallacy  of 
free  trade.    I  will  now  group  the  provinces  ol 
of  Ontario,  Quebec,  New  Brunswick,  Nova 
Scotia  and    Prince    Edward     Island,     and 
compare  their  aggregate  trade  and  revenue 
with  that  of  British    Columbia.     In    this 
statement    I    have    given    Ontario    credit 
for  its  proportional  share  of  the  tonnage  pre- 
viously credited  to  the  maritime  provinces  aud 
Quebec.     I   will  first  take  tonnage   inward 
and  outwards  ;  the  per  capita  for  these  five 
provinces  is  1^  tons  as  against  18^  tons  per 
capita  for  British  Columbia.     It  no  doubt 
will  be  said  that  all  this  tonnage  is  not  for 
British  Columbia.     I  admit  that  goods  ar° 
landed  at  our  ports  in  transit  for  otherplaces, 
but  this   is   the   case   also   with   reg^ard   to 
tonnage  to  Quebec  and  the   Maritime    Pro- 
vince. They  carry  goods  in  transit  for  other 
places,  but  the   fact    remains  that  the   ton- 
nage as  stated  come  to  these  different  ports 
in  the  several  provinces.     The  imports  of 
these  five  provinces  show  the  amount  per 
cipita  to  be  $25.88^ — as  against  $53.23  per 
capita  for  British  Columbia.     The  exports 
of  these  five  provinces  show  the  amount  per 
capita  to  be  $24,  as  against  $82  per  capita 
for  British  Columbia.     The  revenue  of  these 
five  provinces  per  capita  is  $6.09,  as  against 
$17.31  for  British   Columbia,  which  shows 
that  our  province  has  contribu  ted  nearly  three 
times  as  much  revenue  per  head  as  the  other 
provinces.  New  Brunswick,  with  three  times 
our  population,   contributed  to  the  revenue 
$1,524,478,  whereas  British  Columbia  con- 
tributes $1,706,090.  Our  imports  are  aboQl 
$200,000,  and  our  exports  about  $1,500,000 
larger  than  those  of  that  province.     I  will 
take  another  item  of  revenue  about  which 
there  can  be  no  mistake,  as  to  its  being  paid 
exclusively  by  the  province  to  which  it  is 
credited.     I  refer  to  the  post  office  revenue. 
Prince  Edward  Island  contributed  $39,196; 
British   Columbia  contributed  $135,554,  or 
alK>ut  $96,358  more  under  the  head  above. 
New  Brunswick  with  three  times  the  popu- 
lation of  British  Columbia  paid  commissions 
on  money   orders  $7,074  ;  Prince   Edward 
Island  on  the  same  account,  $1,289  ;  British 
Columbia  for  the  same  account  paid  $9,439 
— more  than  those  two  provinces  together — 
with  a  population  four  times  g^reater.    I  ask 
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liozi.  gentlemen  have  I  not  proved  my  con- 
tention that  we  are  beyond  the  stage  of 
lea.dirkg-8trings,  and  stand  in  an  unrivalled 
position.  I  will  now  ask  the  question  of 
'whicli  I  have  given  notice. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULB  ACH— I  am  not  going 
to  make  a  speech.     I  am  very  much  pleased 
-with  the  way  in  which  my  hon.  friend  has 
brought  this  matter  before  us,  but  I  want  to 
emphctsize  a  little  what  he  said  about  Nova 
Scotia.     Notwithstanding  the  laudations  of 
his  ovrn  province,  be  m  ist  conclusively  shows 
by  his  figures,  I  contend,  that  Nova  Scotia  is 
the  banner  province  of    Canada.     According 
to    ^vhat  my  hon.   friend    shows,  it   has    a 
registered    sea-going   tonnage   employed  in 
carrying   cargo   to   and  from   Nova  Scotia 
greater  than  that  of  any  other  province. 
We   have  about  one-third  of  the  carrying 
trade  of  the  whole  of  Canada ;  per  capita 
we  have  5^  tons.     As  far  as  is  possible  we 
should  obliterate  provincialism,  and  do  jus- 
tice to  all  on  the  broadest  ground  possible. 
I    hope  the  Premier,  in  considering  the  inte- 
rests of  British  Columbia  and  what  should 
be  done  for  that  province,  will  not  forget 
N  ova  Scotia,  because,  after  all,  it  is  still  the 
most  important  part  of  the  Dominion,  but  we 
look  for  nothing  but  what  is  in  the  interest 
of  all  Canada. 

Hon.    Mr.   ALMON— I   should  like    to 
have  some  information  which  is  in  keeping 
with  the  matter  brought   before  us.     The 
hon.  gentleman  wishes  to  have  a  minister 
from  British  Columbia.     I  understand  that 
the  members  without  portfolio  have  to  pay 
their   own    travelling   expense.     In  Nova 
Scotia  a  very  large  sum  is  paid  by  the  min- 
isters without  portfolio  when  they  come  to 
Ottawa.     If  you  grant  the  hon.  gentleman 
his  request,  it  will  ruin  the  member  who  is 
appointed  to  the  ministry.     When  you  ask 
a  man  who  lives  in  British  Columbia  to  be  a 
minister  without  portfolio,  the  minister  with 
portfolio  must  feel   very   uncomfortable  in 
seeing  a   minister  without  portfolio   doing 
the  same  work   as  they,  not  only   without 
remuneration,   but  with  great   expense   to 
themselves  of  both  time  and  money.     This  I 
understand   to  be   the   case    of    the    hon. 
gentleman   who  is    Minister    from   Prince 
Edward  Island  without  portfolio.     I  should 
like  very  much  to  know  from  the  hon.  member 
from  British  Columbia  whether  he  would 
have  to  pay  his  own   travelling  expenses 
when  he  came  here  if  he  were  appointed  a 
minister  without  portfolio. 


Hon.  Mr.  PROWSE— I  have  some  sym- 
pathy for  my  hon.  friend  who  has  intro- 
duced this  matter  to  the  Senate,  and  agree 
with  him  that  the  outlying  provinces  of  this 
Dominion,  have  not  had  an  opportunity  of 
presenting  their  claims  in  a  way  that  they 
should  have.  Coming  as  I  do  from  the 
smallest  province,  in  the  Dominion,  one  of 
the  outlying  provinces,  I  have  to  compli- 
ment the  government  on  taking  a  new 
departure  and  extending  to  Prince  Edward 
Island  representation  in  the  Cabinet  of  the 
day,  although  I  am  not  at  all  satisfied  with 
the  position  that  that  hon.  gentleman  occu- 
pies. He  is  a  representative  farmer  in  this 
Dominion,  not  by  any  means  very  wealthy, 
and  as  a  member  of  the  government  without 
portifolio,  he  has  no  allowance  for  his  travel- 
ling expenses  or  for  a  private  secretary  to 
do  his  work,  of  which  I  believe  he  is  to- 
day doing  personally  as  much  as  any  mem- 
ber of  the  administration.  I  hope  the  day 
is  not  far  distant  when  the  government  will 
see  their  way  clear  to  taking  a  better 
position  in  that  regard.  I  do  not  think, 
myself,  that  the  Premier  should  be  held 
to  hard  and  fast  lines  in  forming  his  cabinet 
and  compelled  to  take  members  of  the  gov- 
ernment from  every  province  of  the  Domin- 
ion. Circumstances  may  happen  where  it  is 
impossible  to  take  a  man  from  a  province  on 
every  occasion,  but,  where  the  circumstances 
are  favourable,  the  interests  of  the  outlying 
provinces  should  be  especially  taken  into 
consideration.  It  is  well  known  that  the 
provinces  of  Quebec  and  Ontario  are  very 
favourably  situated  in  this  regard.  Here 
we  have  the  parliament  buildings  on  the 
boundary  between  these  two  provinces,  and 
it  is  not  so  necessary  to  have  a  numl.er  of 
portfolios  held  by  representatives  of  those 
two  provinces  as  it  is  to  have  entrusted  to 
representatives  from  the  far  distant  prov- 
inces of  British  Columbia,  Prince  Edward 
Island  and  also  Newfoundland  when  she 
comes  into  the  Dominion,  which  I  hope  will 
be  before  long. 

Hon.  xVIr.  LOUGHEED— What  about 
the  Territories? 

Hon.  Mr.  PROWSE— And  the  Territor- 
ies also  as  soon  as  the  government  see 
their  way  to  admit  them.  It  must  be  ob- 
vious that  members  of  the  government  who 
live  at  or  near  the  capital,  cannot  possibly 
understand  the  wants  and  desires,  the  in- 


Digitized  by 


Google 


320 


[SENATE] 


terests  and  necessities  of  distant  provinces 
like  Prince  Edward  Island.  As  men  who 
live  in  those  communities  do — men  brought 
up  in  them  and  having  their  interests  in 
touch  with  the  people  living  in  those  out 
lying  provinces.  I  know  that  Prince  Ed- 
ward Island  has  suffered  immensely  during 
the  last  fifteen  or  twenty  years  for  want  of 
representation.  The  cabinet,  not  for  want 
of  a  disposition  on  the  part  of  the  govern- 
ment to  do  justice  to  all  parts  of  the  Dom- 
inion, but  from  actual  lack  of  knowledge, 
not  facing  in  touch  with  the  people  there  to 
know  their  waints  and  requirements.  It 
would  be  but  fair  to  these  outlying  provinces 
where  the  circumstances  warrant  it  and 
where  they  have  men  of  ability  and  standing 
in  sympathy  with  the  government  of  the  day 
that  they  should  have  at  least  one  of  the 
portfolios :  not  that  I  would  take  away  any 
of  the  influence  from  Quebec  or  from  Ontario, 
because  we  know  their  influence  will  be  par 
amount  in  this  Dominion  for  many  years  to 
come,  at  all  events,  but  we  know  that  in 
these  larger  provinces  there  are  many  men 
to  whom  the  salary  connected  with  a  port- 
folio is  no  object  whatever — millionaires 
who,  from  their  long  experience  and  perfect 
knowledge  of  public  affairs,  would  be  of  great 
assistance  and  benefit  to  the  government  of 
the  day  aiid  who  would  not  care  to  be  har- 
assed with  the  worry  and  responsibilities  of 
a  department.  These  men,  both  from 
Quebec  and  Ontario,  would  be  of  very  great 
assistance  to  any  government,  while  the 
portfolios  might  be  given  to  those  living  in 
the  outlying  provinces  whereby  they  would 
have  sufficient  to  pay  the  expenses  naturally 
connected  with  representation  at  the  seat  of 
government.  I  wish  to  make  one  or  two  re- 
marks in  reference  to  the  comparison  which 
my  hon.  friend  from  British  Columbia  hns 
brought  before  the  Senate  on  the  present 
occasion.  So  far  as  the  revenue  is  concerned 
the  tables  that  he  has  read  do  not  in  any  way 
fairly  representtheimportations of  the  several 
provinces.  In  Prince  Edward  Island,  for  in- 
stance, we  import  very  little  now  from  abroad. 
The  national  policy  was  designed  to  stimulate 
inter-provincial  trade.  Before  confederation 
almost  all  our  importations  of  foreign  goods — 
goods  that  we  did  not  manufacture  our- 
selves— we  imported  from  Great  Britain. 
To-day  they  are  almost  entirely  imported 
from  Quebec,  Montreal,  Toronto,  Halifax 
and  St.  John.  With  r  -spect  to  the  goods  that 
we  imported  from  England,  the  merchants 


of  Prince  Edward  Island  doing  a  small 
country  business  but  a  very  general  business 
in  all  kind  of  merchandise,  find  thor 
requirements  so  small  in  any  one  liw 
that  it  is  more  advantageous  for  them  to 
purchase  from  the  wholesale  merchants  ic 
the  large  cities  than  to  import  directly  theit- 
selves.  Consequently  our  receipts  from  the 
customs  house  show  a  very  small  sum  in- 
deed. If  you  will  take  up  the  statistics  and 
census  returns  you  will  find  that  the  peop'.e 
of  Prince  Edward  Island,  about  lOOiOOX 
will  compare  favourably  as  consumers 
with  109,000  people  in  any  portion  of  this 
Dominion,  I  am  satisfied  that  they  consume 
imported  goods  equally  with  the  same  num- 
ber of  people  in  any  of  the  provinces.  I  do 
not  wish  to  make  a  loug  speech  on  the  pre- 
sent occasion,  but  merely  to  show  that  we 
are  in  a  position  to  consume,  and  do  con- 
sume, as  large  a  proportion  of  imported  goods 
as  any  other  part  of  the  Dominion.  The 
argument  of  the  hon.  gentleman  in  th&t 
regard  does  not  bear  out  the  real  facts  of  the 
case,  and  does  not  effect  the  claim  which  he 
has  set  up,  of  fair  representation  for  British 
Columbia  in  the  cabinet.  I  will  make  one 
remark  further  in  reference  to  the  policy 
of  the  government.  I  believe  the  country 
can  adopt  no  policy  which  would  be  better 
suited  to  the  development  of  this  country 
than  the  encouragement  of  the  mining  and 
manufacturing  industry  such  as  has  been 
going  on  for  some  time  past.  I  believe  oar 
mines  are  second  to  none  in  the  world.  We 
have  any  amount  of  nickle,  iron,  gold  and 
silver,  and  if  .we  can  induce  people  to  come 
into  this  country  to  develop  these  resources, 
we  will  be  continually  making  a  home  mar- 
ket for  our  farmers.  In  my  opinion  these 
industries  should  be  so  encouraged  and 
promoted  that  they  may  keep  pace 
with  the  irtcreased  farming  population 
A  good  deal  has  been  said  with  reference 
to  shipping.  We  know  that  the  wooden 
ships  are  being  rapidly  displaced  to-day  by 
iron  ships,  that  the  sails  are  being  displaced 
by  steam ;  and  there  is  no  reason  in  the 
world,  if  we  have  the  coal  and  iron  and 
nickel  in  this  country,  why  the  great  ship 
building  industry  that  used  to  exist  in  Que- 
bec, New  Brunswick  and  Nova  Scotia,  to  a 
certain  extent,  should  not  be  largely  supple- 
mented by  iron  works,  by  large  ship-buildiag 
establishments  for  iron  ships  and  steamships, 
the  same  as  they  have  in  the  old  country. 
That  should  be  our  goal.     And  when  we  get 
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the  iron  from  our  iron  mines,  and  manufac- 
ture it  into  a  valuable  product,  and  ship- 
building is  introduced  for  the  construction 
of  iron  ships  propelled  by  steam,  in  place  of 
sails,  this  country  will  progress  more  rapidly 
in  the  future  even  than  it  has  in  the  past. 
One  word  in  reference  to  the  comparison 
which  the  hon.  gentleman  has  made  of  the 
revenue  derived  from  the  people  of  British 
Columbia  as  compared  with  that  contributed 
by  the  people  of  Prince  Edward  Island.  I 
read  from  the  report  that  was  made  by  a 
delegation  that  went  to  England  some  years 
ago  from  Prince  Edward  Island  to  represent 
the  claims  of  our  province  before  the  home 
government.  It  wa-i  argued  in  the  presence 
of  and  with  Sir  Charles  Tupper  in  1886  : 

The  di£BcuUy  of  arriving  at  an  absolutely  correct 
calculation  of  the  amount  of  dutiable  goods  which 
the  people  of  Prince  Edward  Island  consume  can- 
not fail  to  be  appreciated,  yet  the  undersigned 
submit  that  there  are  several  methods  by  which  it 
may  fairly  be  estimated.  It  must  be  premised 
that  the  people  of  the  island  are  very  large  con- 
sumers of  dutiable  goods  for  the  reason  that,  being 
chiefly  engaged  in  agriculture  and  fishing,  their 
niannfactnres  are  very  small  as  compared  with  the 
rest  of  Canada,  valuing,  according  to  the  last 
census  returns,  only  $.S1.83  per  head  to  $72.6.3  per 
head  of  the  other  provinces. 

In  proof  uf  the  assertion  that  the  people  of  the 
islaucl  are  principally  engaged  in  agriculture  and 
fishing,  the  undersigned  wonld  again  advert  to  the 
census  returns  of  1881,  which  show  that  (the  Korth- 
west  Territories  not  being  included) : 

One-half  the  area  of  Prince  Edward  Island  is 
cultivated. 

Only  one-twenty-fifth  of  the  other  provinces  is 
cultivated. 

Prince  Edward  Island  has  a  population  of  51  to 
the  square  mile. 

The  other  provinces  only  4*72. 

Prince  Edward  Island  owns  55  live  stock  for 
every  100  acres  of  improved  land  ;  the  other  prov- 
inces only  3S. 

In  field  products  Prince  Edward  Island  raises  to 
the  acre  of  iniproved  land  108|  bushels  ;  the  other 
provinces  611  bushels. 

From  the  fisheries  Prince  Edward  Island  pro- 
duces $17.08  per  head  value  ;  the  other  provinces, 
S3..55. 

The  people  of  the  island  arc  generallv  in  com- 
fortable circumstances,  in  proof  of  which  may  be 
adduced  the  amount  of  deposits  per  bead  in  the 
savings  banks,  which  average  $16.59  for  the  island 
against  $7.66  for  the  rest  of  the  Dominion. 

These  figures  clearly  prove  that  the  people  of , 
Prince  Edward  Island,  froin  the  fact  of  their  not  '• 
being  extensive  mannfacturers,  are  under  the  nee- , 
cesaity  of  using  imported  goods  to  a  large  extent, 
while  the  fertility  of  their  soil,  the  value  of  their 
fisheries,  and  their  general  independence,  demon- 
strate their  ability  to  purchase.     This  being  under- 
stood, the  nndersigned  submits  the  following  calcu- 
lations,  designed   to  show    that    the    import    of 
dntiat'le  goods  into  the  island  are  very  much  larger 
21 


than  suggested  by  the  Committee  of  Council,  and 
consequently  the  contributions  to  the  revenue  pro- 
portionately greater, 

I  do  not  think  I  need  go  further  to  show- 
that  the  calculation  made  by  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  Victoria  is  misleadii.g  and 
scarcely  fair  to  any  of  the  province."?.  1 
trust  that  the  advocacy  of  the  proposition 
made  by  the  hon.  gentleman  of  British  Col- 
umbia will  not  be  lost  upon  the  government 
and  when  the  opportunity  offers  that  all  the 
outlying  provinces  will  be  fairly  regarded  and 
their  claims  fairly  taken  into  consideration 
and  that  they  will  be  represented  in  the 
government  by  suitable  men. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES  (B.  C.)— I  feel  that 
I  ought  not  to  allow  this  motion  to  pass 
without  offering  a  few  remarks,  especially  in 
reply  to  what  has  fallen  from  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman who  has  just  resumed  his  seat.  He 
casts  a  doubt  on  the  accuracy  of  the  figures 
presented  by  my  hon.  friend  from  Victoria, 
and  claims  that  the  duty  on  a  very  large 
percentage  of  the  goods  consumed  by  the 
people  of  his  province  is  not  paid  in  Prince 
Edward  Island  but  in  other  provinces.  I 
admit  that  that  is  correct  to  a  very  great 
extent,  yet  I  can  assure  that  hon.  gentleman 
and  this  House  that  probably  the  duty  on  a 
larger  percentiige  of  goods  consumed  in  the 
province  of  British  Columbia,  is  paid  in  the 
eastern  provinces  than  is  the  case  in  Prince 
Edward  Island.  He  also  claims  that  the 
amount  per  capita  paid  into  the  Dominion 
treasury  is  as  large  in  his  province.  I  have 
endeavoured  on  more  than  one  occasion  to 
explain  to  this  House  bow  it  is  that  the  small 
population  that  we  have  in  British  Colum- 
bia contributes  such  enormous  sums  to 
the  Dominion  treasury,  I  will  repeat 
the  explanation  now.  In  the  first  place, 
our  population  is  largely  composed  of  male 
adults,  engag(>d  in  different  enterprises  that 
enable  them  to  be  large  importers  of  foreign 
goods.  I  admit  that  in  respect  to  the  fish- 
ing industry,  the  province  of  Prince  Edward 
Island  and  British  Columbia  are  on  a  par, 
but  it  is  the  only  respect  in  which  that  can 
be  said.  We  are  largely  engaged  in  lumber- 
ing, Prince  Edward  Island  is  not  a  lumber- 
ing province.  We  are  largely  engaged  in 
mining — in  coal,  silver  and  gold  mining. 
The  province  of  Prince  Edward  Island  un- 
fortunately has  no  such  industry.  I  may 
also  say  that  the  proportion  of  males  being 
so  much  greater  in  British  Cdumbia  than  in 
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the  province  of  Prince  Edward  Island,  or 
any  of  the  sister  provinces,  the  percentage 
that  we  contribute  to  the  Dominion  treasury 
is  necessarily  from  three  to  four,  and  in 
some  instances  six  times,  as  great  as  that  in 
the  sister  provinces. 

Hon.  Mr.  McKAY— Are  not  the  females 
the  most  expensive  part  of  the  family  1 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES  (B.C.)— In  some 
cases  they  are  undoubtedly  the  most  expen- 
sive, but  unfortunately  we  have  nothing  like 
the  same  female  population  that  the  sister 
provinces  have.  The  hon.  gentleman 
and  this  House  must  be  convinced  that 
whatever  claim  there  may  be  in  the  conten- 
tion he  put  forward  that  a  great  deal  of  the 
duty  on  the  goods  consumed  in  Prince  Ed- 
wanl  Island  is  paid  in  other  provinces  and 
credited  to  other  provinces,  I  will  call  atten- 
tion to  the  fact  that  the  exports  of  our  pro- 
vince were  over  eight  millions  of  dollars  last 
year,  while  the  exports  of  Prince  Edward 
Island  were  about  one  million  and  a  quarter. 
I  find  again  that  in  the  Post  Office  Depart- 
ment referred  to — and  very  properly  referred 
to — by  my  hon.  friend  who  has  intro- 
duced this  subject,  that  we  are  contributing 
no  less  than  $135,000,  whUe  the  province 
from  which  my  hon.  friend  hails  con- 
tributes $29,000.  We  contribute  over 
$96,000  more  than  that  province,  though  we 
have  probably  a  less  population.  That  will 
give  an  idea,  and  will  probably  convince 
even  the  hon.  gentleman  himself  of  the 
character  of  the  business  in  which  the 
people  of  British  Columbia  are  engaged, 
in  order  to  create  such  a  large  correspond- 
ence and  to  pay  such  an  enormous  sum  to 
the  Post  Office  Department.  I  am  not  go- 
ing to  detain  the  House  any  longer  on  this 
subject,  because  it  has  been  so  well  and  ably 
presented  by  my  hon.  colleague,  but  I 
can  assure  this  House,  that  the  people  of 
British  Columbia  are  not  satisfied,  neither  will 
they  be  satisfied  unless  they  have  what  they 
are  justly  entitled  to,  namely  a  portfolio — 
not  merely  a  member  having  a  seat  in  the 
cabinet,  but  a  member  holding  a  portfolio. 
It  is  utterly  impossible,  as  has  been  stated 
by  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Prince  Edward 
Island,  that  people  from  the  provinces  of 
Quebec  and  Ontario,  ministers  who  probably 
have  never  been  even  in  those  western 
provinces,  can  intelligently  legislate  and  en- 
act laws  and  measures  by  which  these  dif- 


ferent portions  of  the  Dominion  can  be  well 
and  successfully  governed.     The  condition'i 
in  British  Columbia  are  different  frona  what 
they  are  here,  and  even  more  different  from 
what  they  are  in    Prince    Edward   Islaod. 
While  I  am   delighted  to  see  every  political 
division  in  the  eastern  part  of  this  oountrr 
represented  in  the  cabinet,  yet  I  claim  that 
the  maritime  provinces  ought  to  be  taken  as 
a  whole.     In  Prince  Edward  Island,  Nova 
Scotia  and  New  Brunswick  there  is  very 
little  variation  in  the  conditions,  and  repres- 
entation should  be  given  them  as  a  group, 
but  the  North-west  Territories  and  British 
Columbia  should  remain  no  longer  without  a 
representative  in  the  cabinet.     It  is  a  down- 
right shame  to  leave  them  unrepresented,  and 
I  can  assure  you  the  people  will  not  submit 
to  it  any  longer.      That    is  pretty    strong 
language  to  make  use  of,  but  I  can  tell  hon. 
gentlemen   that   such   a  feeling    exists    in 
British  Columbia,  that  they  will  not  submit 
to  it,  and  probably  when  another  election 
takes  place  this  House  and  the  government 
will  realize  the  fact.     I  care  not,  as  I  said 
before,  whether  it  is  a  liberal  or  a  conserva- 
tive government  is  in  power,  we  want  ti) 
have  a  representative  in  the  cabinet  that  we 
can  hold  responsible,  and  that  we  can  appeal 
to,  and  see  that  he  carries  out  or  trieit  to 
carry  out  what  is  in  the  best  interest  of  that 
distant   province.      That   is  the  object  we 
have  in  view.     I  feel  it ;  every  British  Col- 
umbian feels,  no  matter  whether  he  is  a 
Liberal  or  a  Conservative,  that   we   have 
been  badly  used,  and  I  would  caution  the 
Premier  who  is  here  now  to  immediately,  or 
within  a  very  short  time,  appoint  my  hon. 
colleague  to  a  position  in  the   cabinet  to 
which  he  is  justly  entitled.     It  has  been 
suggested  to  me,  and  I  may  mention  it  to 
the    House,  that    the  hon.  gentleman  who 
has  introduced  this  subject  referred  to  the 
very  reason  why  we  have  not  had  a  member 
in  the  cabinet  long  before  now,  namely,  that 
they  have  been  too  loyal  to  the  government 
of  the  dny,  and  not  sufficiently  loyal  to  their 
province.     There  is  a  limit  to  that  loyalty, 
but  in  order  to  obviate  any  more  difficulties 
in  that  direction,  I  hope  the  hon.  Premier 
will  immediately  give  my  worthy  colleague 
from  Victoria  a  seat  in  the  cabinet. 

Hon.    Mr.    MACDONALD    (B.C.)— No 
personal  allusions  please. 

Hon.    Sir   MACKENZIE   BOWELL- 
The  question  brought  before  the  Senate  by 
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the  hon.  member  from  Victoria  is  one  of  no 
little    importance,    when  considered   in  its 
broadest  sense  as  affecting  the  whole  Dom- 
inion.     I  may  say,  however,  at  the  outset, 
that  I  hope  the  day  is  not  far  distant  when 
the  question  of  the  locality  from  which   any 
hon.  gentleman  hails  will  no  longer  be  con- 
sidered a  qualification  either  for  a  portfolio 
in    the    government,   or  as  fitting  him  for 
a  position    as    an  adviser   of    the    Crown, 
vrhether  having  a  portfolio  or  not.     I  am 
looking  forwaid  to  the  early  extinction  of 
those  sectional  differences  which  have  ex- 
isted, but  are  fast,  I  am  happy  to  say  dying 
out,    since   confederation.     I  do  not  want 
to    be   understood  as  either  advocating  or 
suggesting  that  any   portion  of  the   Dom- 
inion   should   not    be    represented    in    the 
cabinet,  everything  being  equal ;  but  I  re- 
peat, that  the  policy  of  the  present  Govern- 
ment has  been,  not  only   to  do  justice  to 
every    section    of    Canada,    so    far    as  it 
has  been  possible   for   them   to    meet   the 
wishes    of     the     different    localities,    but 
at  the  same  time  to  ignore  the  idea  of  the 
{Mirticular  province  or  locality  from   which 
any   individual  came  being  a  qualification 
for  appointment  either  to  this  House  or  to 
the  cabinet.     While  I  say  that,    I  repeat 
now,   publicly,  what   I  have  stated  to  mem- 
bers from  British  Columbia  since  I  have  had 
the  responsibility  thrown  upon  my  shoulders 
of  being  at  the  head  of  the  government :  I 
hope  the  time  is  not  far  distant  when  every 
part  of  Canada — not  because  it  is  a  province 
— should  have  a  representative  in  the  cab- 
inet. In  admitting  that,  I  have  called  atten- 
tion   to    this    important    fact    also,    that 
at   Confederation   certain    provisions   were 
made   for    the    representation  of    Quebec, 
Ontario  and  the  Maritime  provinces.    Since 
Confederation  that  compact  has  been  car- 
ried   out   as   far   as    possible.     Quebec  has 
never  lost  one  of  its   representatives  at  the 
council   board.     In    1878,  New  Brunswick 
was  deprived  of  one  of  its  representatives. 
Nova  Scotia  retaining  the  number  given  to 
it  at  the  time  of  the  union.     Prince  Edward 
Island   was  given    representation    in    the 
Cabinet  in  the  person  of  the  late  Hon.  J.  C. 
Pope,  and  Sir  Leonard  Tilley  was  the  only 
representative   of   New   Brunswick.     Since 
that  time,  Manitoba  and  the   North-west 
Territories     have     been     given     represen- 
tation    and     Ontario,     the      largest     pro- 
vince    in     Canada — speaking     financially, 
if  I  were  to  adopt  the  principle  which  has 
21k 


been  advocated  by  the  hon.  gentleman  from 
Victoria,  it  piys  the  largest  amount  into 
the  revenue — has  been  deprived  of  one  of 
its  representatives;  but  compensation  follow- 
ed as  suggested  by  the  hon.  gentleman  from 
Prince  Edward  Island.  There  were  gentle- 
men in  Ontario  who  were  willing  to  accept 
positions  in  the  cabinet  without  portfolio. 
It  was  a  matter  of  pride  to  them  and  it  was 
a  great  advantage  to  the  province  to  have 
their  advice  and  assistance  in  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  country.  This  is  the  first 
time  I  have  heard  that  in  England,  in  the 
foimation  of  any  government,  the  question 
has  ever  been  considered  whether  a  public 
man  lived  in  England,  in  Scotland  or  in 
Ireland.  We  have  hod  viceroys  sent  to 
Ireland  who  were  Scotchmen  and  English- 
men. On  some  occasions  they  have  been 
Irishmen — the  late  Lord  Londonderry,  for 
instance.  So  it  has  been  in  the  distribution 
of  the  different  cabinet  offices  in  England — 
the  question  of  nationality  or  race,  and  I 
am  glad  to  say  of  religion  either  at  the  pre- 
sent day,  has  never  interfered  with  the  call- 
ing to  the  councils  of  the  nation  a  man  fitted 
for  any  position,  and  I  hope  tha  day  is  far 
Sistant  when  a  man's  race  or  creed  or  place 
of  residence  will  be  considered  in  Eng- 
land a  qualification  for  any  position 
under  the  Crown.  Let  us  endeavour  in  this 
country  to  follow  the  example  of  the  old 
land,  and  declare  that  fitness  for  the  position, 
and  experience  and  ability  to  administer  the 
affairs  of  the  country,  shall  be  the  only  re- 
commendations for  positions  in  the  cabinet. 
While  I  lay  that  down  as  a  general  prin- 
ciple, it  is  impossible  to  ignore  the  fact  that 
a  man  resident  in  any  distant  portion  of  this 
Dominion  is  better  qualified  to  discuss  the 
real  wants  of  that  particular  locality  than  a 
man  living  2,000  or  3,000  miles  away  from 
it.  The  same  difficulty  which  we  labour  un- 
der here  has  been  experienced  in  the  United 
States.  The  cabinet  there  is  much  smaller 
than  ours,  and  yet  the  same  diversity  of  in- 
terest exists  in  that  great  nation  as  in  our 
smaller  Dominion.  In  the  allotment  of 
the  different  offices,  while  their  system  is 
quite  different  to  that  under  which  we  are 
governed,  they  have  as  a  rule  taken  the  men 
who  have  rendered  the  best  party  services 
as  being  be-it  qualified  to  assist  in  the  ad- 
ministration of  affairs. 


Hon.  Mr.  McINNES  (B.C.)— Hear,  hear. 
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Hon.    Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 

The  hon.  gentleman  says  hear,  hear,  and 
laughs.  Should  the  country  ever  be  unfor- 
tunate enough  to  bring  the  hon.  gentleman's 
party  into  power,  I  am  sure  they  will  not 
forget  that  cardinal  principle  ;  and  British 
Columbia  ought  to  be  satisfied  wii,h  the  fact 
that  she  has  such  a  representative  as  the 
hon.  gentleman  fmm  New  Westminster  to 
look  after  her  interests.  That  would  be 
some  compensation  for  the  great  losses 
which  my  hon.  friend  from  Victoria  claims 
she  has  suffered.  I  do  not  know  that  it 
would  be  profitable  for  me  to  inquire  into, 
or  discuss  the  statement  made  by  the 
hon.  gentleman,  that  the  other  provinces 
have  been  suflSciently  powerful  to  enforce 
their  rights,  inferring  that  if  they  were  not 
powerful  numerically  their  rights  would  not 
be  conceded.  That  is  the  only  logical  con- 
clusion at  which  I  can  arrive  from  the  hon. 
gentleman's  assertion.  I  venture  to  say, 
and  long  experience  has  taught  it  to  me,  that 
the  smaller  provinces — not  the  smallest,  terri- 
torially, but  the  smallest  in  representation — 
such  as  the  North-west  Territory,  Manitoba, 
Prince  Edward  Island  and  British  Colum- 
bia, can  combine  together  and  make  demands 
just  as  earnestly  and  effectually  as  they  do 
in  Ontario  and  of  Quebec. 

Hon.  Mr.  ANGERS— More  so. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I 
am  only  putting  them  on  a  par.  Experience 
has  taught  me  that  they  do  not  lack  either 
the  energy  or  the  determination  to  impress 
upon  the  members  of  the  government  their 
wants  and  necessities,  and  I  hesitate  not  to 
say  that  thfy  receive  in  as  great  a  propor- 
tion as  do  the  larger  provinces.  An  expres- 
sion fell  from  the  lips  of  my  hon.  friend  from 
Victoria,  which  I  regret.  He  said  that  politi- 
cal favourites,  parasites,  were  sent  from  the 
older  provinces  to  occupy  positions  in  the 
newer  ones.  When  we  reflect  for  a  moment 
that  many  of  those  provinces,  so  far  as  the 
Dominion  is  concerned,  are  comparatively 
young — as  they  themselves  say,  new — it  has 
been  found  convenient  and  necessary  in  the 
past  to  send  gentlemen  from  the  older  pro- 
vinces to  occupy  different  positions.  That 
has  been  done  by  political  parties,  1  admit. 
British  Columbia  had  an  Ontario  man  sent 
out  for  governor.  I  have  a  recollection  of 
but  one — I  may  be  wrong — and  that  was 
Mr.  Richards,  who  was  sent  out  as  governor 


of  that  province.     If  there  have  been  others 
I  they  escape  my  mind  at  the  present  momaiL 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES  (B.C.)— Mr.  Rict 
ards  was  a  resident  of  British  Columbia  for 
about  a  year  before  he  was  appmnteii 
governor. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELl^I 
am  not  going  into  the  history  of  how  long 
he  was  there  or  why  he  was  appointed  to 
fill  that  position.  The  fact  is,  he  was  t, 
Canadian,  and  British  Columbia  was  a  por- 
tion of  Canada.  I  know  a  good  deal  of 
fault  is  found  because  the  present  gr>Temor 
was  appointed  to  occupy  that  high  and  im- 
portant position  in  British  Columbia.  We 
all  know,  who  know  anything  of  the  histtny 
of  the  government  of  the  country,  that  ^ir. 
Dewdney  was  as  much  a  British  Columbian 
as  any  man  who  lives  there  to-day.  He 
had  lived  there  the  greater  portion  of  his 
life,  had  pursued  his  vocation  in  that  prov- 
ince, and  knew,  I  venture  the  assertion,  as 
much  of  its  wants  and  capabilities  and 
resources  as  any  man  in  the  Dominion  of 
Canada.  It  may  be  that  the  North-west 
Territories  would  have  some  cause  of  com- 
plaint on  the  ground  of  his  being  appointed 
governor  of  that  part  of  Canada,  but  from 
what  I  know  of  his  administration,  he  per- 
formed his  duties  well,  and  was  very  accept- 
able to  the  people  whom  he  governed  for 
the  time  being.  I  do  not  desire  to  pro- 
long this  debate,  but  I  hope  my  hon.  friend 
from  Victoria  will  forgive  me  when  I  state 
that,  in  my  humble  judgment,  the  charge 
he  brings  against  the  administration  of  not 
looking  after  and  to  the  interest.s  of  British 
Columbia,  is  not  well  founded.  We  have 
been  paying  for  years  large  subsidies  for 
steamship  services  on  the  Pacific,  in  order 
to  cultivate  a  trade  between  the  older  lands 
and  our  own.  While  we  have  been  paying 
towards  the  development  of  trade  with  the 
Spanish  Antilles,  the  West  Indies  and 
other  portions  of  the  world  in  order  to  bring 
trade  to  the  maritime  provinces  as  much  as 
possible,  have  we  forgotten  the  Pacific 
Coast  in  the  pursuance  of  that  policy  ?  We 
are  paying  a  large  subsidy  to-day  to  build  up 
a  trade  between  Canada  and  Japan  and 
China. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES(B.C.)— Why  do  you 
not  have  those  steamers  call  at  Victoria  as 
went 
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Eon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— If 
tiixG  hon.   gentleman  had    more    municipal 
pK>litic8  eradicated  from  that  massive  brain  of 
His,    he    would    have    been    able    to    com- 
px-ehend  what  I  was  saying  without  inter- 
rupting me.     I  say  in  looking  after  the  in- 
terests of  the  whole  Dominion,  we  first  sub- 
sidized the  magnificant  line  of  steamships  to 
develop — and  it  is  developing  to  as  rapid  an 
extent  as  could  have  been  anticipated — the 
trade  between  China  and  Japan  and   the 
^Pacific  Coast  of  Canada^  in  order  that  British 
Oolumbia  should  not  be  in  a  position  to  say 
that  we  were  spending  the  money  of  this 
I>oininion  to  develop  trade  in  the  east  and 
forgetting  altogether  trade  in  the  west.    We 
are  paying  now  $125,000  annually  towards 
a.  steamship  line  to  develop  trade  between 
the     Australasian     colonies      and     British 
Columbia,  and  in  that  instance,  where  I  had 
something  to  say  in  connection  with  the  con- 
tract, I  stipulated  that  they  should  call  at 
Victoria.     I  knew  the  complaints  that  had 
been   made  in  connection  with   the  other 
steamers,  and  was  d'^sirous  that  as  many  sec- 
tionsaspossibleof  the  British  Columbian  coast 
should  receive  a  proportionate  benefit  from 
the  establishment  of  that  line.      T  took  care 
that  Victoria,  the  capital  of  the  country,  the 
most  important  city  in  the  whole  province, 
should  not  be  overlooked.  I  do  not  know  that 
I  should  have  referred  to  this,  had  not  the 
hon.  gentleman  referred  to   the  fact  that 
the  Japan  and  China  steamers  do  not  stop 
there.     To  the  results  of  that  policy  I  am 
looking  forward  with  a  good  deal  of  expect- 
ation, because  it  has  been  somewhat  of  a 
hobby  of  mine,  with  me,  as  my  colleagues 
know,  that  Canada  shall  be  made  the  great 
highway  of  the  world.  I  trust  the  time  may 
not  be  far  distant  when  the  popular  route 
around  the  globe  will  be  by  the  fast  Atlantic 
steamship  vessels,  equal  to  any  of  the  grey- 
hounds that  are  now  ploughing  the  sea  be- 
tween England  and  New  York,  and  across 
this  continent  to   British    Columbia   and 
thence  by  our  own  steamship  lines  to  the 
far  east.     Experience  has  shown  that  as  you 
can  draw  passenger  traffic,  and  particularly 
that  class  of  passengers    who   travel   for 
pleasure,  just  in  proportion  to  their  numbers 
is  the  expenditure  in  the  countries  through 
which  they  travel.     Have  we  forgotten,  so 
far  as  the  revenue  of  the  country  would 
justify,   the  railway  enterprise  of  British 
Columbia  1     I   know  that  when  we  have 
mentioned  in  the  past,  the  millions  spent  in 


connecting  the  Pacific  Coast  with  the  eastern 
portion  of  the  Dominion,  we  have  been  told 
"  Oh,  that  was  for  your  own  benefit ;  that 
was  for  the  benefit  of  the  east."  I  admit  that 
it  was  to  some  extent,  but  was  it  not  just  as 
great  an  advantage  to  the  British  Colum- 
bians as  it  was  to  those  who  live  in  Ontario 
and  on  the  Atlantic  Coast  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)— Yes, 
certainly  it  was. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I 
go  further,  and  say  had  it  not  been  for  the 
union  of  British  Columbia  with  the  older 
provinces,  and  the  expenditure  of  that  en- 
ormous amount  of  money  in  the  construc- 
tion of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  you 
would  not  be  today  in  as  prosperous  a  con- 
dition as  you  are,  nor  would  you  be  col- 
lecting that  enormous  n  mount  of  revenue 
which  you  now  boast  of  contributing  and 
for  which  you  say  you  do  not  receive  a  full 
return  from  the  expenditure  of  the  country. 
We  have  also  lothe  fullest  extent  of  our 
revenue  subsidized  lines  running  into  the 
mining  districts  of  British  Columbia,  and 
strange  to  say  the  only  man  out  of  the  84 
members  of  the  Senate  who  objected  to  a 
subsidy  to  a  road  intended  to  run  into  that 
rich  mining  section  to  which  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman has  referred,  was  a  British  Colum- 
bian ;  yet  we  find  the  very  same  gentleman 
rising  to-day  and  telling  us  that  we  do  not 
do  them  justice.  When  we  offered  to 
spend  the  money  of  the  Dominion — theirs 
just  as  much  as  ours — in  the  opening  up 
and  bringing  to  the  markets  of  the  world  the 
great  wealth  of  the  Kootenay  district,  we 
found  a  British  ColumbiEui  solemnly  pro- 
testing against  assisting  a  line  to  enable  the 
miners  in  those  mountainous  districts  to 
carry  out  the  natural  wealth  of  the  country. 
In  saying  that,  I  do  not  wish  it  to  be  under- 
stood that  I  refer  to  the  hon.  gentleman 
who  brought  this  question  before  the  House. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES  (B.C.)— Will  the 
hon.  gentleman  mention  the  man  who  did 
oppose  it. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I 
mean  you. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES  (B.C.)— That  state- 
ment is  incorrect.  I  never  opposed  any 
grant  or  aid,  or  assistance  to  a  road  to  open 
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up  any  one  portion  of  British  Columbia.  If 
the  hon.  gentleman  has  reference  to  a  bill 
that  was  before  the  House  last  year,  that 
was  creating  a  monopoly  by  which  the  Can- 
adian Pacific  Railway — because  it  was  a 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  branch — would 
not  allow  any  other  road  to  be  built  within 
15  or  20  miles  of  that  line.  T  objected  to 
granting  such  extraordinary  powers,  but  so 
far  as  opposing  a  subsidy  to  any  road  in 
British  Columbia,  that  statement  is  incorrect, 
and  I  am  certain  that  the  Premier  must  have 
misunderstood  the  discussion  last  year. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
The  hon.  gentleman  must  certainly  have 
forgotten — 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES  (B.C.)— I  have  not 
forgotten. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
The  Dominion  subsidized  a  road  to  connect 
the  Kootenay  River,  just  below  Nelson, 
with  the  Columbia  River.  Mines  were  dis- 
covered some  distance  to  the  north,  and 
it  was  necessary  to  run  a  road  from  the  foot 
of  Arrow  lake  into  the  interior  in  order  to 
reach  those  rich  mines,  and  when  that  ques- 
tion came  before  the  House  the  only  opposi- 
tion it  met  with,  no  matter  for  what  reason, 
was  from  the  hon.  member  from  New 
Westminster,  and  the  records  will  show  that 
the  statement  I  make  is  quite  correct.  The 
hon.  gentleman  says  that  it  was  because 
the  bill  was  granting  a  monopoly — a 
monopoly,  forsooth  !  Who  would  attempt  to 
run  a  road  into  those  mountains  unless  they 
expected  to  derive  some  benefit  from  it? 
But  no  road  that  has  been  built  into  that 
section  of  country  can  have  a  monopoly 
when  the  traffic  requires  a  competing  line. 
I  need  not  mention  all  the  roads  to  which 
we  have  given  aid  to  open  up  the  different 
sections  of  that  country ;  we  have  gone  as  far 
as  the  revenues  of  the  country  would  justify 
at  the  time.  I  hope  that  you  may  have  a 
road  running  into  the  Cariboo  mines  ere 
long,  in  order  that  they  may  be  opened  up 
with  the  other  portions  of  the  country.  I 
readily  admit  the  great  wealth  of  that  sec- 
tion and  that  its  resources  are  such  as  would 
justify  almost  any  expenditure  that  might 
be  necessary  to  develop  and  open  it  up.  I 
must  take  exception,  before  I  sit  down, 
not  to  the  figures  which  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman has  given  to  the  House,  because,  I 


believe  they  are  strictly  accurate,  but  to  tbe 
deductions   and     the   inferences    which  he 
draws   from   them.     Some    few    years  age, 
when  in  the  lower  House,  a  somewhat  sim- 
ilar question   was  discussed,   an  attack   was 
made   on  the  government  and    an  attempt 
made  to  prove  that  the   national   policy  had 
not  increased  the  exportation  of   manufac- 
tures and  other  goods  to  the  extent  that 
had   been     anticipated.      Looking     at  the 
trade   returns   of  the    maritime    provinces, 
I   found   that    the  dutiable   imports  were 
between    14    and    15    millions    of    dollsis 
less  than  before   they    came  into   confeder- 
ation, but  did  that  prove  that   these  people 
were  any  poorer  ?      Did  it  prove  that  Nova 
Scotia,    Prince   Eklward   Island,    and    New 
Brunswick  had  deteriorated,  or  gone    back, 
or  were  not  wealthier  to-day  than  when  they 
came  into  the  Dominion  ?     For  answer  y«u 
had  only  to  look  at  the  quantity  of  goods 
sent  from  Quebec,  Montreal  and  other  por- 
tions of  the  Dominion  into  those  provinces 
to  supply  the  place  of  the  very  articles  that 
they  used  to  import  from  England.     Take 
the  importations  into  Prince  Edward  Island 
alone  :  The  year  before  she  came  into  confed- 
eration, she  imported  and  paid  duty  on  goods 
to  the  value  of  $1,372,500.     That  was   in 
1872.     In  1894  she  had  decreased  about  one 
hundred  thousand  or  two  hundred  thousand 
dollars  in  her  imports,  but  that  is  no  evid- 
ence that  she  did  not  consume  goods  upon 
which  duty  had  been  paid  in  other  portions 
of  the  province.     We  all  know  that  the  im- 
portations into   the    province  of    Quebec, 
which  give  her  apparently,  from  the  figures, 
so  large  a  proportionate  amount  of   duties 
paid  into  the  Dominion — not  so  much  to-day 
as  it  was  ten  or  fifteen  years  ago — are  not 
consumed  in  that  province.     Montreal,  the 
head  of  ocean  navigation,  is  in  that  province. 
Thirty  years  ago  we   had  scarcely  any  large 
importing  houses  in  the  province  of  Ontario, 
and  the  consequence  was  that  the  goods 
used  to  be  imported,  entered,  duty  paid  in 
Montreal,  and  then  sent  on  to  the  western 
country,  as  is    done  now  to    a  large    ex- 
tent into  Manitoba  and  the  North-west  Ter- 
ritories ;   so  that  if   we  were   to  take  what 
Quebec  pays  per  head  on  her  imports,  we 
would  be  led  to  believe  that  she  pays  more 
than  any  other  portion  of   the   Dominion. 
Take  the   North-west   to-day  ;  the   returns 
from  customs  on  importations  last  year  was 
about  eleven  thousand  dollars  ;  yet  we  know 
that  the  North-west  has  a  population  that 
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consumes  largely  of  imported  and  home  manu- 
factured goods.  To  say  that  these  people  do 
not    consume   as  much  as   other  provinces 
■where  agricultural  pursuits  are  followed  to  a 
large  extent,  would  be  to  do  them  aninjustice. 
A.nd  it  is  the  same  with  all  the  other  prov- 
inces.    The  ]>eople  of  British  Columbia  do 
not  devote  time  and  attention  to  those  in- 
dustries   which   produce  all    that   is  neces- 
sary  for  their  sustenance.       Their   indus- 
tries,   as  has  been  very    properly  pointed 
out,   consist  in  mining,   lumbering,   fishing 
and  other  pursuits  which  do  not  meet  their 
■wants  to  the  same  extent  as  do  the  produo- 
tions  of  the  other  provinces,  and  hence  their 
importation  is  much  larger.     The  same  re- 
marks, arguments  and  statements  may  be  ap- 
plied with   equal  force  to  the  tonnage.     Of 
course,  Ontario  could  not  expect  to  have  that 
tonnage,  unlessitis  inland  tonnage, becauseit 
is  furnished  with  the  goods  which  are  im- 
ported from  abroad  by  ships  whose  tonnage 
is  entered  in  the  maritime  provinces,  on  the 
Pacific  as  well  as  on  the  Atlantic:     Now,  as 
for  representation  in  the  two  Houses,  British 
Columbia  certainly  stands  in  as  favourable 
a  ptosition  as  the  other  and  smaller  provinces. 
We  all  know  that  at  the  Union  the  repre- 
sentation was  based  upon  the  unit  of  65  for 
Quebec,   but  British  Columbia  was  shrewd 
enough  to  make  a  provision,  when  it  came 
into  the  Dominion,  that  it  should  have  six 
representaives  no  matter  how    small    the 
population  might  be.     Prince  Edward  Island 
did  not  take  that  precaution,    and   conse- 
quently in  the  redistribution  of  the  represen- 
tation  a   few  years  ago,   the  little   island 
lost  one  of  its    representatives,    although   it 
had  a  larger  population  than  British  Colum- 
bia has   to-day.     British  Columbia  has  six 
and  Prince  Edward  Island  only  five.     I  am 
finding  no  fault  with  that,  because  when 
you  take  the  population,  including  the  In- 
dians, of  British  Columbia  we  find  it  is  about 
98,000,   giving  about    16,333   of    a  popu- 
lation to  each  representative  ;  while  Prince 
Edward  Island  has  over  21,600  to  each.     I 
merely  give  that  to  show  that  in  this  parti- 
cular  at   least,  British   Columbia    has    an 
equal  representation  with  other  sections  of 
the  Dominion.    As  to  the  post  oiSce  receipts, 
I  venture  to  say  that  if  any  one  will  examine 
them,  it  will  be  found  that  in  new  sections 
of  the  country,    the   settlers  have  a  larger 
correspondence  with  their  friends  whom  they 
have  left  than  have  the  people  in  the  older 
provinces.     Hence,  the  postal  revenues  of  a 


new  province,  and  particularly  a  business 
province  like  British  Co'umbia,  and  of  the 
Northwest  Territories,  are  larger  in  propor- 
tion than  in  the  older  settlements.  It  is 
quite  true  also  that  the  difficulties  in  reach- 
ing the  outposts  in  those  new  countries, 
sparsely  settled  as  many  of  them  are,  render 
it  more  costly  to  carry  the  mail.  Hence,  it 
is  no  argument  to  say  that  because  it  costs 
so  much  more  to  send  your  mail  matter  in 
these  new  provinces,  that  they  are  getting 
more  than  their  share ;  but  quite  the  con- 
trary. The  conclusion  at  which  my  hon. 
friend  arrived  was  that,  considering  the  im- 
portance of  British  Columbia,  they  should 
have  a  representative  in  the  Cabinet.  The 
junior  member  for  Halifax  referred  to  pos- 
itions in  the  Cabinet  without  portfolio,  and 
he  pointed  out  what  is  quite  true,  that 
in  an  extensive  country  like  this 
if  a  gentleman  like  my  hon.  friend  from 
Prince  Edward  Island  has  a  seat  in  the 
cabinet  without  portfolio,  it  involves  a  good 
deal  of  expense.  There  is  much  force  in 
what  the  hon.  gentleman  says,  and  it  is  a 
question  whether  that  should  not  be  reme- 
died in  some  way.  I  can  only  say,  in  clos- 
ing my  remarks,  that  I  hope  there  will  be 
no  cause  for  complaint  in  future,  and  when 
it  can  be  done,  consistently  with  the  interest 
of  the  government  of  the  country  and  con- 
sistently with  the  interests  of  the  different 
sections  of  the  Dominion,  every  section 
should  be  represented  in  one  way  or  another. 
But  I  wish  the  House  to  reflect  for  a  moment 
upon  the  difficulty,  in  the  formation  of  any 
government,  of  turning  men  out  who  have 
been  in  the  cabinet  for  a  length  of  time 
in  order  to  make  room  for  others.  Some- 
body must  make  way,  unless  we  carry  out 
the  other  suggestion  which  was  made,  of 
creating  a  few  more  portfolios.  That  would 
be  the  easiest  away  to  doit,  but  I  am  sure  that 
were  my  hon.  friend  the  junior  member  from 
Halifax,  in  the  government,  he  would  find  by 
the  time  he  met  all  the  demands  of  parlia- 
ment, he  would  come  out  of  it  poorer  than 
he  went  in.  I  was  going  to  add  that  I  think 
there  is  one  gentleman  who  has  had  some 
experience  in  that  matter  who  will  agree 
with  me  upon  this  point  more  than  upon  any 
other  utterance  I  can  make  on  behalf  of  the 
government.  I  can  only  say  to  my  hon. 
friend  from  New  Westminster  that  I  rejoice 
in  the  fact  that  the  British  Columbians, 
since  that  province  has  come  into  confedera- 
tion, have  been  loyal  and  true  to  the  party 
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that  they  originally — not  originally  but  al- 
ways— belonged  to  ;  that  they  never  found 
it  necessary,  from  personal  interest  or  per- 
sonal ambition,  or  disappointed  speculations, 
to  desert  their  party  and  go  over  to  the  other 
side.  It  is  a  loyalty  that  has  characterized 
the  members  from  British  Columbia  which 
all  must  admire,  and  for  which  I  feel  the 
warmest  gratitute,  not  only  as  a  member  of 
this  government,  but  as  an  old  politician  and 
parliamentarian.  It  is  a  pleasure  for  me 
to  reflect  that  in  all  my  associations  with 
those  gentlemen  they  have  never  had  but  one 
principle,  so  far  as  the  administration  in  the 
country  was  concerned,  and  that  was  to  ad- 
here loyally  to  the  promises  they  had  made 
to  their  constituents,  and  act  consistent'y 
with  the  principles  they  had  always  ad- 
vocated. I  have  no  doubt  when  the  time 
comes  to  appeal  again  to  the  people,  that  they 
will  be  found  just  as  true  and  just  as  loyal 
to  the  old  flag  and  the  old  party  and  the  old 
policy  as  they  have  been  in  the  past. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES  (B.C.)— The  hon- 
Premier  referred  to  a  bill  that  I  opposed 
here — a  bill  providing  for  the  building  of  a 
railway  in  British  Columbia.  I  have  sent 
for  the  Senate  Debates,  1893,  and  the 
remarks  will  b<  found  at  page  430.  It  was 
the  "  Columbia  and  Kootenay  Railway  and 
Navigation  Company's  Bill  "  that  was  before 
the  House,  and  upon  that  occasion  I  deliver- 
ed myself  in  the  following  way  : 

As  far  a«  the  building  of  that  road  is  concerned, 
I  may  say  that  I  am  as  strongly  in  favour  of  it  as 
any  hon.  gentleman  in  the  House  or  in  this  country, 
and  my  sole  object  in  moving;  the  amendment  of 
which  I  have  givee  notice  is  simply  to  protect  and 
to  promote  the  interests  of  that  particular  portion 
of  British  Columbia  which  is  being  fast  fliled  up, 
owing  to  the  many  mining  camps  and  claims  that 
have  been  discovered  there  within  the  last  two 
years.  I  move.1  in  the  railway  committee,  when 
this  bill  was  before  it,  that  a  certain  portion  of  the 
second  clause  should  be  struck  out.  I  will  read 
the  whole  clause  in  order  that  hon.  gentlemen  may 
fully  understand  how  I  want  the  section  amended  : 

"  The  company  may  construct  and  operate  a 
railway  between  some  point  on  its  recent  line  be- 
tween Nelson  and  Rob»an  on  the  south  and  Revel- 
stoke  on  the  north,  together  with  such  branch  or 
branches  as  may  from  time  to  time  lie  authojized 
by  the  Governor  in  Council,  not  exceeding  in  any 
one  case  the  length  of  30  miles, " 

The  words  that  I  wish  struck  out  are  "  together 
with  such  branch  or  brandies  as  may  from  time  to 
time  be  authorized  by  the  Governor  in  Council,  not 
exceeding  in  any  one  case  the  length  of  30  miles." 
Hon.  gentlemen  are  aware  that  in  the  general 
Railway  Act  the  power  of  building  branches  to  the 
extent  of  six  miles  is  given  to  railway  companies. 


I  refer  to  the  Railway  Act  of  1886,  49  Vic,  chap. 
109,  sec.  15,  subsection  15  : 

•'Any  company  may  construct  a  branch  or 
branches  not  exceeding  six  niles  in  length  from 
any  terminus  or  station  of  its  railway." 

That  is  the  power  granted  in  the  general  Rail- 
way Act,  and  1  am  not  aware  that  this  parliament, 
or  any  parliament  sinee  1867,  has  j^ranted  powers 
;  such  as  those  asked  for  in  this  section,  other  than 
I  that  granted  to  the  Canadian  Paciffc  Railway  is 
:  their  original  charter.  The  14th  section  of  tiui 
'  Act  provides,  and  so  on. 

It  will  be  seen  that  I  was  not  opposing 
the  building  of  a  road  in  British  Colnmbia, 
or  opposing  any  grant  that  this  government 
saw  fit  to  make  to  any  road  in  British  Col- 
umbia. On  the  contrary,  I  was  anxions 
that  that  road  should  be  built,  no  one  was 
more  anxous  them  I  was,  but  at  the 
same  time  I  was  anxious  that  the  interests 
of  other  portions  of  the  province  and  of  other 
\  people  should  be  protected  as  well  as  those 
I  of  the  company  that  was  applying  for  the 
charter.  I  am  charitable  enough  to  suppose 
that  the  hon.  premier's  memory  failed  him 
or  he  would  never  have  insinuated  that  I 
was  opposing  any  grant  to  that  Company 
or  any  other  laudable  undertaking  in  the 
Pacific  province.  I  leave  it  to  the  House  if 
the  tactics  of  the  Premier  in  misrepresenting 
me  in  this  matter  does  not  strongly  savour 
of  waitJ  politics  and  is  the  product  of  every- 
thing but  a  gigantic  brain. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELI^ 
I  rise  to  a  point  of  order.  I  do  not  object 
to  an  explanation,  but  I  do  object  to  n  speech. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES  (B.C.)-I  was  misrep- 
resented in  another  way  as  well,  and  I  intend 
to  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  it. 
The  hon.  gentleii  an  and  others  have  con- 
tinually made  the  statement  on  the  floor  of 
this  House  and  elsewhere  that  I  was  elected 
to  represent  a  certain  party.  In  my  ad- 
dress to  the  electors  of  New  Westminster, 
who  elected  me,  I  announced  myself  as  in- 
dependent in  politics,  and  in  the  first  Par- 
liamentary Companion  after  I  was  elected  I 
made  use  of  the  following  words: — 
"Thoroughly  independent  in  politics,  in 
favour  of  equitable  reciprocity  with  the 
United  States  and  the  immediate  construc- 
tion of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway."  But 
when  hon.  gentlemen  have  nothing  else  to 
attack  me  on,  they  have  recourse  to  mis- 
representations, a  habit  the  -First  Minister 
appears  to  glory  in 
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Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I 
am  not  aware  that  I  mentioned  the  hon. 
gentleman's  name.  I  ?poke  of  the  British 
Oolumbians  generally.  If  my  remarks  fit 
tlie  hon.  gentleman,  I  have  no  objection 
that  be  should  have  the  benefit  of  them. 
If  'what  he  states  is  correct — and  I  am  not 
going  to  dispute  him,  because  it  is  quite 
evident  he  thinks  I  refer  to  him — then  he 
ha.s  been  true  to  his  instincts  naturally, 
■whatever  they  may  be  since  he  has  been  in 
the  House,  and  consequently  he  occupies 
the  same  position  as  the  others  who  have 
stuck  loyally  to  the  government.  He  can 
take  just  which  horn  of  the  dilemma  he 
pleases. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES  (B.C.)— I  never 
-was  born  to  be  a  slave  to  any  government 
or  party. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)— I  am 
glad  my  speech  brought  forth  a  very  forcible 
Canadian  speech  from  the  Premier.     It  has 
the  proper  ring,  but  he  misunderstood  me 
on  one  or  two  points.     My   whole   speech 
■was    advisory   and    I    was  finding  no  fault 
with    the  government.     I  said  I  was  not 
going  to  find  f lult  with  or  arraign  the  gov- 
ernment for  what  they  have  done,  but  I  was 
simply  endeavouring  to  represent  the  views 
of  the  electorate.     I   have  no  fault  to  find 
with  the  government ;  but  things  change  in 
time  and  what  our  people  want  should  be 
done.     When  I  spoke  about  people  holding 
otiices  in  British  Columbia,    I  referred  to 
minor  appointments.     Governor  Dewdney, 
reading  the  hon.  Premier's  speech,   would 
think  that  I  had  referred  to  him  as  a  person 
sent  over  there  against  our  wishes.     He 
might  have  been  sent  against  our  wishes, 
but  I  did  not  say  a  word  about  him  or  about 
Mr.  Richards  either.     I  simply  had  the  sub- 
ordinate officers  in  my  mind.     I  hope  the 
Premier  will  take  that  explanation  as  the 
correct  one.     I  made  no  charge  against  the 
government,  but  simply  made  an  advisory 
speech,   without  putting   forward  my   own 
opinion  but  giving  the  opinion  of  those  I 
represent. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

■       THIRD  READING. 

Bill  (J)  "  An  Act  to  amend  the  Act  re- 
specting certain  female  oifenders  in  Nova 
Scotia."— (Mr.  Power.) 


SEDITIOUS  AND  UNLAWFUL  ASSO- 
CIATIONS AND  OATHS   BILL. 

m   COMMITTEE. 

Hon.  Mr.  MacINNES  (Burlington)  mov- 
ed that  the  House  resolves  itself  into  a 
Committee  of  the  Whole  on  Bill  ( 7)  "  An 
Act  further  to  amend  the  10th  chapter  of 
the  Consolidated  Statutes  for  Lower  Can- 
ada, respecting  seditious  and  unlawful  asso- 
ciations and  oaths." 

Hon.  Mr.^  DeBOUCHERVILLE— Will 
the  hon.  gentleman  explain  the  bill  now  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  MacINNES  (Buriington)— 
This  bill  does  not  propose  any  innovation  or 
confer  any  new  power.  The  object  being  to 
place  the  grand  lodge  of  Quebec  and  Ont- 
ario on  the  same  footing.  Under  the  statu- 
tes of  1865,  passed  before  confederation,  of 
the  late  province  of  CanaHa,  the  grand  lodge 
of  Canada  is  exempt  from  the  penalties  im- 
posed on  seditious  and  unlawful  associations. 
Inasmuch  as  the  grand  lodge  of  Quebec 
has  now  jurisdiction  in  its  own  province, 
while  the  grand  lodge  of  Canada  has  juris- 
diction only  in  Ontario,  it  has  been  thought 
advisable  to  put  the  two  grand  lodges  on 
the  same  footing.  The  Act  in  question  is 
amended  by  substituting  the  word  "  in  "  for 
the  word  "  of  "  so  that  it  will  read  "or  grand 
master  or  grand  lodge  in  Canada." 

Hon.  Mr.  DeBOUCHERVILLE— I  am 
not  quite  satisfied  with  that  explanation. 
The  old  law  forbids  secret  associations  and 
declares  in  the  last  clause  that  Freemasons 
will  be  excepted  from  the  provision  and  it 
adds  this,  "  any  lodge  acknowledged  by  the 
grand  master  of  England  in  Canada."  I 
understand  the  effect  of  the  bill,  it  changes 
this  and  the  grand  master  of  England  will 
have  nothing  more  to  do  in  Canada,  but  it 
will  be  the  grand  master  of  Canada  who 
will  give  that  permission — is  not  that  the 
efl'ect  of  the  bill  ? 

Hon.  Mr,  OGILVIE— With  the  excep- 
tion of  two  or  three  lodges,  the  grand  mas- 
ter of  England  has  had  nothing  whatever  to 
do  with  the  grand  lodge  of  Canada  or  the 
grand  lodge  of  Quebec  for  the  past  25  or 
30  years. 

Hon.  Mr.  DeBOUCHERVILLE— How 
did  they  go  onl 
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Hon.  Mr.  OGILVTE— It  is  simply  certain 
lodges  whose  head  is  in  Scotland  which  they 
control,  but  now  the  lodges  of  Quebec  are 
under  the  grand  lodge  of  the  province  of 
Quebec  alone,  and  this  change  of  one  word 
is  simply  to  place  the  grand  lodge  of  the 
province  of  Quebec  in  the  same  position  as 
the  grand  lodge  of  Ontario. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

In  the  Committee. 

Hon.  Mr.  OGILVIE  moved  in  amend- 
ment that  the  following  clause  b&  added  : — 

"  All  societies,  associations  and  lodges,  whose 
members  are  bound  by  oath,  and  whose  objects  are 
exclusively  of  a  social,  charitable  or  benevolent 
character,  are  hereby  exempted  from  the  penalty 
prescribed  by  Chapter  110  of  the  Consolidated 
Statute  for  Lower  Canada . " 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  do  not  think  it  is 
in  order  for  an  honourable  gentlemen  to 
move  such  an  amendment  as  that  in  Com- 
mittee of  the  whole.  This  bill  deals  solely 
with  the  Masonic  body,  and  is  intended  to 
facilitate  their  operations.  The  Masonic 
Association  has  been  recognized  by  the  law 
of  this  country  as  one  to  whose  operations 
there  is  no  special  objection.  Now,  the 
honourable  gentleman,  in  committee  of  the 
whole,  moves  an  amendment  which  is  really 
not  geraiane  to  the  bill  before  the  committee 
at  all.  We  do  not  know  to  what  body  this 
amendment  may  refer.  It  may  refer  to  any 
number  of  bodies.  The  amendment  itself 
says  it  refers  to  oath  bound  societies.  For 
this  committee  to  undertake  to  make  such  a 
sweeping  change  in  the  bill  and  in  the  law 
as  would  be  made  by  that  amendment  is  a 
highly  objectionable  proceeding.  This  par- 
liament has  passed  an  act  incorporating  the 
Orange  As.sociation,  so  that  this  amendment 
is  not  necessary  so  far  as  that  order  is  con- 
cerned ;  and  my  own  impression  is,  and  I 
raise  the  question,  that  it  is  not  competent 
for  the  committee  to  undertake  to  make  such 
an  amendment  to  the  bill  before  the  com- 
mittee. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL — My  judgment  is 
that  the  amendment  is  out  of  order,  as  not 
being  germane  to  the  bill. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLEMOW— I  do  not  think  it 
is  out  of  order.  Notice  can  be  given  and 
the  amendment  can  be  moved  at  the  third 
reading  of  the  bill     It  merely  provides  that 


other  societies  shall  have  the  same  privil^pji 
that  are  now  possessed  by  the  masnD>- 
society.  I  do  not  see  why  it  should  not  le 
incorporated  in  the  bill. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL — I  have  given  mj 
opinion  that  it  is  not  germane  to  the  bill. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— I  do  not  know 
what  other  society  the  hou.  gentleman  refers 
to.  Any  society  which  wants  those  privi- 
leges should  apply  for  legislation,  and  show 
that  it  has  some  status  in  the  country. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL,  from  the  Committee, 
reported  the  bill  without  amendment. 

WINDSOR  AND  ANNAPOLIS    RAIL 
WAY  CO.'S  BILL. 

FIRST  READING. 

A  message  was  received  from  the  House 
of  Commons  with  bill  (49)  "  An  Act  respect 
ing  the  Windsor  and  Annapolis  Railway 
Company,  Limited." 

Hon.  Mr.  BOWELL— Is  the  hon.  gentle- 
man aware  whether  there  is  a  clause  in  this 
Bill  enabling  the  company  to  conmiute  their 
claim  with  the  government  for  duty  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  shall  be  able  to 
answer  that  question  at  the  second  reading. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOWELL— My  reason  for 
asking  the  question  is  that  I  wish  to  have  a 
clause  prepared  to  cover  that  point. 

The  bill  was  read  the  first  time. 


EASTERN 


ASSURANCE 
BILL. 


SOCIETYS 


FIRST  AND  SECOND  BEADING. 

A  message  was  received  from  the  House 
of  Commons  with  bill  (33)  "  An  act  respect- 
ing the  Eastern  Assurance  Society  of 
Canada." 

The  bill  was  read  the  first  time. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  propose  to  ask  the 
indulgence  of  the  House  respecting  this 
bill.  This  company  has  carried  on  busines* 
for  some  years,  and  the  business  has  not 
been  found  profitable,  and  the  company 
authorized  its  directors  to  dispose  of  the 
business.  They  have  disposed  of  it  to  an 
English  Assurance  Company,  and,  as  I  un- 
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derstand,  all  or  nearly  all  the  corporators  of 
tKe       Eastern     Assurance    Company    have 
agreed    to  transfer.     Under  the  provisions 
of     the    agreement   between   the  directors 
of     the  Eastern   Assurance  Company    and 
the  English  Company,  the  transaction  has  to 
loe  completed,  and  this  legislation  has  to  be 
obtained  on  or  before   the  30th  of  June  of 
this  year.     I  understand  that  certain  bills 
'will  be  assented  to  before  that  date  by  his 
Excellency,  or  his  deputy,  and  it  is  very  im- 
portant indeed  for  the   purposes    of    the 
people    who  are  selling  this   company  out, 
that  the  bill  should  become  law  before  the 
30th  of  June.     Inasmuch  as  the  committee 
on  Banking  and  Commerce,  to  whom  it  will 
be  referred,  will  have  every  opportunity  to 
consider  any  objections  that  may  be  made  to 
it,  I  move  that  the  41st  rule  of  the  Senate 
be  suspended  so  far  as  regards  this  bill. 

The  motion  was  agreed  ta 


moved  the   second 


Hon.    Mr.   POWER 
reading  of  the  bill. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to  and  the  bill 
was  read  the  second  time  and  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Banking  and  Commerce. 

BILLS  INTRODUCED. 

Bill  (101)  "  An  act  to  incorporate  the 
Domestic  and  Foreign  Missionary  Society 
of  the  Church  of  England  in  Canada." 
(Mr.  AUan). 

Bill  (26)  "  An  act  to  incorporate  the 
Bankers  Life  Association  of  Canada." 
(Mr.  Lougheed). 

BiU  (31)  "An  act  to  incorporate  the 
Canadian  Sick  Benefit  Society."  (Mr.  Mc- 
Kindsey). 

Bill  (39)  "  An  act  further  to  amend  the 
Hamilton  Provident  and  Loan  Society 
Act  of  1885."     (Mr.  Mclnnes,  Burlington). 

Bill  (K)  "An  act  to  amend  the  Com- 
panies Act"     (Mr.  Kirchhoffer). 

The  Senate  then  adjourned. 


THE  SENATE. 

Ottatoa,  Wednesday,  19th  June,  1895. 

The  SPEAKER  took  the  Chair  at  Three 
o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 
SALE  OF  OBSCENE  LITERATURE. 

MOTION. 

Hon.  Mr.  BELLEROSE  moved  : 

That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  His 
Excellency  the  Governor  General  praying  that  His 
Excellency  will  cause  to  be  laid  before  this  House, 
copies  of  all  judgments,  correspondence  and  letters 
of  record  in  the  public  departments  at  Ottawa,  and 
relating  to  the  sentencing  to  a  fine  or  imprisonment, 
or  both,  at  Quebec,  in  the  province  of  Quebec,  of 
one  Desjardins,  a  bookseller,  for  the  sale  of  books 
of  an  immoral  and  indecent  character ;  also,  the 
evidence  taken  in  the  criminal  court  at  Quebec, 
against  the  said  Desjardins,  in  October  last,  and 
the  judgment  of  the  said  court. 

He  said  : — The  answer  which  the  hon.  Pre- 
mier made  to  my  request  for  the  prosecution 
of  Norman  Murray,  of  Montreal,  for  the  sale 
of  obscene  literature  there,  has  led  to  some 
correspondence,  which  has  induced  me  to  put 
this  notice  on  the  paper.  1  have  received  a 
letter  from  Quebec  informing  me  that  while 
the  government  ut  Ottawa  seems  deter- 
mined to  let  the  provincial  authorities  deal 
with  the  execution  of  the  Criminal  Code  in 
such  cases,  they  have  taken  a  different 
course  in  a  case  which  came  before  the 
courts  of  Quebec  some  mouths  ago.  I  find 
in  the  Quebec  Chronicle  of  the  11th  of 
October,  the  following  : — 


Pkesekt 


Court  or  Queen's  Besch, 
lUth  October,  1804. 
The  Hon.  Mr.  Justice  Blanchet. 


The  Crown  was  represented  by  J.  Dunbar,  Q.C., 
assisted  by  \V.  C.  Languedoc,  Q.C. 

The  grand  jury  came  into  court  and  brought  in 
the  following  true  bills,  the  Queen  against  Frederick 
Desjardins  for  selling  obscene  books.  Desjardins 
was  arraigned  and  pleaded  not  guilty.  He  asked 
permission  of  the  Court  to  defend  his  case  person- 
ally and  the  Crown  fixed  the  case  for  Monday  next. 

The  next  day  the  Chronicle  says  that 
"  Frederick  Desjardins  made  default  to 
answer  his  name  when  called,  whereupon  the 
court  requested  the  issuing  of  a  bench  war- 
rant to  secure  his  attendance."  On  the  13th 
I  find  in  the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench  report 
that  "  Desjardins's  case  for  selling  obscene 
books  was  fixed,  with  the  consent  of  the 
accused,  for  to-morrow." 
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The  Chronicle  of  the  15th  has  the  follow- 
ing report  of  the  case  : — 

Thk  Court  of  Queen's  Bench  (Cbown  Side), 
Qdebec,  13th  October,  1894, 

Present  :  The  Hon.  Mr.  Justice  Blauchet. 

The  trial  of  F.  Desjardios  for  aelling  obbcene 
Ijooks  was  then  proceeded  with. 

The  accused  is  charged  with  the  sale  in  June 
last  of  obscene  books. 

The  facts  are  briefly  that  in  June  last  a  young 
man,  18  years  of  age,  purchased  from  the  accused 
two  books,  one  by  Dr.  Gamier,  and  the  other  by 
Emile  Zola,  for  which  he  paid  82.75.  Dr.  Vallde, 
the  Rev.  Mr.  Mathieu,  Dr.  Dionne,  Parliamentary 
Librarian  and  Mr.  Dorion,  advocate,  all  four  pro- 
nounced both  books  as  obscene  and  immoral  and 
only  fit  to  corrupt  the  morals  of  their  readers, 
without  in  any  way  doing  anything  conducive  to 
public  good. 

The  defendant  personally  cross-examined  the 
witnessei)  for  the  Crown. 

The  only  witness  produced  by  the  defence  was 
the  accused's  sister,  who  swore  that  she  owned  the 
store,  and  that  the  accused  was  only  her  manager. 

The  accused  addressed  the  jury  in  both  languages 
and  did  it  in  a  manner  worthy  of  a  better  cause. 

The  presiding  judge  then  reviewed  the  evidence, 
-dwelling  upon  it  as  being  very  unfavourable  to  the 
accused. 

The  jury  at  4.4o  withdrew  to  their  rooms,  and 
returned  again  into  the  court  at  5  p.m.,  when  they 
brought  in  a  verdict  of  guilty  of  both  counts, 
with  a  recommendation  to  the  mercy  of  the  courts 
owing  to  the  fact  of  this  being  the  first  offence 
under  the  new  Criminal  Code. 
The  court  then  adjourned. 

In  the  Chronicle  of  the  20th  I  find  the 
following : 

The  court  then  proceeded  to  pass  the  following 
sentences ;  •  *  *  Frederick  Desjardins  convicted 
of  selling  obscene  books,  three  months  in  jail  on 
each  count — in  all  six  months. 

Now,  you  will  see  in  the  province  of  Que- 
bec they  have  enforced  that  law,  and  the 
court  and  ju'-y  decided  that  Desjardins 
-deserved  punishment.  I  am  told— and  it  is 
the  reason  why  I  put  the  other  question  on 
the  paper  as  to  the  date  when  Desjardins 
was  released  from  prison — that  the  Gover- 
nor in  Council  granted  a  release.  I  suppose 
the  premier  will  have  no  objection  to  an- 
-swering  the  second  question  to-day  and  save 
the  necessity  of  raising  it  tomorrow. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
There  is  no  objection  to  bringing  down  the 
papers  for  which  the  hon.  gentleman  has 
moved,  if  there  are  any  in  the  department. 
I  am  not  in  a  position  to  answer  the  ques- 
tion which  is  on  the  notice  paper  for  to-mor- 
row. I  have  no  recollection  that  the 
Governor-in-Council    ever  discharged   Des- 


jardins, but'  I  will  make  inquiry  and  let  the 
hon.  gentleman  know  tomorrows. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

ORDNANCE    LANDS    IN    NOVA 

SCOTIA  AND  CAPE 

BRETON. 

INQUIET. 

Hon.  Mr.  POIRIER  inquired  of  the 
Government — 

Was  any  agreement  ever  entered  into  betwea 
the  Imperial  authorities  and  the  Government  of 
Nova  Scotia,  or  the  Government  of  the  Domiuioo 
of  Canada,  by  which  the  former  undertook  to 
transfer  to  either  of  the  latter  the  ordnance  lamls 
in  the  possession  of  the  former,  in  Xova  Scotia  uui 
Cape  Breton  ?  If  so,  when  was  that  agreement 
made,  and  what  were  the  mutual  conditions  of  it  7 

What  ordnance  lands  are  now  in  the  possesiiioii 
of  the  Dominion  Government  in  Nova  Scotia  aod 
Cape  Breton  ? 

Has  the  Dominion  Government  the  possession  of 
all  the  ordnance  lauds  in  Nova  Scotia  and  Cape 
Breton,  to  which  it  is  entitled  by  virtue  of  the 
agreement  aforesaid  ? 

Is  the  Dominion  Government  not  entitled  to  the 
possession  of  the  site  and  of  the  old  fortifications 
of  Louisbourg  ? 

He  said  :  I  have  vainly  tried  to  get  at  the 
bottom  of  this  question.  That  is  the  reasou 
why  I  am  asking  for  information  to-day.  In 
the  Departments  of  Militia  and  Inland 
Revenue,  there  seems  to  be  nothing  that 
can  throw  any  light  on  this  question.  On 
the  other  hand  I  am  informed  that  the 
correspondence  that  pas-ed  between  the  Im- 
perial Government  and  the  provinces 
of  Canada  before  and  since  confed- 
eration— the  interval  between  1862  and 
1872,  say — were  likely  to  be  found  in  the 
Privy  Council  archives,  to  which  I  have  not 
had  access.  I  cannot  see  why  it  is  that 
to-day  theoncemightyfortress  of  Louisbonrg, 
which  cost  the  Government  of  France 
between  25,000,000  and  30,000,000  of  francs 
to  build,  and  which  cost  the  English  almost  as 
much  to  destroy,  should  not  to-day  form 
part  of  the  ordnance  lands,  and  should  not 
belong  to  either  Nova  Scotia  or  die 
Dominion  Government.  From  what  I  can 
find  in  the  newspaper  reports,  it  is  from 
private  individuals  that  our  Boston  friends, 
the  Society  of  the  Colonial  Wars,  got  the 
site  for  the  erection  of  their  .monument,  and 
that  site  stands  in  one  of  the  bastions  of  the 
old  fortress  itself.  Now,  if  I  understand 
the  situation  well,  when  it  was  decided  by 
the    imperial     authorities     to    withdraw 
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the      troops      from    the     provinces,     and 
subsequently     from     the     Dominion,     cer- 
tain  agreements    were    entered     into     be- 
tween the  parties  interested.     The  imperial 
authorities    first     handed     the    ordnance 
lands     and    other    public    lands    to    the 
Government  of     Nova    Scotia.      At    con- 
federation,   those    lands    specified    in    the 
schedule  to  certain  Acts  of  Parliament,  were 
to  be  handed  to  the  Dominion  Government. 
The  site  of  old  Louisbourg  is  not  specifically 
mentioned  in  said  Acts  or  schedule ;  but   to 
my    mind   we  are  entitled  to  all  the  ord- 
nance and  military  lands  owned  by  the  im- 
perial authorities  in  Nova  Scotia.,  whether 
specified  or  not.     If  so,  I   would  suggest 
the    propriety  of  getting  that    possession. 
It  is    not  at  all  likely   that    the   imperial 
authorities     allowed    those     lands     recall- 
ing   historic    events    of     transcendent    im- 
portance, to  be  squatted  upon  by  the  first 
comer  who  should,  after  a  certain  number  of 
years,  by  right  of  prescription  (if  such   a 
right  does  exist    against   the    government, 
which    is    doubtful)    claim    to    have    such 
a  title  as   would  enable  him  to  sell  those 
lands  to  foreigners  or  to  our  own  people.  I  do 
not  believe  it.     The  Nova  Scotia  Grovern- 
ment  were  first  entitled  to  the  possession  of 
those  lands,  and  by  the  several  agreements 
that  have  been  entered  into,  the  Dominion 
Government  is  entitled  to  the  possession  of 
them  now.     Of  course  I  have  no  documents 
to  prove   that,    but  I  infer  it    from   what 
documents  I  could  lay  my  hand  upon  and 
from  what  Acts  of  Parliament  are  made  pub- 
lic. If  such  is  the  case,  the  Dominion  Govern- 
ment should  without  delay  assert  its  poss>'S- 
sion  to  those  old   sites  and  to-day  the  old 
fortress    of   Louisbourg   should   be    classi- 
fied number    A    in    the   militia  ordnance 
lands,  such  as  the  Annapolis  old  fort  is.     It 
should  have  been  done  before,  but  better  late 
than  never.    We  should  preserve  those  relics 
religiously.     They  are  memorials  of  the  past, 
recalling  nothing  in  the  way  of  bitterness, 
but  recalling  historical  events  when  England 
andFrance  wereat  warand  when  the  fortunes 
of  war  gave  to  England  those  magnificent 
duminions  which  England  now  holds.     It  is 
a  sacred  spot  which  we  should  keep  possession 
of,  because  in  the  first  place  it  is  intrinsically 
quite    worth   while  holding.     In    America 
Louisbourg   and   Quebec  are    perhaps   the 
most  important  of  old  time  fortresses.    Had 
the  Grovemment  been  in  possession  of  it  we 
would  have  been  spared  such  manifestation 


as  were  witnessed  yesterday  at  Louisbourg. 
I  do  not  mean  to  recriminate  upon  what 
has  been  done.  I  simply  beg  leave  very 
respectfully  to  express  my  regret  that  the 
imperial  navy  was  there  and  that  our  govern- 
or should  be  represented  by  the  gentleman 
who  unveiled  the  statue  in  his  name.  I 
believe  he  sent  letters  of  regret  for  his  non- 
attendance.  He  had  a  right,  no  doubt,  to  do 
this,  but  I  cannot  help  regretting  that  it  was 
done.  I  would  call  the  attention  of  this  hon- 
ourable House  to  the  fact  that  there  is  a 
misunderstanding  somewhere.  I  can  see  by 
the  tenor  of  the  newspapers  that  most  of 
them  are  deluded  :  people  generally  think 
that  the  taking  of  Louisbourg,  which  was 
commemorated  the  day  l)efore  yesterday,  is 
the  taking  of  Louisbourg  by  Wolfe  and  Am- 
herst, in  1758.  Not  at  all.  It  was  the  tri- 
umph of  Pepperrell  thai  was  commemorated ; 
and  that  triumph  was,  in  a  certain  way, 
repudiated  by  England  nine  years  after- 
wards, in  1754,  when  Louisbourg  and  Cape 
Breton  were  restored  back  to  France  by  the 
treaty  of  Aix-la-Chapelle.  The  sequel  of 
the  capture  of  Louisbourg,  in  1758,  was  the 
taking  of  Quebec  on  the  year  following,  and 
the  cession  to  England  of  half  a  continent, 
which  the  Empire  still  possesses  under  the 
name  of  Dominion  of  Canada.  A  glorious 
and  lasting  result.  The  sequel  of  the  cap- 
ture of  Louisbourg  by  Pepperrell  and  his 
"  Puritan  iconoclasts,  "  as  Mr.  Bourinot  in 
his  Cape  Breton  and  its  Memorials  calls 
them,  was  the  immediate  destruction  of  the 
peaceful  Acadian  settlements  in  Cape  Breton 
and  Prince  Edward  Island  ;  and,  ten  years 
later,  in  1755,  the  forcible  expulsion  of  the 
whole  Acadian  race.  A  foul  and  blood- 
stained achievement  for  which  to-day 
England  stands  in  history  responsible, 
but  the  responsible  authors  of  which  were 
the  ancestors  of  those  very  people  who  came 
on  Monday  last  and  erected  a  monument  to 
their  victorious  soldiers.  I  reg  et  that  mis- 
understanding. I  believe  if  the  true  histor- 
ical tenor  of  it  had  been  properly  understood 
that  the  imperial  authorities  would  not 
have  been  represented  there  and  that  our 
Governor  General  would  not  have  partici- 
pated therein.  Of  course,  it  is  done  now, 
but  remember,  hon.  gentlemen,  that  this  is 
giving  a  footing  to  people  that  are  not  very 
'  friendly  to  us  nor  to  England.  They  came 
in  and  they  have  perpetrated  the  first  act. 
They  will  likely  come  again.  The  second 
celebration  will  recall  that  which  was   the 
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consequence  of  this  capture  of  Louisbourg 
in  1745,  the  forcible  expulsion  of  the  Acad- 
ians  in  1755,  the  theme  of  Longfellow's 
immortal  poem,  and  there,  no  doubt,  they 
will  again  find  sympathisers  in  our  land, 
and  our  Governor  General,  by  himself  or 
his  representative,  will  be  there  again  "  if 
Csesar  but  carelessly  nod  upon  him.  " 

Hon.  Mr.  ALMON— Not  much. 

Hon.  Mr.  POIRIER— When  our  Amer- 
ican friends  come  to  Nova  Scotia  for  the 
third  time,  having  already  a  foothold  there, 
they  will  likely  try  and  come  to  stay.  All 
this,  hon.  gentlemen,  is  to  be  regretted. 
Now,  it  has  been  alleged  that  the  spirit  of 
that  celebration  was  not  to  exult  the  Ameri- 
can victors  only,  but  also  the  English  soldi- 
ers, and  also  the  French  soldiers.  The  in- 
scription on  the  monument  is  as  follows : 
"To  commemorate  the  capture  of  Louis- 
bourg in  1745."  "Erected  by  the  Society 
of  Colonial  Wars  to  our  heroic  dead." 
Mark,  it  is  the  heroic  dead  of  the  Ameri- 
cans. Where  is  the  name  of  Commodore 
Warren,  or  of  the  heroic  dead  of  the 
defenders?  I  read  a  letter  published 
in  several  newspapers  from  the  Hon. 
Everett  P.  Wheeler,  disclaiming  any  idea 
of  making  it  an  American  affair,  and 
contending  that  the  object  was  to  com- 
memorate the  English  and  French  as  well  as 
the  Americans,  but  you  see  what  the  inscrip- 
tions on  the  monument  are.  The  United 
Empire  Loyalists  of  Canada  some  time  ago 
called  attention  to  the  impropriety  of  this 
inscription,  and  suggested  that  something  in 
commemoration  of  the  bravery  of  the 
English  and  the  French  should  be  put  on 
the  monument.  Mr.  de  Lery  McDonald 
suggested  that  one  of  the  faces  of  the  monu- 
ment should  bear  this  inscription:  "In 
memory  of  the  gallant  capture  and  heroic 
defence  of  Louisbourg,  in  1745.  "  The  pres- 
ident of  the  asssociation  afterwards  wrote 
to  the  Secretary  of  the  Society  of  Colonial 
Wars  the  following  letter  : — 

188  St.  Hubert  Street,  I/ontreal. 
June  8th,  1895. 

To  the  .Secretary  of  Society  of  Colonial  VVars  at 
Boston : 
My  dear  sir, — One  of  the  members  of  our  Council 
of  United  Empire  Loyalists  has  just  sent  you  a 
letter  containing  a  suggestion  and  a  copy  of  the 
memorial  of  our  association.  I  earnestly  beg  the 
liberty  of  concurring  in  his  suggestion,  and  of 
offering  on  amendmect  to  it ;   not  only  as  Mr. 


Macdonald  says,  would  it  be  well  to  pat  oo  u 
Louisbourg  monument  iomething  to  commemonic 
the  gallant  defrnce  of  the  Acailians,  as  well  a«  tix 
capture  by  the  Bostonians,  but  would  it  not  lieirtJ 
to  invite  the  officers  of  the  United  Empire  LoyuK 
Association,  as  representing  Canadians  of  boti 
races,  to  take  part  in  the  ceremonies  ?  Sir  H.  *  • 
Joly  de  Lotbini^re,  our  v-ice-president,  a  fine  orator, 
could  eulogize  in  French  the  defence  of  Louisburg 
by  the  French. 

I  would  further  add  that,  if  the  members  of  yonr 
society  take  such  a  pride  in  the  achievements  ci 
their  sires  under  the  British  Empire,  as  to  comnK- 
morate  them  with  so  much  patriotism,  care  acil 
expense,  that  it  would  be  exceedingly  gratifying  ti 
the  spirits  and  memory  of  their  sires  if  the  same 
Aug  is  unfurled  alone  to  the  breeze  on  June  17th. 
as  that  beneath  which  they  fought  and  bled  iiD>i 
gained  those  triumphs  and  renown,  which  yocr 
illustrious  society  was  formed  to  commemorate. 
I  have  the  honour  to  be  yours  faithfully. 

VISCOUNT  DE  FRONSAC. 

No  heed  was  taken  of  either  of  these 
communications.  And  no  mention  of  the 
French  nor  of  Old  England  soldiers  is  made 
on  the  monument.  It  is  erected  to  "  our 
heroic  dead,  "  the  dead  of  New  England,  to 
Pepperrell's  "  iconocla-sts.  "  Tlat  shows  that 
if  this  commemoration  was  not  made  in  a  hos- 
tile spirit  altogether,  it  was  not  made  in  a 
spiritin  which  we  can  detect  a  sufficient  defer- 
ence to  the  feelings  of  a  large  portion  of  the 
people  of  Canada,  and  the  right  acquired  by 
the  British  soldiers  as  to  justify  the  demon- 
strations which  were  made  there  the  day 
before  yesterday.  I  do  not  say  this  in  a 
spirit  of  recrimination  ;  I  simply  mention 
the  fact  to  impress  upon  the  government 
the  necessity  of  getting  possession  of  those 
historic  sites,  if  we  are  entitled  tio  them,  as 
I  believe  we  are. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALMON — We  are  much  in- 
debted to  the  hon.  gentleman  for  bringing  up 
this  subject.  I  am  afraid  the  possession  of 
the  historic  ground  in  Louisbourg  has  passed 
out  of  our  hands.  It  was  made  over  to  the 
local  government  before  confederation,  and 
they  have  disposed  of  a  great  deal  of  it, 
and  I  am  afraid  we  have  lost  it.  That  will 
be  borne  out  by  the  fact  that  the  society 
tor  celebrating  colonial  wars  obtained  the 
site,  on  which  they  erected  their  monument, 
from  a  private  individual.  I  do  hot  know 
the  inscriptions  on  the  monument,  but  I 
hope  when  they  commemorated  the  deeds  of 
their  countrymen,  they  mentioned  the  fact 
also  that  they  sent  in  to  the  British  Gov- 
ernment a  bill  to  defray  the  expenses  of 
the  expedition,  which  was  accordingly  paid. 
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J    find  that  a  medal  which  ht»  been  struck 
to  commemorate  this  event  has  the  face  of 
Sir  "William  Pepperrell  upon  it :  that  is  all 
right.      We  all  know  that  Sir  William  Pep- 
perrell was  a  merchant  and  a  trader  and  that 
he  organized  tae  expedition  and  conducted 
it^  to  a  successful  issue.      When  they  see  his 
face    upon  the  medal  they  should  remem- 
ber   that  a  little  more  than   thirty   years 
after  the  capture  of  Louiabourg,  his  son  the 
second  baronet  was  banished  from  his  native 
land  with  the  notice  that  if  he  returned  he 
should  be  put  to  death,  and  that  the  proper- 
ty he  inherited  from  his  father  and  what  he 
had  gained  by  his  own   industry,  was   con- 
fiscated,   and  henceforth    he  lived  on  the 
bounty   of    his    sovereign    against    whom 
he     refused    to    take  up  arms.     When  we 
have    tears    for  the  Huguenots  who  were 
driven  out  of  France  by  the   revocation  of 
the  edict  of  Nantes,  when   we  feel   for  the 
calamities  of  the  Acadians  who  were  turned 
out     of    their    homes,    we    must   have    a 
feeling  of  sympathy  for  the  Loyalists  who 
were    driven    out    of    the    United    States 
by  the    ancestors  of  those  men    who  have 
erected     a    monument     in     our     country. 
The  New  Englanders  were  always  religious 
men ;    do    they    recollect    the    saying    in 
Matthew  where  Christ  describes  the  Phar- 
isees— "  Woe  unto  you  Scribes,  Pharisees, 
hyprocrites,  for  you  build  the  tombs  of  the 
prophets  whom  your  fathers  have  slain  and 
garnish   their   sepulchres."     And   again    in 
Luke,  "  Woe  unto  you  who  build  the  tombs 
of    the   prophets   whom  your   fathers   have 
slain."     I  think  those  verses  are  very  appro- 
priate, and  I  trust  our  United  States  friends, 
if  they  liave  not  left  their  bibles  athome,win 
consult  them  and  see  whether  they   do  not 
apply   very  strongly  to  their   own  case.     I 
think  they  do.     I  am  afraid  we  have   lost 
possession  of  the  historic  grounds  at  Louis- 
bourg,  but  still  we  have  some  other  historic 
sites,  amongst  them  the  old  fort  at  Anna- 
polis. I  am  tired  bringing  this  matter  before 
the  Senate,  and  I   suppose   the  Senate  is 
tired   hearing  about  it.     More   than  once 
the  predecessors  of  the  present  leader  of  the 
House    promised   me   that    the    old     fort 
should  be  preserved.  The  Bible  says  "  put  not 
your  trust  in  princes ; "  I  say,  put  not  your 
faith  in  Ministers.     There   was   a   promise 
made  that  something  would  be  done  to  save 
the  old  fort  from  destruction.    When  T  first 
spoke  of  it,  there  was  an  old   block   house 
there   which  had  withstood  tM'o  sieges,  one 


when  captured  by  Nicholson  and  again  when 
defended  by  Massessin  against  the  Indians 
commanded  by  the  warrior  priest  de  Loutre. 
One  very  cold  winter  a  man  by  the  name  of 
Hall,  at  Annapolis,  wanted  fuel  and  he 
wrote  the  colonel  of  engineers  at  Halifax, 
from  whom  he  had  rented  the  place,  stating 
that  the  old  block  house  was  in  a  very  di- 
lapidated condition,  and  would  fall  down 
and  kill  some  person,  and  he  got  permission 
to  convert  it  into  fuel.  So  far  from  it  being 
in  a  dilapidated  condition,  he  had  to  tear 
it  down  with  oxen.  It  was  removed 
after  I  had  received  the  solemn  as- 
surance of  the  leader  of  this  House  at 
that  day,  that  the  fort  should  be  looked 
after.  Within  the  last  two  or  three  months 
a  store  has  been  built  on  the  old  site.  I 
communicated  with  the  Minister  of  Militia 
on  the  subject,  and  he  said  it  never  should 
have  been  put  there  and  should  be  removed. 
There  is  a  cobbler  shop  built  on  the  place  ; 
the  cobbler  is  dead,  but  the  building  cannot 
be  removed  I  fear  from  long  possession.  The 
only  building  indicating  the  French  posses- 
sion are  the  borub-proof  and  the  sally-port, 
but  some  geologist  having  discovered  the  in- 
teresting fact  that  the  arch  of  this  is  built 
of  Caen  stone,  our  United  States  visitors 
come  along  with  hammers  and  break 
it  up  and  they  are  carrying  it  away  piece- 
meal. The  officers'  quarters  connected  with 
the  fort  still  remain,  but  they  were  not  in 
existence  during  the  French  occupation  and 
there  is  no  antiquity  about  them,  thought  I 
remember  them  70  years  ago.  The  only 
engagement  they  ever  witnessed  were  in  the 
baJl-room,  and  where  there  are  ball-rooms 
there  are  likely  to  be  engagements,  but  they 
do  not  commemorate  the  capture  of  fortres- 
ses. I  have  suggested  before,  and  I  now 
repeat  the  suggestion,  that  the  old  fort  and 
the  land  connected  with  it  at  Annapolis, 
should  be  handed  over  to  the  town  authori- 
ties at  Annapolis  to  be  used  as  a  public 
ground,  on  condition  that  nothing  should  be 
done  to  interfere  with  the  shape  of  the 
fortification,  or  the  sally  port.  That,  I  have 
no  doubt,  the  people  of  Annapolis  would  be 
happy  to  do.  It  must  not  be  imagined  that 
I  look  upon  our  visitors  from  the  United 
States  as  vandals ;  but  when  they  see  an  old 
monument  they  like  to  carry  it  off,  piece- 
meal if  necessary.  Anybody  who  has  read 
the  "  Innocents  Abroad,"  by  Mark  Twain, 
will  remember  his  description  of  the  trip  of 
some  200  tourists  through  the  Mediterranean 
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and  the  Holy  Land.  He  says  the  brethren 
went  to  the  chapel  at  Nazareth,  but  there  is 
no  chapel  there  now,  each  of  the  brethren 
having  carried  away  a  stone.  They  do  the 
same  thing  now  whenever  they  visit  any 
historic  place.  At  one  time  block  houses 
were  common  all  over  Nova  Scotia,  but  they 
are  all  gone  but  the  one  at  Windsor. 
There  was  one  at  Lunenburg,  but  that  is 
gone.  One  at  Windsor  has  escaped,  but  we 
do  not  deserve  much  credit  for  the  care  we 
have  taken  of  that  one.  I  would  suggest 
that  the  land  there,  which  is  of  no  us ;  to 
the  government,  should  be  given  to  the 
people  of  Windsor  on  condition  that  they 
will  preserve  the  fort  as  it  is  now.  I  once 
visited  the  fort  at  Annapolis  with  the 
gentleman  who  first  had  charg^^  of  the 
military  school  at  Kingston.  He  went 
over  it  with  me,  and  he  said  it  was  one  of 
the  most  perfect  specimens  he  had  ever  seen 
of  the  fortifications  of  the  time  of  Louis  XIV. 
There  is  another  fort  at  Cumberland.  The 
approaches  made  by  the  British  army 
during  their  attack  are  still  to  be  seen, 
and  a  number  of  the  buildings  inside 
of  the  place  are  still  standing.  The  cannon 
were  sold  by  the  government,  of  which  the 
hon.  member  from  Ottawa  was  a  member, 
and  the  metal  converted  into  stoves  and 
grates,  many  of  which  are  now  in  the 
houses  in  the  county  of  Cumberland,  but  I 
will  not  reproach  them,  as  under  the 
government  of  which  1  am  a  supporter,  the 
block  house  at  Annapolis  was  demolished, 
so  honours,  or  rather  dishonours,   are  easy. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— As  far  as  Lun- 
enburg is  concerned  we  have  two  block 
houses  which  show  the  importance  of  the 
place  with  extensive  earth  works  and  some 
old  guns.  In  1863  I  was  a  member  of  the 
local  legislature  and  was  very  anxious  to 
have  lighthouses  erected  at  the  mouth  of 
the  harbour  on  ordnance  lands  at  at  Bat- 
tery Point.  I  had  some  trouble  getting  it. 
At  that  time  I  believe  no  ordinance  lands 
had  been  transferred  to  the  province.  A 
long  correspondence  had  to  take  place  be- 
tween the  Imperial  Government  and 
the  Government  of  Nova  Scotia  before 
we  could  get  possession  of  the  land. 
It  WIV3  then  under  lease  at  a 
nominal  rent.  There  was  then  a  dilapidated 
block  house  and  some  dismantled  guns  on 
the  ground.  Whether  the  property  was 
transferred  to  the  local  government  or  per- 


mission was  given  to  erect  the  Ughthoiue  I 
cannot  say,  but  there  was  some  power  Vy 
which  the  local  government  of  Nova  Swjdi 
got  from  the  imperial  government  tbr 
right  to  erect  a  lighthouse  on  this  veir 
ordnance  land,  but  this  was  only  concwW 
as  a  permissive  right  by  the  imperial  at- 
thorities  subject  to  removal  at  any  time  if 
an  obstruction  to  defence  or  military  rs 
quirements. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  have  not  seen  tb« 
inscription  on  this  monument,  but  while  the 
hon.  gentleman  from  Shediac  was  speaking. 
I  happened  to  read  a  report  of  the  unveiling 
of  the  monument,  and  from  the  speeches  I 
was  in  doubt  as  to  whether  the  monument 
was  erected  to  the  memory  of  the  Acadiaib 
or  of  the  colonists.  Certainly  the  speeches 
breathe  the  most  generous  and  chivalrous 
spirit  in  honour  of  both  parties.  I  shall  just 
read  one  or  two  extracts  for  the  consolation 
of  my  hon.  friend.  I  find  in  the  address  of 
Frederick  J.  DePoyser,  the  governor  gene- 
ral of  the  society,  the  following : 

While  referring  to  the  valour  und  courage  JU- 
played  by  the  New  England  forces  and  the  ai<i 
rendered  by  the  British  Beet,  it  paid  a  just  tribut« 
to  the  brave  and  chivalrous  French  defenders  cf 
the  fortress. 

Then  I  find  in  the  report  of  the  address 
delivered  by  the  Hon.  Everett  Pepperrell 
Wheeler,  a  descendant  of  Sir  William 
Pepperrell,  the  following : 

It  commemorated  the  heroic  courage  of  the  de- 
fenders, of  Louisbourg  as  M'ell  as  the  prowess  of 
their  victorious  assailants. 

Then,  on  behalf  of  the  Nova  Scotia  His- 
torical Society,  Dr.  Mackay,  is  reported  as 
follows : — 

He  also  paid  a  warm  tribute  to  the  chivalry  of 
our  French-Canadian  fellow-citizens  and  referrwl 
to  the  liigh  place  they  occupy  in  the  politics, 
commerce,  history  and  literature  of  Canada. 

It  is  some  consolation  to  know  that  they 
availed  themselves  of  the  opportunity  to 
speak  quite  as  highly  of  the,  defenders  of  the 
fortress  as  of  the  victorious  assailants. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I 
shall  endeavour  to  answer  the  question  put 
by  the  hon.  gentleman  as  fully  as  possible, 
in  order  that  there  may  be  a  record  in  our 
Debates  of  the  properties  which  we  own  in 
the  maritime  provinces  and  which  are 
known  as  ordnance  lands. 
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1 .  The  correspondence  between  the  Im- 
perial government  and  the  government  re- 
specting the  ordnance  lands  in  the  province 
of  Nova  Scotia  culminated  in  the  Imperial 
Order  in  Council  of  the  18th  August,  1882, 
-which  vested  in  the  Governor  General  of 
Canada  certain  fortifications  and  lands  in 
the  provinces  of  Nova  Scotia  and  Prince 
£dward  Island. 

2.  The  military  properties  taken  over  by 
che  department  of  Militia  and  Defence  from 
the  imperial  authorities  in  1883,  under  the 
imperial  order  in  Council  of  18th  August, 
1 8S'2,  Nova  Scotia,  are  : 


Local  Name  of  Property. 

Approxi- 

m.ite 
Area. 

Chester— Military  Reserve 

A. 

8 
2 

1 

H36 
120 
163 
200 

27 

112 

8 

1 

13 

1 

31 

150 

3 

7 

11 

33 

4 

2 

10 

241 

11 

23 

B. 

2 

3 
3 

1 

2 
3 
3 

1 

1 

2 
2 

p. 

do             Blockhouse  Hill 

Ijiverpool — Battery  Point     

i! 

do                      do       

do          Carleton  Point       

do         Barrack  House 

do         Harbour,  NavyandCommis- 

sary  Islands 

do         Sandy  Head 

^'i 

Diifby  —  Blockhouse  Ijot        

do        Site  of  Queen's  Battery 

do        Kaquette  Point 

do        Prince  Regent's  Battery 

do       or   Annapolis   Gut;   Duke   of 
York's  Battery  and  land  ad- 

25 

Annapolis—  Engineer  and  water  lots 

do          Fort  Anne 

30 

do          Digby  Cut  Reserve 

Guy»lx)ro'— Fort  Point  

do          Fort  

Sydney,  C.B.— 8  lots 

do            Chapel  Point  lot 

do             Flagstaff  Point,    block- 
house, lot,  garden,  &c . 

do            Point  Edward 

Shelbume-Stokes  Head '■ 

do         McNutt's  Island 

do                      do           

Pictoii — Site  of  Battery i 

20 

7 

4 

In  addition  to  the  lands  above  enumerated 
are  Battery  Point,  in  Shelburrie  county, 
about  two  acres  in  extent,  which  was  trans- 
ferred by  the  Militia  Department  to  the  De- 
partment of  the  Interior  on  the  28th  of  May, 
1894.  It  should  also  be  mentioned  in  this 
relation  that  the  naval  reserves  in  Shelburne 
Harbour,  consisting  of  islands  1,  2,  3,  4  and 
5  and  Commis.sary  Island  were  transferred 
by  the  Militia  Department  to  the  Depart- 
22 


ment  of  the  Interior  on  the  4th  November, 
1876. 

3.  The  Dominion  Government  would 
appear  to  be  in  possession  of  all  the  ordnance 
lands  in  Nova  Scotia  and  Cape  Breton  which 
had  been  transferred  by  the  imperial  author- 
ities. 

4.  The  s^ite  of  the  old  fortifications  at 
Louisbourg  is  not  included  in  the  list  at- 
tached to  the  said  order  in  council. 

There  is  nothing  to  show  that  the  site  of 
those  fortifications  has  ever  been  transferred 
to  the  Dominion  government.  I  may  men- 
tion, in  connection  with  this,  that  it  is  the 
practiceof  the  Militia  Department,  whenever 
lands  are  not  considered  necessary  for  mili- 
tary purpose.1,  to  transfer  them  to  the 
Department  of  the  Interior,  which  depart- 
ment disposes  of  them  sometimes  by  auction, 
or  uses  them  for  any  purposes  for  which  they 
may  be  required.  There  may  be  some  force 
in  the  statement  made  by  the  junior  member 
for  Halifax  that  he  was  under  the  impression 
that  somelands  atLouisbourg  had  been  trans- 
ferred to  the  government  of  Nova  Scotia. 
If  so,  there  is  no  record  in  the  departments 
of  that  fact.  The  transfer  of  the  difiFerent 
lots  which  I  have  already  enumerated  was 
made  by  the  imperial  order  in  council, 
and  it  may  possibly  be  that  the  property  in 
Louisbourg  was  not  included  in  that  order 
in  council,  for  the  reason  assigned  by  the 
junior  member  for  Halifax.  I  have  taken  the 
i  trouble  to  make  this  information  as  full  and 
as  explicit  as  possible,  in  order  that  it  may 
be  on  record  hereafter  for  any  hon.  gentle- 
man who  is  desirous  of  ascertaining  what 
ordnance  property  is  in  the  possession  of 
the  Dominion  Government.  I  shall  not 
enter  into  a  discussion  of  the  questions  raised 
by  the  gentlemen  who  have  spoken,  further 
than  to  add,  as  to  the  remarks  made  by  the 
leader  of  the  opposition,  that  my  reading  of 
the  accounts  of  the  unveiling  of  this  monu- 
ment impressed  me  in  the  same  manner  as 
the  hon.  member.  Due  praise  has  been 
given  to  those  who  defended,  as  well  as  to 
those  who  captured  the  fortress.  It  must 
be  borne  in  mind,  however,  that  when  that 
exp>edition  was  sent  to  capture  Louisbourg, 
the  American  colonies  were  British  colonies 
and  the  colonial  soldiers  were  as  much 
British  subjects  at  that  time  as  we  are  to- 
day. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALMON — And  the  money  was 
defrayed  out  of  the  imperial  treasury  that 
paid  their  expenses. 
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Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I 
am  coming  to  that  afterwards.  They  raised 
the  money,  if  my  recollection  of  the  histori- 
cal events  is  correct,  by  subscription,  which 
was  subsequently,  as  the  hon.  gentleman 
says,  refunded  after  the  capture  by  these 
colonies,  and  the  leader  was  knighted  for 
his  heroism  in  connection  with  that  battle, 
There  is  nothing,  however,  in  all  the  litera- 
ture that  I  have  read  in  connection  with 
this  question,  that  casts  reflection  upon  those 
who  defended  the  fortress.  On  the  con- 
trary, they  are  spoken  of  as  brave  men,  who 
defended  it  to  their  utmost,  until  the  British 
navy  appeared  in  the  harbour,  and  then 
they  saw  it  was  useless  to  continue  the 
defence  and  surrendered.  That,  I  believe,  is 
an  epitome  of  that  battle.  I  will  say,  before 
I  sit  down,  that  I  am  fully  in  accord  with 
the  remarks  made  by  the  junior  member  for 
Halifax,  in  reference  not  only  to  the  preser- 
vation, but,  if  you  please,  to  the  restoration 
of  all  old  fortresses  which  mark  in  Canada, 
the  diSerent  spots  where  many  of  our  fore- 
fathers laid  down  their  lives.  I  think  it  is 
one  of  the  incentives  to  the  youth  of  this 
country.  It  tends  to  nationalize  our  people 
to  have  these  monuments  erected.  I  am 
not  aware  what  promises  we're  made  in 
reference  to  the  Annapolis  forts,  but  I  hope 
that  the  hon.  gentleman  may  in  the  future 
have  cause  to  believe  that  the  promises  of 
Ministers  are  carried  out.  However,  you 
know  there  is  a  portion  of  scripture  that 
speaks  of  a  person  being  denominated  as 
the  importunate  widow.  Well,  I  would  not 
like  to  speak  of  my  hon.  friend  as  importu- 
nate, but  he  evidently  intends  to  pursue  the 
same  course  as  the  importunate  widow, 
until  he  obtains  what  he  wants.  He  never 
intends  to  allow  the  princes  to  sit  comfort- 
ably upon  their  seats,  and  I  commend  him 
for  it,  and  I  hope  he  will  keep  at  it  until  he 
compels  whatever  government  is  in  power  to 
reserve  to  the  memory  of  our  children  that 
which  indicates  the  heroism  of  our  fore- 
fathers. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALMON — I  am  an  old  man 
and  have  not  much  time  to  wait ;  so  you 
had  Letter  hui  ry  it  up. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I 
did  not  make  the  promises. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— With  respect  to 
the  question  of  the  title  to  the  property  to 


which  the  leader  has  referred  it  seems  to  ar 
the  hon.  gentleman  from  Richmond,  or  thr 
hon.  member  from  Ciape  Breton,  w-onld  pr> 
bably  know  something  about  it  :  After  th-^ 
fortress  was  razed  I  should  fanc^  the  sit«  <.: 
the  fortress  was  treated  as  other  government 
lands  were. 

Hon.  Mr.  McDONALD  (C.  B.)— Th«? 
seems  to  be  an  impression  in  Cape  Bretoi 
that  there  is,  some  land  in  Looisbours 
which  belongs  to  the  navy,  or  which  is  fjr 
the  use  of  the  navy.  I  do  not  know  whir 
the  record  does  not  appear  in  the  paper  ihe 
premier  has  just  read.  It  may  be  accountea 
for  in  this  way,  that  when  the  title  of  tLe 
old  province  of  Cape  Breton  was  transferred 
to  Nova  Scotia,  in  1820 — because,  you  must 
remember  Cape  Breton  was  a  province  of  iu 
own  until  1820 — the  records  of  the  land' 
belonging  to  the  navy-  and  other  lands  mar 
have  been  lost.  There  is  no  doubt  the  im- 
pression prevails  in  Cape  Breton  that  tbenr 
is  a  tract  of  land  therefor  the  use  of  the  na^7. 

NOVA    SCOTIA   STEEL  COMPANY^ 
BILL. 

THIRD   READING. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER  moved  the  third  read 
ing  of  Bill  (56)  "  An  Act  to  amend  the  Act 
to  incorporate  the  Nova  Scotia  Steel  Com- 
pany (Limited)." 

Hon.  Mr.  ALMON— I  think  this  is  the 
most  outrageous  and  tyrannical  bill  that  wm 
ever  passed  in  the  House,  and  if  my  hon. 
friend  thinks  that  I  was  wrong  about  the 
f-icts,  as  I  state  them,  I  wish  be  would  put 
me  right,  and  he  can  answer  my  conclusions 
afterwards.  1  will  explain' the  position  of 
the  matter.  There  were  two  companies  in 
New  Glasgow,  one  the  ^teel  company,  and 
the  other  called  the  iron  company.  This 
steel  company  was  paying  8  per  cent  in- 
terest and  was  in  existence  some 
eight  years,  and  was  entirely  out  of 
debt.  The  other  had  been  in  existence  for 
some  years,  and  had  not  paid  a  sixpence  in 
dividends.  It  was  over  head  and  ears  in 
debt,  and,  as  was  stated  before  the  com- 
mittee of  the  Comm  ns,  it  had  alreadv 
borrowed  60  per  cent  of  the  capi- 
tal from  the  Union  Bank  of  Halifax, 
of  which  Mr.  Stairs,  senior,  is  presi- 
dent. The  other  was  a  smaller  companr, 
and  the  parties  who  had  shares  in  the  iron 
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eompany  bought  the  controlling  interest  in 
the  steel  company,  and  decided  that  the 
two  should  be  amalgamated.  A  number  of 
the  members  of  the  steel  company  protested 
whentthey  applied  for  the  amalgamation  in 
the  local  House,  but  they  were  outvoted, 
and  one  of  them  came  here  and  appeared 
before  the  committee  of  the  Commons,  to 
protest  against  the  legislation,  but  being 
taken  ill,  was  obliged  to  return  to 
Halifax.  Mr.  Fraser,  M.P.,  who  was 
acting  for  the  iron  company  before  the 
committee  of  the  Senate,  said  that  it  was  a 
very  fair  agreement,  and  that  it  was  Just 
and  did  not  injure  the  other  parties.  Then 
a  gentleman  who  owned  shares  in  the  steel 
.  company  had  sent  a  telegram  to  me  offering 
to  sell  his  shares  at  par  with  the  interest 
for  the  time  the  shares  were  taken  away 
from  him.  Mr.  Fraser  said  "  Now,  if  you 
do  that,  the  others  will  be  coming  in,  and 
we  will  have  to  treat  them  likewise."  If  it 
was  a  fair  arrangement,  why  did  the  stock 
depreciate  so,  and  why  did  Mr.  Frasier  laus^h 
at  the  idea  of  the  other  man  getting  par  for 
his  shares  ?  I  shall  not  put  this  to  a  vote, 
but  I  simply  make  the  statement  in  order 
that  in  future  days  it  may  be  said  that  there 
was  one  man  in  the  Senate  that  desired  to 
protect  the  rights  of  these  people.  Another 
thing,  this  company  wanted  to  borrow  from 
a  Halifax  society  $600,000.  If  these  are 
not  facts,  the  senior  member  should  deny 
them.  I  think  we  are  passing  an  unjust 
measure  which  will  reilect  no  credit  on  the 
House. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER.— When  the  bill  was 
read  the  second  time,  I  called  attention  tothe 
fact  that  there  were  some  persons  dissatisfied, 
and  I  stated  that  those  persons  would  have 
an  opportunity  to  be  heard  before  the  Com- 
mittee on  Banking  and  Commerce.  The 
committee  held  two  meetings,  at  each  of 
which  there  was  ample  opportunity  for  my 
hon.  colleague  and  any  others  who  had  any 
fault  to  find  with  the  terms  of  the  bill  to 
appear  and  be  heard. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER — And  no  division 
was  taken  in  the  committee. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— It  seems  to  me, 
under  these  circumstances,  that  the  hon. 
gentleman  is  not  taking  the  most  admirable 
course  in  allowing  the  bill  to  pass  the  com- 
mittee, and  then  coming  here  and  attacking 
it  on  the  third  reading,  and  using  such  very 
22^ 


strong  language  in  respect  to  it.  I  am  not 
responsible  for  the  bill  in  any  shape  or  way, 
but  it  has  been  reported  by  the  committee 
with  an  important  amendment,  and  there 
was  no  attempt  before  the  committee  to  have 
any  other  amendBoent  mad&  I  think  it 
would  be  dealing  very  hard  measure  out 
to  these  promoters  if  the  bill  were  not  allow- 
ed to  pass  its  final  stage. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALLAN — In  defence  of  the 
committee  who  reported  on  this  bill,  I 
should  like  to  say  that  it  was  most  f  uUy  and 
carefully  considered  by  them..  Representa- 
tions were  made  to  me  as  chairman  of  the 
committee,  that  some  of  the  shareholders  of 
one  of  the  companies  were  very  much  oppos- 
ed to  the  bill,  and  I  stated  to  the  committee 
that  such  was  the  case  and  what  their  ob- 
jections were.  No  one,  however,  appeared 
before  the  committee  to  substantiate  these 
or  to  oppose  the  bill  at  either  of  the  meet- 
ings, although  ample  notice  was  given  of  the 
meetings.  Satisfactory  evidence  was  pro- 
duced on  the  part  of  the  promoters  of  the 
bill  that  the  resolution  authorizing  the  sale 
and  the  indenture  of  agreement  relating 
thereto,  had  been  regularly  passed  by  a  very 
large  majority  of  the  shareholders.  The  in- 
denture of  agreement  was  laid  before  the 
committee,  and  was  ordered  to  be  added  as 
a  s'hedule  to  the  bill,  and  the  committee 
could  take  no  other  cause  than  they  did  in 
reporting  the  bill  to  the  House. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER — My  impression  is 
similar  to  that  of  the  hon.  gentleman  who 
has  resumed  his  seat  There  were  some 
exceptions  ^aken  before  the  committee,  but 
I  thought  all  the  objections  had  been  satis- 
fled.  Every  suggestion  made  for  the 
amendment  of  the  bill  was  consented  to 
by  the  committee,  and  the  satisfaction  with 
the  bill  appeared  to  be  such,  that  not  a 
single  division  was  taken  while  the  bill  was 
under  our  consideration,  and  only  a  few 
amendments  were  made.  With  regard  to 
the  objections,  they  were  only  on  behalf  of 
two  individuals  who  held  a  very  insignifi- 
cant amount  of  stock  in  comparison  with 
the  majority  who  were  in  favour  of  the  bill, 
and  the  committe  considered  it  was  a  mat- 
ter that  had  been  settled  to  the  satisfaction 
of  all  the  parties. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— The  discontents 
were  one-third  of  1  per  cent,  as  lam  inform- 
ed, of  the  company  that  amalgamated  with 


Digitized  by 


Google 


340 


[SENATE] 


this  company  that  were  not  satisfied  with 
the  terms  of  the  bill,  or  the  transfer — that 
fact  refutes  the  charges  of  fraud  or  injustice. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to  and  the  bill 
was  read  a  third  time  and  passed. 

THIRD    READING. 

Bill  (7)  "  An  Act  further  to  amend  the 
10th  chapter  of  the  Consolidated  Statutes 
for  Lower  Canada  respecting  seditious  and 
unlawful  Associations  and  Oaths.  (Mr. 
Mclnnes,  Burlington.) 

PENITENTIARY  ACT  AMENDMENT 
BILL. 

SECOND  READINR. 

Hon.  Mr.  ANGERS  moved  the  second 
reading  of  Bill  (K)  "An  act  further  to 
amend  the  Penitentiary  Act."  He  said  : — 
The  Revised  Statutes  create  in  the  Depart 
ment  of  Justice  an  officer  who  is  called  the 
accountant  of  penitentiarie.x.  The  intention 
of  the  first  clause  of  the  bill  is  to  do  away 
with  this  officer  and  to  vest  the  duties  of  the 
office  upon  the  inspector  or  any  other  person 
in  the  departments  whom  the  Governor  in 
Council  may  appoint.  Under  the  present 
system  this  accountant  of  penitentiaries  is 
entrusted  with  verifying  and  auditing  the 
accounts  kept  in  the  different  penitentiaries 
in  the  Dominion.  For  that  purpose  he  has 
to  travel  there.  The  inspector  has  to  per- 
form the  same  duty,  and  has  also  to  travel 
there,  and  it  is  thought  that  the  department 
can  economize  and  save  the  salary  of  the 
officer  and  the  expenses  of  travelling  there 
by  entrusting  the  duties  to  the  inspector. 
The  second  clause  submitted  for  the  consider- 
ation of  this  House  is  to  provide  for  the 
removing  of  insane  convicte  into  asylums. 
Under  the  present  law  it  is  required  that  a 
ward,  or  a  portion  of  the  building,  be  set 
aside  for  the  purpose  of  keeping  convicts 
who  beco'ne  insane.  It  is  believed  ad- 
visable that,  instead  of  doing  so,  they  should 
be  entrusted  to  the  care  of  the  penitentiary 
asylums  in  the  different  provinces  after 
agreement  made  between  the  government 
and  the  local  authorities.  That  is  the  object 
of  the  other  clause. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— With  respect  to  the 
first  clause  of  the  bill,  inasmuch  as  it  pro- 
poses to  make  a  saving,  of  course  it  will  be 
a  desirable  thing,  provided  the   inspector  is 


also  a  reliable  and  competent  accountant — a 
thing  which  I  presume  the  government  will 
see  for  themselves.  There  have  been  inspec- 
tors who  probably  would  not  have  been  very 
satisfactory  accountants. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— I  do  not  see 
anything  in  this  section  as  to  which  of  the 
asylums  the  parties  shall  be  transferred  to. 
The  party,  say  from  Nova  Scotia,  convicted 
of  a  crime  may  be  sent  to  Kingston,  as  .such 
convicts  are  when  nearer  penitentiaries  are 
overcrowded,  and  it  is  thought  a  better  place 
for  minor  offences  than  the  common  jaiL 
Would  it  not  be  better  if  they  were  sent  to 
the  insane  asylum  in  the  district  in  which 
they  belong,  because  they  would  be  the 
natural  charge  upon  that  province  when  the 
term  of  imprisonment  expires  and  be  nearer 
to  friends  and  relatives. 

Hon.  Mr.  ANGERS— The  province  is  to 
be  paid  for  the  keeping  of  the  insane. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— Should  they 
not  be  sent  to  the  asylum  within  the  pro- 
vince from  which  they  come,  so  that  their 
friends  could  look  after  them  1  I  can  see  suf- 
ficent  reason  why  the  alteratian  should  not 
be  made. 

Hon.  Mr.  ANGERS— No,  they  should  be 
sent  to  the  asylum  nearest  to  the  penitenti- 
ary where  they  are  confined. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— It  does  not  say 
so. 

Hon.  Mr.  ANGERS— Good  administra- 
tion would  require  that. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— A  party  may 
be  partly  sane  and  his  friends  would  like  to 
see  him  and  not  have  him  banished  for  life. 

so  to  speak. 

Hon.  Mr.  ANGERS— You  may  be  able 
to  make  a  bargain  with  one  province  and 
not  with  another  as  to  the  keeping  of  the 
insane.  Therefore  I  think  it  is  better  to 
leave  it  as  it  is. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— There  is  this  to  be 
said  in  favour  of  the  suggestion  of  the  hon. 
member  from  Lunenburg  that  in  the  lower 
provinces  the  penitentiary  is  situated  at 
Moncton,  which  is  in  the  province  of  New 
Brunswick.     Under  the  provisions  of  this 


Digitized  by 


Google 


[JUNE  19,  1895] 


341 


clause  I  presume  that  any  insane  convict 
'who  came  from  Prince  Eldward  Island  or 
from  Nova  Scotia  would  be  sent  to  the  in- 
sane asylum  in  New  Brunswick  instead  of 
to  one  in  his  own  province. 

Hon.  Mr.  ANGERS— He  might. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Does  not  the  hon. 
gentleman  think  that  a  very  undesirable 
thing  1 

Hon.  Mr.  ANGERS— Why  1 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER — Because  this  insane 
person  is  taken  away  from  the  reach  of  his 
relations  altogether. 

Hon.  Mr.  ANGERS— I  do  not  know 
that  he  should  be  accessible  to  his  friends. 
Recollect  that  he  is  a  convict,  and  if  he  is 
sent  lo  an  asylum  which  is  close  to  his  re- 
lations we  might  just  as  well  let  him  go  at 
large. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— Suppose  he  is 
put  in  the  penitentiary  for  two  years  and 
becomes  permanently  insane,  he  remains  in 
the  asylum  wherever  he  is  put.  Can  he  be 
taken  from  there  1 

Hon.  Mr.  ANGERS— CerUinly.  The 
law  provides  that  at  the  expiration  of  his 
term  he  shaU  be  removed  and  then  he  falls 
under  the  charge  of  his  relations  or  province. 
We  cannot  keep  him  there  longer  than  the 
term  for  which  he  is  sentenced. 

The  clause  was  agreed  to. 

Hon.  Mr.  MacINNES  (Burlington),  from 
the  committee,  reported  the  bill  without 
amendment. 

SECOND  READINGS. 

Bill  (K)  "An  Act  to  amend  the  Com- 
panies Act." — (Mr.  Allan  in  the  absence  of 
Mr.  Kirchhoffer.) 

Bill  (39)  "  An  Act  further  to  amend  the 
Hamilton  Provident  and  Loan  Society's  Act 
of  18S5."— (Mr.  Maclnnes,  Burlington.) 

WINDSOR  AND  ANNAPOLIS   RAIL- 
WAY COMPANY'S  BILL. 

SECOND  READING. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER  moved  the  second 
reading  of  Bill  (49)  "  An  Act  respecting 
the  Windsor  and  Annapolis   Railway  Com- 


pany, Limited."  He  said : — We  passed  some 
legislation  last  year  to  authorize  the  Wind- 
sor and  Annapolis  Railway  Company,  Lim- 
ited, to  purchase  the  Western  Counties 
Railway.  The  Windsor  and  Annapolis 
Railway  Company  have  worked,  since  the 
establishment  of  the  company  in  1865  or 
1866,  under  the  provisions  of  the  English 
Companies  Act  of  1862.  Very  considerable 
inconvenience  has  arisen  from  the  com- 
pany's operating  under  that  Act,  and  a  bill 
has  been  introduced  on  their  behalf  to 
authorize  them  to  work  under  a  Dominion 
charter  instead  of  the  English  Companies 
Act.  There  are  two  bills  which  are  sup- 
posed to  go  side  by  side.  This  bill  author- 
izes the  Windsor  and  Annapolis  Railway 
Company,  Limited,  to  transfer  everything 
to  this  new  company  to  be  incorporated 
by  the  companion  bill  and  the  companion 
bill,  which  is  probably  on  the  Speaker's 
desk  now,  is  intended  to  give  this  Dominion 
charter  to  the  new  company.  The  two 
bills,  I  prpsume,  will  be  considered  by  the 
Railway  Committee  at  the  same  time. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the  bill 
was  read  the  second  time. 

BILLS  INTRODUCED. 

Bill  (97)  "An  Act  respecting  the  Clifton 
Suspension  Bridge  Company." — (Mr.  Lough- 
eed.) 

Bill  (60)  '-An  Act  respecting  the  St. 
Catharines  and  Niagara  Central  Railway 
Company,  and  to  change  the  name  of  the 
company  to  the  Niagai-a,  Hamilton  and 
Pacific  Railway  Company."-(Mr.  Lougheed.) 

Bill  (62)  "An  Act  respecting  the  Buffalo 
and  Fort  Erie  Bridge  Company." — (Mr. 
Lougheed.) 

Bill  (77)  "An  Act  to  amend  the  Act  to 
incorporate  the  St.  Clair  and  Erie  Ship  Canal 
Company."— (Mr.  Vidal.) 


Bill  (87)  "An  Act  to  inooporate 
James  Bay  Railway  Company." — (Mr. 
Millan.) 

The  Senate  then  adjourned. 
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THE  SENATE. 

Ottawa,  Thursday,  20th  June,  1895. 

The  speaker  took  the  Chair  at  Three 
o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 
GILMOUR  AND  HUGHSON  BILL. 

REPORTED  FROM  COMMITTEE. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALLAN,  from  the  Commit- 
tee on  Banking  and  Commerce,  reported 
Bill(79)  "An Act  to  incorporate  Gilmourand 
Hughson  Limited,"  with  amendments. 
He  said : — The  amendment  which  was  added 
is  a  clause  which  is  to  be  found  in  several 
Acts  of  incorporation  on  the  statute-book 
now,  and  those  parties  desire  to  have  this 
introduced  to  give  them  power  to  dispose  of, 
or  sell,  their  business  if  they  desire  to  do  so. 
That  is  the  only  amendment. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLEMOW  moved  that  the 
amendments  be  concurred  in. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

SECOND  READING. 

Bill  (I)  "  An  Act  for  the  relief  of  Julia 
Ethel  Chute."— (Mr.  Clemow). 

UNION  WITH  NEWFOUNDLAND. 

A    SUGGESTION. 

Hon.  Mr.  WARK  rose- 
To  call  attention  to  the  unsuccessful  negotiations 
with  the  colony  of  Newfoundland,  and  suggest 
whether  it  might  not  be  advisable  to  open  a  cor- 
respondence with  the  Imperial  Government,  and 
propose  such  joint  assistance  in  that  colony  as 
would  enable  it  to  enterthis  Dominion,  unembar- 
rassed by  financial  difficulties. 

He  said  : — The  subject  which  I  am  about 
to  bring  before  the  House  is  one  which  has 
attractMl  a  great  deal  of  attention  of  late, 
and  it  is  a  very  important  one  and  deserves 
attention.  I  regret  that  the  negotiations 
which  were  carried  on  between  our  govern- 
ment and  the  delegates  from  Newfoundland 
did  not  succeed.  I  suppose  our  government 
felt,  looking  at  the  precedents  and  the  care 
which  had  been  exercised  in  admitting  other 
colonies,  that  they  could  nut  go  further  than 
they  did,  and  I  think  both  Conservatives 
nd  Liberals  were  of  the  same  opinion.     It 


is  a  great  pity,  however,  that  the  negotia- 
tions should  fall  through.  It  is  of  very  great 
importance  that  the  whole  of  Her  Majesty's 
dominions  in  British  North  America  should 
be  under  one  government  and  I  think  we 
ought  to  strain  a  point  on  behalf  of  New- 
foundland, I  regret  that  we  have  not  the 
latest  documents  from  the  island.  The 
latest  we  have  in  our  Library  are  the  proceed- 
ings in  1891 — that  was  the  year  of  the  great 
fire  which  almost  desolated  the  capital  of 
Newfoundland.  Wenever  sufficientlyrealized 
the  extent  of  that  calamity,  but  the  governor, 
in  calling  a  special  session  of  the  legis'ature, 
stated  in  a  few  words  what  the  extent  of  it 
was.  Here  are  the  words  of  his  speech  at 
the  opening  of  the  session  : 

On  the  8th  day  of  July  an  irresistible  and  awful 
conflagration  completely  destroyed  nearly  two- 
thirds  of  this  city,  the  capital  of  the  colony  and  the 
centre  of  its  trade,  and  rendered  homeless  more  than 
eleven  thousaud  of  its  inhabitants.  The  destruc- 
tion of  the  property  occssibued  by  the  fire  of  the 
9th  June,  1846,  is  far  exceeded  by  the  recent  cala- 
mity. The  former  did  not  extend  over  so  great  an 
area  or  involve  a  loss  of  so  many  public  buildings 
and  valuable  mercantile  premises.  To-day  com- 
plete desolation  marks  the  site  of  the  wealthiest 
and  principal  portion  of  our  city.  The  courts  of 
justice,  the  customs-house,  one  cathedral,  three 
churches,  five  public  schools,  and  ten  public  halk, 
together  with  .3,U0U  dwelling  houses  and  stores 
have  been  totally  destroved.  Forest  fires  have  also 
occasioned  much  loss  and  suffering  in  other  parts  of 
the  colony,  and  have  intensified  the  gloom  which 
now  surrounds  us. 

This  was  a  very  discouraging  state  of 
things,  and  it  might  have  been  expected  to 
cast  a  great  damper  upon  the  energies  of 
those  people,  but  so  diligently  did  they  apply 
themselves  to  their  various  pursuits,  that 
instead  of  a  great  falling  ofif  in  their  exports 
that  year,  they  actually  exceeded  the  exports 
of  any  of  the  three  previous  years  by  quite 
a  large  amount.  Their  exports  the  previous 
year  had  amounted  to  $6,099,686.  In  1891, 
the  year  of  their  calamity,  their  exports 
amounted  to  $7,437,128,  showing  an  increase 
of  $1,334,747,  which  speaks  very  favourably 
for  the  energy  and  industry  of  the  people. 
Newfoundland  is  very  differently  situated 
I  from  any  of  the  provinces  of  Canada 
and  in  seeking  a  union  that  should  never 
be  lost  sight  of.  They  draw  their 
wealth  chiefly  from  the  ocean.  Here  is  a 
memorandum  of  the  result  of  their  labours 
that  year.  When  they  use  the  word  "  fish  " 
they  mean  codfish,  and  they  speak  of  the 
other  fish  by  name.  The  fish  that  year 
which  they  cured  and  shipped  away  amounted 
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to  $5,1 10,567 ;  the  seal-oil  and  seal-skins,  to 
3T80,807;  thepreeerved  lobsters  to $429,681; 
Irkerring,  fresh  and  pickled,   $223,491,  and 
f>a.Inion  fresh  and  pickled  and  preserved  was 
$102,000.     Thus  they  exported  fish  to  the 
va,lue  of  $6,637,552.     Formerly  their  only 
e:x:port  was  fish,  but  I  find  they  are  beginning 
to    develop     the    forests.      They   exported 
31,712,000  worth  of  lumber  chiefly  to  the 
mother  country  and  the  West  Indies.    They 
a.lsM>  exported  to  the  mother  country  $624,750 
"^orth  of  the  products  of   the   mines,    but 
■with  the  exception  of  these  two  items  their 
Mr  hole  exports  are  fish.     Now  I  have  shown 
you    where   they  draw  their  wealth  from. 
Here     is     a     statement     of     where    they 
sell     their     pr. ducts.      To      France     very 
little,  only  $17,026.     To  Italy  they  send 
$450,047,  while  they  buy  only  $92,058.     To 
Spain   they   send   $718,591,    and  buy  from 
them  only  $104,708.     To  Portugal,  one  of 
their  largest  customers,  they  sell  $1,051,830, 
and  buy  only  $37,000,  from  them.  Germany 
S23,427  ;  they    buy   nothing   there.       The 
Spanish  West  Indies  §56,491,  and  they  only 
purchase   S20  worth   from   them  in  return. 
Then  Brazil  $1,102,995,  and  they  buy  noth- 
ing from  them.      They  sell  a  little  to  St. 
Pierre,  and  sell  $29,678  to  Greece  but  they 
ouy  nothing  there.     You  will  see,  therefore, 
their   exports   to    those    foreign   countries 
amount  to  $4,083,865,  and  they  buy  from 
them  only  $476,018  worth,  so  that  the  very 
large   balance   which    remains  must  come 
greatly  to  Canada,  if  Newfoundland  is  to 
become  one  of  the  provinces  of  this  Domin- 
ion.    I  have  been  speaking  of  their  exports ; 
it  is  wit  I  their  imports  that  we  are  chiefly 
interested.     These  amoimted  in  that  year  to 
86,869,458.     Of  the-'ie  they  purchased  from 
the  United  Kingdom  $2,341,706;  from  the 
Dominion    of    Canada    $2,499,945  ;    from 
United  States  $1,526,674,  in  all  $6,368,325 
out  of  an  import  of  $6,869,458.     So  you  see 
a  great  part  of  their  imports  is  from  these 
three  countries.     With  the  duties  in  New- 
foundland  removed  from    the   produce   of 
Canada,  and  the  Canadian  tariff  extended  to 
Newfoundland,  no  doubt  the  whole,   or  the 
most,  of  the  import  trade  of  Newfoundland 
from  the  United   States  would   be  turned 
over  to  Canada,  and  I  suppose  they  would 
spend  in  Canada,  out  of  their  exports,  not 
less  than  between  $4,000,000  and  $5,000,000 
of  cash,  besides  what  they  purchase  from  us. 
In  considering  the  terms  on  which  New- 
foundland should  be  admitted,  one  question 


which  deserves  full  consideration  i<9,  how 
much  of  the  proceeds  of  the  exports  of  any 
province  in  the  Dominion  are  spent  in  other 
provinces.  That  is  a  question  that  we  can- 
not easily  trace,  but  we  all  know,  each  from 
his  own  experience,  how  littlo  the  people  of 
one  province  sell  in  any  of  the  other  pro- 
vinces. The  proceeds  of  their  exports  are 
chiefly  expended  among  their  own  people.  I 
know  it  is  the  case  in  New  Brunswick  and 
I  know  that  very  little  of  the  proceeds  of 
our  exports  are  spent  anywhere  outside  of 
our  province  except  what  we  require  to  carry 
on  our  lumbering  operations.  As  for  Nova 
Scotia  I  do  not  know  where  they  spend  any- 
thing in  New  Brunswick  ;  if  they  do,  it  is 
very  little — it  is  spent  at  home.  Our  money 
is  t^pent  among  our  farmers  and  manufactur- 
ers, but  this  cannot  be  the  case  with  New- 
foundland. They  cannot  fall  back  on  the 
products  of  their  agriculture — they  have 
none.  Their  harvest  is  drawn  from  the 
ocean.  Nor  have  they  manufactures  to  any 
great  extent,  and  consequently,  the  whole  of 
the  proceeds  nearly  of  their  exports  must  be 
spent,  if  they  come  into  this  D  iminion 
among  the  other  provinces.  If  we  have  a 
cash  customer  coming  in  who  is  prepared  to 
spend  four  millions  of  dollars,  we  ought  to  ex- 
tend just  the  same  terms  to  that  custoner 
that  any  respectable  merchant  will  to  a  person 
who  buys  largely  from  him.  Customers  may 
drop  in  and  buy  one  or  two  or  four  dollars 
worth,  of  goods  and  no  discount  is  allowed, 
but  let  a  customer  come  in  and  purchase 
$100  worth,  and  the  merchant,  if  he  follows 
the  course  that  mo>t  merchants  do,  will 
deduct  5  per  cent  from  the  $100  and  when 
he  receives  his  $95  he  will  feel  that  that 
man  is  a  better  customer  than  the  others. 
We  ought  to  extend  the  same  civiUty  or 
justice  to  Newfoundland.  If  they  can  spend 
;,four  millions  of  dollars  cash  with  us,  we 
could  well  afibrd  to  take  off  five  percent  and 
that  would  be  $200,000,  and  that  would  be 
a  means  by  which  the  government  could 
escape  from  their  present  difficulty.  It  would 
be  returning  to  Newfoundland  simply  what, 
I  might  say,  we  have  not  a  right  to  take.  If 
our  government  would  go  to  the  Imperial 
government  and  say  to  them  "  Newfounland 
cannot  come  into  the  Dominion  unless  we  un- 
ite and  pay  off  her  debts,"  that  would  involve 
$5,000,000,  only  £1,000,000  terling,  a  small 
matter  to  talk  about  in  England.  At  three 
per  cent  it  is  only  £30,000.  By  this  tran- 
saction,  we  get  the  whole  control  of  the 
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fisheries.  We  ought  to  remember  what  a 
dilemma  we  would  have  been  in  if  Her 
Majesty's  Imperial  government  had  consent- 
ed to  the  Bond-Blaine  treaty.  What  would 
have  been  the  value  of  our  fisheries  then  had 
that  treaty  be  ratified  ?  Our  getting  control 
of  the  whole  of  the  fisheries  would  certainly 
have  a  money  value,  and  a  very  large  money 
value.  With  Newfoundland  brought  in, 
and  the  fisheries  all  under  the  control  of  this 
parliament — and  that  is  what  I  want  to  see 
— with  the  laws  of  Canada  extending  over 
the  whole  of  this  portion  of  the  Empire,  with 
the  government  of  Canada  having  the  sole 
charge  of  protecting  the  fisheries  and  legislat- 
ing for  them,  I  think  that  every  ore  would  say 
there  would  be  a  money  value  in  this.  We 
would  then  have  the  key  of  the  door  of  the 
Gulf  of  St.  Lawrence.  We  would  have  both 
the  entrances  under  our  control,  and  the 
gulf,  would,  in  fact,  be  a  Canadian  lake. 
What  would  the  Imperial  government  gain 
by  such  an  arrangement?  They  are  willing 
to  take  over  Newfoundland  as  a  Crown 
colony.  Reflect  a  little  on  that  question  ! 
They  would  first  have  to  assume  the  debt  of 
Newfoundland,  the  management  of  it,  the 
payment  of  the  interest  on  it ;  they  would 
have  to  finish  the  railway  ;  they  would  have 
to  legislate  and  to  regulate  everything  con- 
nected with  their  fisheries,  and  protect  the 
fisheries.  They  would  have  to  undertake 
to  pay  all  the  public  officers,  judges  and 
other  officials,  and  they  would  have  to  raise 
the  money  for  that  purpose  by  taxation  on 
the  people  of  Newfoundland  who  would  not 
be  represented  in  the  lx>dy  that  imposed  the 
taxes.  I  think  when  they  consider  all  this, 
if  they  got  clear  of  the  difficulty  by  joining 
with  Canada  and  agreeing  to  a.ssume  A.  por- 
tion of  the  debt  of  Newfoundland — I  am 
not  going  to  suggest  how  the  debt  should  be 
divided,  that  would  be  a  matter  of  negotia- 
tion— but  at  any  rate,  if  they  assume  a  por- 
tion of  the  debt  they  would  relieve  them- 
selves of  the  responsibility  which  they 
would  have  to  undertake  to  govern  New- 
foundland as  a  Crown  colony.  I  did 
not  give  notice  of  putting  a  question 
to  the  government,  because  I  would  like 
them  to  hear  the  opinions  that  I  hope  will 
be  expressed  by  the  House  general  I3'  and 
then  make  up  their  minds.  If  I  had  put  a 
question  they  would  have  had  to  prepare  an 
answer  before  they  heard  the  opinions  of 
this  House,  and  that  would  be  like  trying 
and  sentencing  a  man  without  any  evidence. 


I  hope,  therefore,  that,  from  the  marit^- 
proviuces  especially,  we  will  have  a  vrr: 
decided  expression  of  opinion  on  thesubj-i.. 
The  business  which  they  do  now  in  N^t 
foundland  is  a  very  respectable  business.  Ii 
fact  they  furnish  that  colony  with  all  th- 
horses,  sheep,  cattle,  swine,  hay,  oatj,  p-'U 
toes  and  other  roots  that  they  reqnire— 
everything  goes  from  Nova  Scotia,  Priair 
Edward  Island  and  New  Brunswick.  No^i 
Scotia  furnishes  the  largest  share — SSlO.iIi 
worth,  but  Prince  Edward  Island,  <l>:- 
well ;  it  sends  $144,729  worth  to  the  X«-Tr 
foundland  market  and  that  trade  wouii 
double  if  Newfoundland  comes  into  tr* 
Dominion.  Of  course,  Quebec  gels  thr 
lion's  share ;  that  is  no  doubt  thrungh  th- 
shipments  from  Montreal,  the  manufanan: 
of  various  kinds  and  of  flour  required  i"" 
Newfoundl'ind.  They  send  now  of  fJourar.i 
of  the  produce  of  their  manufactures,  Sl,3-V.- 
862  worth.  Ontario  sends  only  3166,0' 
worth,  because  its  exports  go  to  Montreal  (■! 
Quebec.  I  leave  the  question  with  ttir 
House,  and  leave  the  government  to  make 
up  their  minds  when  they  hear  the  opinior? 
of  the  House  on  the  subject. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  am  sure  that  all  tb^ 
members  of  this  House  must  be  gratified  h\ 
the  excellent  speech  that  we  have  hearo 
from  the  hon.  member  who  has  just  ."at 
down,  and  that  we  fully  appreciate  the  vain- 
able  points  that  he  has  brought  to  the  notic* 
of  the  government — with  one  in  particular 
which  referred  to  the  value  of  Newfound- 
land as  a  purchasing  part  of  the  Dominion. 
I  think  he  is  very  just  in  his  conclusion  whts 
he  says  that  no  province  in  the  Dominion 
buys  as  nmch  from  all  the  other  province 
as  Newfoundland  would  buy  from  the  oth« 
provinces  of  the  Dominion  if  it  were  within 
the  confederation.  That  is  perfectly  appar- 
ent when  one  reflects  upon  the  situation. 
Newfoundland  would  buy  all  her  food  sup- 
ply, outside  of  the  fisheries,  and  would  buy 
from  manufacturers  in  every  part  of  th* 
Dominion.  The  hon.  gentleman  also  drew 
attention  to  another  strong  point,  that  ow- 
ing to  the  peculiar  situation  of  Newfound- 
land, if  it  were  allowed  to  drift  into  an  al- 
liance with  a  foreign  power,  necessarily  the 
Canadian  fisheries  would  be  very  much  dim- 
inished in  value.  Any  gentleman  who  gives 
attention  to  that  view  must  i-eadilyacquie^c* 
in  the  conclusion  reached  by  the  hon.  mem- 
ber, and  I  think  he  might  have  gone  further 
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and  shown  that  it-  was  perhaps  somewhat 
due  to  Newfoundland  that  we  Canadians 
should  give  to  her  a  lar<!er  share  of  consid- 
eration, inasmuch  as  we  frustrated  the  treaty 
that,  at  least  in  the  opinion  of  the  people  of 
Newfoundland,  would  have  materially  added 
to  their  commercial  welfare.  I  allude  to  the 
Bond  treaty  which  would  have  been  com- 
pleted with  the  United  States  if  it  had  not 
been  for  the  intervention  of  Canada.  It  was 
considered  at  the  time,  and  no  doubt  cor- 
rectly, that  our  interests  were  so  intimately 
concerned  in  that  question  that  had  New- 
foundland completed  that  treaty  with  the 
United  States,  we  should  have  been  at  a  serious 
disadvantage.  The  statements  of  the  hon. 
gentleman  are  worthy  of  great  consideration 
and  I  have  no  doubt  that  they  will  receive 
the  earnest  attention  of  the  government  if 
these  negotiations  have  to  be  re  opened. 

Hon.  Mr.  PRO WSE— Coming  from  one 
of  the  maritime  provinces  which  haadone  con- 
siderable trade  with  Newfoundland,  I  have 
a  great  deal  of  sympathy  with  tho  remarks 
which  have  fallen  from  the  hon.  gentleman 
from  Fredericton.  It  appears  to  me  that  we 
are  in  the  dividing  of  the  ways,  as  it  were, 
between  Canada  and  Newfoundland  at  the 
present  time,  and  unless  some  extra  efiorts 
are  made  to  bring  about  the  union  of  that 
province  with  the  rest  of  Canada,  the  longer 
it  is  delayed  the  more  difficult  it  will  be  to 
accomplish  that  end.  I  know  that  there  has 
been  already  a  little  friction  between  New- 
foundland and  Canada  in  reference  to  trade 
relations — the  efforts  that  they  have  made, 
which  have  been  already  referred  to  in  the 
direction  of  establishing  closer  trade  relatioits 
with  the  United  States.  The  interference 
of  Canada  has  caused  in  Newfoundland  some- 
what of  a  bitter  feeling  towards  us,  and  it 
would  be  well  for  us  to  consider,  as  a  people, 
whether  it  is  not  wise  to  endeavour,  as  far 
as  possible,  to  conciliate  the  people  of  New- 
foundland and  induce  them  to  come  into  the 
union.  In  my  opinion  a  few  thousand 
dollars,  or  possibly  a  few  million  dollars,  is 
only  a  small  consideration  compared  with 
the  great  advantage  it  will  be  to  Canc^a  for 
all  time  to  come  to  have  that  important 
province  a  part  of  the  confederacy.  It  lies 
juat  at  the  entrance  of  the  Oulf  of  St. 
Lawrence,  and  if  any  trouble  should  arise 
between  England  and  other  foreign 
powers,  it  will  be  of  the  utmost  importance 
to    the    British    Empire,  and   especially  to 


Canada,  to  have  control  of  that  province. 
So  far  as  the  financial  part  of  the  terms  of 
union  is  concerned,  the  history  of  Prince 
Edward  Island  and  of  Canada  must  show 
that  it  does  not  matter  very  much  what 
terms  you  make  with  Newfoundland.  Time 
will  regulate  these  matters  and  bring  about 
a  sati.sfactory  arrangement  before  very  long. 
If  you  grant  what  you  consider  to-day 
exorbitant  terms  to  Newfoundland,  in  20 
years  time  the  probability  is  that  you  will 
find  Newfoundland  complaining  that  she  is 
not  getting  fair  play  with  the  rest  of  Canada 
as  I  think  we  have  already  shown  in  this 
House  that  has  been  the  case  with  Prince 
Edward  Island,  although  when  she  was 
admitted  into  the  Dominion  the  terms  of 
union  were  considered  fair,  just  and  liberal. 
After  20  years'  experience,  it  has  been  found 
that  large  expenditures  of  public  moneys  in 
Ontario  and  Quebec  and  the  North-west 
have  largely  over-balanced  the  expenditures 
which  have  been  made  in  the  smaller 
provinces,  and  so  it  will  be  in  regard  to 
Newfoundland.  We  know  that  for  many 
years  to  come  large  expenditures  of  money 
must  be  made,  not  only  in  the  North-west 
and  British  Columbia,  but  also  in  Ontario 
and  Quebec.  Agitation  is  going  on  all  the 
time  for  the  expenditure  of  large  amounts 
of  money  for  the  improvement  of  canals, 
extension  of  railways  and  matters  of 
that  kind,  which  will  continue  to  grow, 
and  if  we  extend  to  Newfoundland  to-day 
terms  which  we  consider  more  than  liberal 
and  just  to  that  province  the  time  is  not 
far  distant  when  circumstances  will  occur 
which  will  regulate  and  equalize  the  ex- 
penditure for  that  province  with  the  rest  of 
the  Dominion.  Perhaps  there  is  no  prov- 
ince in  Canada  that  the  union  with  New- 
foundland will  benefit  more  than  Prince 
Edward  Island.  You  are  aware  that  Prince 
Edward  Island  is  largely  an  agricultural 
province.  We  do  considerable  fishing  at 
the  same  time,  but  a  large  amount  of  our 
agricultural  produce  now  finds  an  outlet  in 
the  Newfoundland  market.  If  she  were 
admitted  into  the  confederacy  the  duties 
which  are  now  imposed  on  our  produce  in 
that  country  would  be  taken  off  and  the 
result  would  be  to  increase  our  exports  to 
that  country  very  materially  indeed.  The 
flour  import-s  into  Newfoundland  come 
largely  from  the  United  States  ;  if  confeder- 
ation tak*^  pla'"e  with  N'jwfoundland  her  im- 
p(M-t«  of  flour  would  almost  wholly  be  from 
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Canada.  A  very  good  argument  has  been 
used  by  the  introducer  of  this  question  in 
reference  to  the  value  of  Newfoundland  as 
a  cash  customer.  The  argument  has  a 
feature  which  I  have  not  heard  expressed 
before,  but  it  carries  a  great  deal  of  force 
with  it  when  we  know  that  purchases  made 
by  Newfoundland  will  be  purchases  made 
•for  cash.  It  will  be  giving  Canad  i  a  cash 
customer.  The  exports  from  Canada  to 
Newfoundland  for  the  year  ending  June, 
1894,  amounted  to  $:',494,605.  The  ex- 
ports from  Canada  to  all  other  dependen- 
cies of  the  British  Empire,  not  includ- 
ing the  British  Islands,  were  $2,765,948 
showing  that  Canada  supplied  Newfound- 
land in  1894  with  nearly  as  much  goods  as 
she  supplied  to  all  the  other  dependencies 
of  the  Empire.  The  exports  of  Canada  to  all 
the  other  nations  of  the  world  excepting 
Britain  and  the  United  ^States  amount  to 
$5,460,652  ;  the  exports  of  Canada  to  New- 
foundland amount  to  nearly  half  of  chat 
sum,  showing  that  our  trade  with  New- 
foundland is  worth  one-half  as  much  as  the 
trade  of  all  the  rest  of  the  world  together 
excepting  Great  Britain  and  the  United 
States.  The  exports  from  Prince  Edward 
Island  to  Great  Britain  amounted  to  $283,- 
208 ;  from  Prince  Ekiward  Island  to  New- 
foundland $144,729,  showing  exports  from 
Prince  Edward  Island  to  Newfoundland 
were  more  than  one-half  of  the  exports 
from  Prince  Edward  Island  to  Great 
Britain.  The  imports  from  the  United 
Kingdom  into  Newfoundland  amount  to 
$2,174,524  ;  from  Canada,  $2,.423,319  ;  from 
the  United  States  only  $1,247,754,  showing 
that  to-day,  with  all  the  barriers  against 
our  trade  with  Newfoundland,  we  do 
a  larger  trade  with  Newfoundland  than 
even  the  United  States.  I  hope  soon 
to  learn  that  a  greater  effort  will  be  made  to 
bring  Newfoundland  into  the  confederacy, 
and  if  we  have  to  spend  a  much  larger  sum 
than  has  already  been  ofiFered  to  Newfound- 
land, I  feel  sure  the  time  is  not  far  distant 
when  Canada  will  recoup  herself  and  it  will 
be  a  great  blessing  and  benefit  to  Newfound- 
land as  well  as  to  the  Dominion  at  large. 
We  know  this,  that  Newfoundland  just  now 
and  for  some  time  past  has  been  suffering 
under  a  very  great  calamity.  The  fire,  to 
which  the  hon.  gentleman  has  referred,  has 
been  a  great  drawback  and  injury  to  that 
province,  as  the  great  fire  which  took  place 
20  years  ago  in  St.  John,  N.B.,  was  to  that 


I  province,  I  doubt  whether  St.  John,  N.B., 
i  has  yet  recovered  from  the  evil  effect  of  the 
I  great  fire  up  to  the  present  day,  and  we  ought 
to  extend,  on  that  account,  some  favours  to 
Newfoundland  to  make  up  for  their  pr^ent 
depressed  and  exceptional  circums  ances 
owing  to  that  great  calamity.  As  I  said 
before,  time  will  equalize  the  claims  and  the 
demands  of  the  different  provinces,  and  the 
outlay  will  be  all  made  good  to  Canada  by 
the  increased  trade  and  the  circumstances 
that  may  transpire  hereafter. 

Hon.  Mr.   PRIMROSE— I  am   sure  we 

will  all  be  disposed   to  recognize  the  appro- 
priateness of  the  fact   that    a    living    issue 
such  as  this  has  been  introduced  to  the  notice 
of  the  House,  by  the  oldest  senator  in  onr 
Dominion,  in  fact,  the  Nestor  of  the  Senate, 
and  we  are  glad  to  know  that  it  i^  a  proof 
that  he  retains  still,  at  his  advanced  age,   a 
close  connection  with  the  living  issues  of  the 
day.     The  suggestion  contained  in  the    mo- 
tion is  that  it  is  advisable  to  open  a  corres- 
pondence  with   the  Imperial   Government 
and  propose   such   joint   assistance   to   the 
colony  of  Newfoundland   as    would    enable 
it  to  enter  this  Dominion  unembarrassed  by 
financial   difficulties.     I   think   there  is  no 
very   great   difficulty   in   the  adoption  of  r. 
course  such  as  that.     The  reasons  for  it  are 
very  patent,  conclusive   and    powerful.     In 
my  estimation  (and  I  think   I  do  not  stand 
alone  in  giving  expression  to  such   an  opin- 
ion) very  large  amounts  of  money  have  been 
spent  by  this  Dominion  for  purposes   which 
would,  comparatively,  sink  in  to  insignificance 
when  placed  alongside  an  object  so  desirable 
a^  the  incoming  of  the  colony  of  Newfound- 
land into  this  grand  federation  of  provinces. 
I  hope  that  the  hon.  senator  may  be  spared 
to  see  this  project  carried  out  in  its  integ- 
rity— that  he  may  live  to   find    Newfound- 
land embraced  in   the  great  sisterhood  of 
provinces,  which  is  destined  oqe  day,  we  all 
feel,  and  hope  I  am  sure,  to  take  a  very  pro- 
minent  place   among   the    nations   of    the 
world.      The   fact   of   the    matter   is,    she 
has  already  done  so  to  a   very  large  extent 
One    of   the    reasons    why    I    think    this 
course  should  be  adopted,  and  why  wc  should 
not  hesitate  even  to  make  very  considerable, 
nay,  large  sacrifices,  to  attain  the  end  pro- 
posed,   is  the   exceptional  situation  of  our 
sister  colony.     We  all  agree  as  to  the  im- 
portance of  Newfoundland  to  the  Dominion 
of  Canada,  and   how  essential  it  is  that  the 
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colony  should  not  by  any  chance  full  into  the 
hands  of  an  alien  power.  Her  commanding 
position  at  the  mouth  of  the  St.  Lawrence 
renders  italmost  indispensable  that  she  should 
some  day  or  other  become  a  member  of  this 
great  Dominion.  Then,  again,  Newfoundland 
is  exceptional  in  her  resources  which  the  in- 
t  reduction  of  wealth  would  undoubtedly,  in 
the  course  of  time,  develop.  She  has  im- 
mense timber  areas,  rich  resources  of  mines 
and  fisheries,  and  as  a  matter  of  course,  in 
her  incoming  to  the  Dominion,  she  would 
bring  this  wealth  to  us.  I  wish  to  emphas- 
ise what  I  have  already  said,  that  I  think 
the  government  of  the  Dominion  should  not 
hesitate  to  adopt  a  course,  even  at  consid- 
erable sacrifice,  which  would  tend  to  secure 
so  desirable  an  end  as  the  introduction  of 
Newfoundland  to  the  sisterhood  of  prov- 
inces. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— The  speech  of  the 
hon.  gentleman  from  Fredericton  was  a  lit- 
tle sinsj;ular  in  one   respect.      It  is  a  speech 
which  is  not  likely  to  be  paralleled  in  any 
other  deliberative  assembly  in  the  world.  The 
hon.  gentleman,  I  believe,  is  nearly  92  years 
of  age,  and  it  is  safe  to  say  that  nolegislatorof 
that  age  is  likely  to  address  any  other  legisla- 
tive body  in  the  world.  As  fur  as  I  am  aware, 
the  only  legislator  who  approaches  the  hon. 
gentleman  is  Mr.  Villiers,  the  senior  memljer 
of  the  English  House  of  Commons,  whose 
age  is  about  the  same  as  that  of  the  hon. 
gentleman  who  has  brought  this  matter  to 
the   notice  of  the  House  ;  but  I  understand 
that  Mr.  Villiers  never  speaks  in  the  House 
of  Commons,  so  I  think  the  hon.  gentleman 
from  Fredericton  can  claim  to  be  a  unique 
legislator  in   this   respect.     While   that  is 
perfectly  true,  and  while  we  are  all  gratified 
to  see  our  venerable  colleajtue  able  to  speak, 
and  to  speak  in  a  way  showing  such  strength 
and  clearness  of  mind  as  bis  sfieech  to-day  did, 
still  that  does  not  oblige  us  to  endorse  all  the 
views  expressed  by  him.  I  do  not  propose  to 
make  a  speech.  I  have  not  made  a  preparation 
by  study  of  the  subject  to  speak  on  it ;  but  I 
say  that  the  gist  of  the  hon.   gentleman's 
speech  is  that  it  would  be  advisable  on  the 
part  of  the  government  of  Canada  to  open 
up  a  correspondence    with    the    Imperial 
government  and  to  propose  such  joint  assis- 
tance  to  the  colony  of  Newfoundland  as 
would   enable  it  to  enter  this   Dominion 
unembarrassed  by  financial  difficulties.     It 
must  be  borne  in  mind  that  in  the  course  of 


the  recent  negotiations  between  the  Govern- 
ment of  Canada  and  the  government  of 
Newfoundland  this  very  question  came  up. 
There  was  a  sum  of  $2,000,000  which  the 
negotiators  on  the  part  of  Canada  were  not 
prepared  to  assume,  and  they  united  with 
the  Newfoundland  negotiators  in  making 
representation,  to  the  Imperial  government 
with  a  view  to  securing  their  aid  in  dealing 
with  that  amount.  The  Imperial  govern- 
ment refused. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— It 
was  about  $5,000,000. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  thought  from  the 
statement  made  in  the  Legislature  of  New- 
foundland that  it  was  only  $2,000,000.  At 
all  events,  the  Imperial  government,  as  I 
understand,  refused  absolutely  to  have 
anything  to  do  with  the  matter  or  to 
enter  into  any  pecuniary  responsibilities  on 
account  of  Newfoundland.  So  I  fail  to  see 
that  any  good  purpose  would  be  attained  by 
the  government  of  Canada  at  the  present 
time  entering  into  correspondence  with  the 
Imperial  government  on  that  subject.  If 
the  Imperial  government,  at  a  time  when 
those  negotiations  were  at  a  critical  stage  de- 
clined to  give  any  pecuniary  assistance  to 
Newfoundland,  it  is  safe  to  say  that  it  is  not 
likely  that  they  will  give  assistance  now  or 
in  the  immediate  future.  My  own  honest 
opinion  is  that  the  government  of  Canada 
oifered  reasonable  and  liberal  terms  to 
the  Newfoundland  delegates  and  the  dele- 
gates refused  to  accept  those  terms ;  and 
consequently  I  feel  that  it  is,  to  a  certain 
extent,  asking  us  to  place  ourselves  in  an 
undignified  position  to  try  and  induce  those 
people  who  do  not  wish  to  come  in  on  reason- 
able terms  to  join  us  by  offering  them  terms 
which  are  not  reasonable.  No  doubt,  it  is 
a  very  desirable  thing  that  Newfoundland 
•should  enter  the  confederation,  but  still  Can- 
ada has  contrived  to  live  a  good  many  years 
without  Newfoundland,  and  in  my  humble 
judgment  we  can  live  a  few  years  more ;  and 
I  do  not  think  that  we  should  deal  with  her 
coming  in  as  being  absolutely  necessary. 
Two  or  three  hon.  gentlemen  have  spoken 
of  the  singular  and  exceptional  position  of 
Newfoundland,  located  at  the  mouth  of 
the  Gulf  of  St.  Lawrence,  as  being  a  reason 
why  we  should  offer  unduly  generous  terms 
to  bring  that  isknd  in.  If  Newfoundland 
were  an  independent  country  and  proposed. 
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Dominion  of  which  we  might  well  be  pr  «a  i 
I  am  sure  that  I  am  but  giving  express-:', 
to  the  sentiments  of  truly  lojal  Cuia^asA  -, 
They  are  the  sentiments  of  the  conntnr  -.  | 
large,  now  finding  expression  in  leaiiirj  j 
organs  of  public  opinion,  not  only  here,  xz 
in  England.  As  we  are  now  Newfoundbs. 
is  a  source  of  weakness  to  us.  We  k* 
more  by  Newfoundland  being  outside  tt- 
confederation  than  the  interest  on  ^,0«.».'  ■ 

000  every  year.  Its  isolated  position  is  al-o  .. 
source  of  weakness  to  the  empire.  If  New- 
foundland sets  up  free  trade  what  wiD  ■«: 
position  be  1  If  she  should  again  atteai;<: 
and  succeed  in  any  Bond-Blaine  treai)r$ 
where  would  we  be,  and  how  could  we  wir' 
any  grace  interfere  1  The  Newfoundl»3«." 
fisheries  alone  are  worth  all  that  we  wc«  j 
be  required  to  give.  If  we  could  control  tt-;- 
fisheries  and  the  bait,  where  would  theUnittt". 
States  be  and  where  would  French  claims  i  f 

1  believe  that  question  of  the  French  sIkir 
interests  would  largely  decrease  in  impc- 
tance  if  we  had  possession  of  NewfoundlaD- 
and  could  regulate  the  shore  fisheries  anc 
the  bait  question  as  well.  I  believe  '.hf 
people  of  New  England  as  well  as  of  FraD>- 
would  feel  that  their  interest  in  our  watci^ 
was  largely  diminished,  because  that  liat: 
question  keeps  the  French  shore  niatt«rali«tr 
If  the  United  States  and  France  fail  to  j<^: 
bait  there,  I  believe  it  will  not  be  longbetiirf 
we  would  cease  to  have  any  contending; 
with  our  interests  in  Newfoundlander  French 
shore  rights.  I  do  not  believe  with  the 
hon.  member  from  Halifax  that  we  shonk 
wait  until  the  people  of  Newfoundland 
got  poorer  than  they  are,  and  that  tLec 
we  can  probably  get  them  on  the  tem.< 
we  have  offered,  or  even  more  advantageoa> 
terras  to  Canada.  I  do  not  believe  it  is  in 
our  interest  to  take  in  the  island  in  that 
way.  We  can  afford  to  act  not  only  justiv. 
but  generously  to  Newfoundland,  and  shouitl 
do  so  if  we  want  to  make  her  an  inteerxl 
part  and  a  prosperous  part  of  Canada.  H^r 
fisheries  are  worth  now  over  ?7,000,000  a 
year,  and  to  what  extent  can  that  be 
multiplied  if  they  were  in  the  hands  of 
Canada,  with  freedom  to  our  Lnnenbun: 
fishermen  instead  of  being  nionopolize<! 
by  a  few  merchants  in  Newfoundland, 
who  wish  to  keep  control  of  the  fislieri«. 
and  of  the  serfs  under  them,  who  get 
nothing  for  their  services  but  the  truck  in 
the  shops.  The  fishermen  would  feel  the 
same   independence    as    the    fisbenueii    of 


or  was  willing,  to  come  into  the  confeder- 
ation, 1  could  understand  that  argument, 
but  Newfoundland  is,  like  ourselves,  a 
British  colony,  and  as  long  as  Britain  rules 
the  seas,  it  is  not  at  all  likely  that  any 
other  nation  will  own  Newfoundland. 
When  England  says  that  she  is  going 
to  cut  the  tow  rope  and  let  Newfound- 
land go  adrift,  it  may  be  time  enough  for 
us  to  take  her  in  tow,  but  I  do  not  think 
the  time  has  arrived  just  now.  My  own 
belief  is  that  if  we  wait,  time  will  be  on 
our  side,  and  that  perhaps  within  ten  years 
Newfoundland  will  think  the  terms  which 
she  was  not  willing  to  accept  this  season 
quite  reasonable  and  generous  enough, 
and  that  she  will  come  in.  The  substance 
of  what  I  have  to  say  is  just  this — that 
while  the  addition  of  Newfoundland  to 
Canada  might  be  a  desirable  thing,  there  is 
such  a  thing  as  paying  too  much  for  it,  and 
the  government  offered  quite  enough. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— I  do  not  like 
the  remarks  of  the  hon.  member  from  Hali- 
fax, coming  as  lie  does  from  Nova  Scotia, 
because  I  thought  at  least  on  this  question 
his  feelings  and  interests  were  what  Nova 
Scotia's  generally  are.  Our  venerable  friend 
from  FrKlericton  calls  attention  to  the  abor- 
tive efforts  for  Newfoundland's  political 
reunion  with  us,  and  gives  cogent  reasons, 
by  facts  and  figures  why  we  with  England 
should  devise  means  for  its  entering  the 
Dominion  unhampered  by  financial  difficul- 
ties. The  door  is  not  yet  shut  to  negotiations. 
Let  us  seize  the  opportune  moment  in  the 
spirit  of  greater  generosity  and  then,  with 
union  accomplished  prosperity  must  come  to 
that  ancient  colony,  increased  lustre  and 
greatness  to  Canada  and  greater  strength 
and  power  to  the  Empire.  In  the  mari- 
time provinces  we  consider  it  almost  of  vital 
importance  that  Newfoundland  .should  come 
into  the  confederation,  and  I  believe  that 
the  people  of  Canada  would  say  to-day  that 
if  it  were  a  question  of  paying  S.5,000,000 
more  to  bring  Newfoundland  into  the  con- 
federation, if  it  were  absolutely  necessary 
they  would  prefer  to  pay  that  amount  rather 
than  leave  her  as  she  is  now.  This  surely  is  a 
question  of  imperial  importance.  The  admis- 
sion of  Newfoundland  to  the  union  would 
tend  largely  to  the  greatness  of  Canada, 
would  round  off  the  confederation  with  the 
oldest  colony  in  North  America,  and,  in  that 
way,  place   us   in    a   unique   position  as  a 
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NTova  Scotia  do   to-day,  and    the   fisheries 
o£  i«I'ewfoundland  would  develop  and  become 
of  far  greater  importance  than  they  are  at 
pi-esent  retarding  the  prosperity  and  deve- 
lopment of  the  great  natural  resources  of 
her  forests  and  minerals  on  the  island.    The 
■wealth    of    the   country,  instead   of    being 
devoted  to   the  development  of  the  mines 
n.u.d    forests  is   now   principally   concentra- 
ted along  the  shores  in   the  fisheries.     Not 
only   have  we   to  consider  the  island  itself, 
Tou.t  ^Newfoundland   owns  a  large  portion  of 
tlie    territory   on   the   mainland,  and   it  is 
important  that    we  should  own    it.      Our 
fishermen  find   grejit  trouble  when  we  go 
round  the  coast  of  Labrador,  they  find  that 
they  cannot  freely  enter  the  ports  which  New- 
foundland claims,  and  we  are  driven  out  of 
there  because  Newfoundland  controls  that 
coast  and  exacts  terms  and  regulations  which 
absolutelyprohibitusprosecutingourtisheries 
along  that  shore.     Our  fishermen  in  Nova 
Scotia  especially  are  affected  by  it,  and  I  repeat 
that  since  the  failure  of  the  recent  negotia- 
tions, the  people  of  Canada  have  arisen  to  a 
sense  of  what  they  have  lost.     Previous  to 
that,  we  did   not   find   the   papers  of  the 
provinces  of  Canada  expressing  a  positive 
opinion,  but  we  find  now  public  sentiment 
everywhere  iJirough  Canada,  the  cowensus 
of  opinion  of  the  press  of  Canada,  in  favour 
of  union  with  Newfoundland.     We  feel  that 
it  is  necessary  to  our  development,  necessary 
to  our  mercantile    trade,  necessary  to  our 
manufacturing   and   agricultural    interests, 
and  even  if  we  have  to  pay  the  whole  of  the 
§5,000,000,  Canada  should  do  it  rather  than 
let  Newfoundland  remain  out  in  the  cold. 
Newfoundland  would  then  advance  in  power 
and  importance,  the  same  as  all  the  provin- 
ces of  the  Dominion.  I  repeat  the  Dominion 
wants  no  hard  bargain,  but  to  act  justly 
and  generously. 

Hon.  Mr.  McOALLUM — I  am  not  going 
to  make  any  lengthy  remarks  on  this  ques- 
tion, but  it  occurs  to  me,  is  it  desirable  that 
Newfoundland  should  come  into  the  union  t 
I  do  not  think  that  any  man  in  Canada  will 
say  that  it  is  not.  If  that  is  the  case,  it 
should  not  be  a  question  of  dollars  and 
cents  altogether.  Is  it  not  desirable  that 
we  should  have  British  North  America 
under  one  government  from  the  Atlantic  to 
the  Pacific  1  The  government  of  Canada 
may  have  offered  fair  terms,  but  I  do  not 
want  the  door  closed.     I  think  before  long 


this  country  will  insist  on  having  British 
North  America  under  one  government.  The 
people  of  Newfoundland  are  British  and  if 
it  is  going  to  be  a  matter  of  marriage,  we 
should  not  squeeze  them  down  to  the  last 
cent.  The  reason  I  am  speaking  at  all  is,  be- 
cause I  believe  there  is  a  feeling  of  disappoint- 
ment in  the  country  that  the  door  should 
be  shut,  that  the  negotiations  should  be  at 
an  end.  I  know  there  is  a  feeling  that 
they  want  to  deal  reasonably  in  every  re- 
spect with  Newfoundland.  They  do  not 
want  to  crowd  these  people  down  because 
they  are  in  a  bad  financial  position  just 
now.  It  is  true,  we  have  nothing  to  spare 
to  give  away  to  anybody,  but  the  people  of 
Newfoundland  are  members  of  the  British 
family  and  will  become  members  of  the  Can- 
adian family,  and  if  we  are  going  into  a 
union,  let  us  take  them  in  on  fair  terms.  I 
was  glad  to  hear  the  hon.  member  from 
Fredericton  address  the  House  ;  he  is  the 
Nestor  of  the  House,  and  long  may  he  be 
spared  to  us.  The  senior  member  for  Hali- 
fax says  that  we  offered  Newfoundland  » 
fair  inducement  to  join  us.  Perhaps  we  did, 
but  supposing  we  had  gone  a  little  further, 
supposing  they  had  got  a  little  the  best  of 
the  bargain  to  start  with  ;  while  they  are  in 
financial  difficulties,  we  should  be  generous 
and  willing  to  extend  them  our  protection 
as  far  as  possible.  It  has  been  the  boast  of 
Canadians  that  we  are  going  to  have  r.ne 
half  of  this  continent,  that  we  are  going  to 
have  British  America  from  the  Atlantic  to 
the  Pacific.  Are  we  going  to  prevent  it 
now  1  No  .patriotic  man  would  refuse  to 
give  good  terms  to  Newfoundland.  War 
may  not  come  in  our  time,  but  the  time  will 
come  when  Great  Britain,  or  Canada,  will 
be  at  war  with  some  other  country,  and  is 
it  not  necessary  that  we  should  be  protected 
on  the  Atlantic  coast  as  well  as  on  the 
Pacific  1  I  say  yes,  and  I  tell  the  govern- 
ment to-day  that  it  is  the  feeling  of  the  peo- 
ple of  this  country  that  we  should  not  close 
the  door,  but  that  we  should  consider  what 
we  can  do  to  bring  Newfoundland  into  the 
confederation. 

Hon.  Mr.  DRUMMOND— I  had  no  in- 
tention of  saying  a  word  upon  the  subject, 
and  even  upon  the  risk  of  only  echoing  what 
has  been  said  by  the  hon.  member  from 
Monck  and  the  hon.  member  from  Lunen- 
burg, I  desire  to  say  that  this  is  a  question 
which  affects  the  Empire  at  large.     It  is  not 
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■only  an  imperial  questoin,  but  it  is  one  of 
vital  importance  to  this  country  in  particu- 
lar, and  I  say  it  is  not  a  question  of  dollars 
And  cents.  Even  at  the  risk  of  getting  very 
much  worsted  in  the  bargain,  I  would  treat 
those  people  generously.  I  must  say  it 
-seems  to  me  that  the  course  of  the  negotiv 
tions  recently  conducted  indicates  to  some 
«xtent  a  lack  of  serious  intention  on  the  part 
of  the  delegates  from  Newfoundland  to  bring 
tliem  to  a  successful  termination.  I  think 
that  is  at  the  bottom  of  all  the  difficulty. 
I  give  our  government  credit  for  desiring 
honestly  and  seriously  to  arrive  at  fair  terms 
with  these  people,  but  it  must  not  be  appro- 
ached simply  in  a  bargaining  spirit,  but  with 
a  broad  statesmanlike  view  of  the  vital  im- 
portance of  that  country  to  our  Dominion,  as 
a  whole,  and  I  for  one  would  say  sink  dollars 
and  cents  if  an  object  of  such  importance 
.can  be  attained.  I  think  the  whole  Conserva- 
tive party,  and  a  large  proportion  of  the  oppo- 
sition, would  have  endorsed  the  successful 
issue  of  these  negotiations  on  almost  any 
terms  whatever.  The  mercantile  community, 
with  whose  views  I  profess  to  have  a  little 
acquaintance,  would  certainly  have  stepped 
a  long  way  beyond  the  strict  limits  that  the 
terms  given  to  the  other  portions  of  the 
Dominion  would  have  warranted,  to 
see  the  negotiations  brought  to  a  successful 
issue.  I  think  our  government  should  be 
impressed  with  the  importance  of  reH)pening 
the  negotiations  at  the  earliest  possible 
hour.  The  colony  of  Newfoundland  is  by  no 
means  out  of  the  woods  in  a  financial  and 
fiscal  view  of  the  situation,  and  the  time 
may  come  quicker  than  we  anticipate  when 
we  will  descend  from  the  pedestal  which  we 
occupy  and  stretch  out  our  hands  and  give 
terms  which  might  be  considered  not  only 
liberal  but  even  lavish. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I 
join  heartily  in  the  complimentary  remarks 
which  have  been  made  with  respect  to  the 
hon.  and  venerable  gentleman  who  has  in- 
troduced this  very  important  subject  to  the 
deliberation  of  the  Senate.  The  clear  and  suc- 
cinct manner  in  which  he  put  his  views  be- 
fore the  House  must  have  ctmvinced  every 
one  who  listened  to  him,  that  though  he  may 
be  the  Nestor  of  the  Senate  his  mind  is  as 
clear  and  as  bright  to-day  as  it  was  in  years 
gone  by,  and  I  express  the  hope  of  my  col- 
leagues in  this  House  that  he  may  be  long 
spared   to  occupy  the  seat   that  he  has  so 


honourably  and  so  long  enjoyed  in  the  Scbk? 
of    Canada.     I    fully    realize    that  in   tb- 
inquiry    which    he    has    placed    upon    tb- 
notice  paper,  he  has  taken  a  line  which  hb 
suggested  itself  to  those  who  have  had  tkr 
honour  of  negotiating  with   the  Newfoaad- 
land  delegates,  and  probably   I   may  be  n 
cused  for  dealing  with  that  point  for  a  fee 
moments.      He  suggeste   in     his   refereo-* 
that  he  will  call  attention  to  the  umucoes- 
ful   negotiations  with  the  colony   of  N«t- 
foundland,  and  suggest  whether  it  might  svr 
be  advisable  to  open  correspondence  with  th- 
Imperial  Government  and  propose  such  jiic: 
assistance  to  that  colony  as  would  enable  ii 
to  enter  into  the   Dominion  unembarrasspi 
by  financial  difficulties.     It  is  just  as  we^ 
that   we   should   hold   this  strong  patri<xic 
and  national  sentiment  to  which  some  of  oar 
fellow-citizens  have  given  utterance,  bat  in 
dealing  with  a  question  of  this  kind,  as  vi> 
have  had  to  deal  with  similar  questions  i£ 
connection  with  other  provinces,  we  bad  us 
keep  somewhere  within  the  line  that  guided 
the  former  negotiations  in  bringing  into  ihf 
Dominion   the  outlying  portions  of  British 
America.      Some     hon.      gentlemen     dif- 
fer from  me  in  that  particular  view  ;  I  s^ 
one  hon.  .gentleman  shaking  his  head.  TCov. 
if  the  government  had  accepted    the  propi>- 
itions  which  were  made  by    the  Newfonnd- 
land  delegates,  I  have  grave  doubts  as  t-i 
whether  the  country  would  have  accepted  a 
bargain  of  that   kind    with    the   unaninjitr 
which  seems  to  characterize  Ihose  who  hav« 
spoken  on  the  subject.     It  must  be  borne  in 
mind — and   I  am  glad  to  have  this  oppor- 
tunity to  refer  to   it — that    the   statemenu 
which  have  appeared   in  the  press  with  res- 
pect to  the  manner  in  which  the  Newfound- 
land   delegates  were   received    in    Canada, 
that  an  attempt  was  made  considering  their 
financial   difficulties   to  press  them  and  to 
"  screw  them  down,"  as  the  expression  has 
been,  to  the  lowest  possible  amount,   have 
not  the  slightest  foundation  for  them.  In  the 
first  place  it  was  the  Newfoundland  people 
who  suggested  the  conference  in  Ottawa 
through  their  Grovemor,  and  the  Governor- 
General  of  this  country,  knowing,  as  every 
person  in  the  Dominion  who  reads  knows, 
that   the   Dominion  govemaient   has    ever 
been  ready  to  enter  into  negotiations  and  to 
deal  with  that  ancient  colony  in  the  most 
liberal  manner  possible  in  order  to  a£fect  that 
rounding  off  of  the  Dominion,  which  we  all 
as  British  subjects  and  British  Canadians  s<) 
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znuch  desire.  We  at  once,  and  with  pleasure, 
accepted  the  invitation  to  enter  into  negotia- 
tiion!)  on  this  important  subject.  There 
^were,  I  may  add  here,  applications  to  the 
Dominion  before  that,  for  an  advance  of  a 
considerable  sum  of  money  to  help  them  in 
their  extremity,  but  our  only  answer  to 
them  was  that  we  h.id  no  power  given  to  us 
by  the  constitution,  and  that  it  was  only  by 
the  action  of  parliament  that  we  could  loan 
or  bestow  money  upon  any  country,  and 
much  as  we  desire  to  assist  them,  that  we 
were  hampered  in  that  respect,  and,  I  may 
add  parenthetically,  I  think,  very  properly 
so.  No  such  power  should  be  given  to  any 
government,  and  under  our  free  institutions 
it  is  by  parliament  and  through  parliament, 
by  the  votes  of  the  representatives  of  the 
people  alone,  that  we  can  extend  help  to  any 
portion  of  the  Dominion  or  to  any  individual. 
I  am  glad  to  see  by  a  report  in  the  newspa- 
pers that  one  member  of  the  Newfoundland 
delegation,  Mr.  Morris,  stated  in  the 
House  that  they  were  treated  not 
only  courteously  here,  but  he  thought 
they  were  treated  liberally  considering  the 
position  the  government  held  towards 
the  other  provinces  of  the  Dominion.  That 
is  in  marked  contrast  to  other  references 
which  have  been  attributed  to  gentlemen 
who  came  to  Ottawa.  Our  position  was 
simply  this ;  we  were  willing  not  only  to 
consider  tlie  terms  which  were  indirectly  of- 
fered to  them  in  the  past,  but  we  were  quite 
willing  to  go  much  beyond  that.  We  offer- 
ed to  the  people  of  Newfoundland  a  money 
consideration  greater  than  any  province 
in  the  Dominion  received  from  us.  We  of- 
fered them  other  considerations,  the  details 
of  which  I  shall  not  enter  into  now,  but 
simply  make  the  broad  statement.  We  offered 
to  assume  some  $11,000,000  or  $12,000,000 
of  their  debts ;  but  their  debt,  present  and 
prospective^  amounts  to  about  ijl 6,000.000. 
We  did  precisely  whit  my  honourable  and 
venerable  friend  suggests.  We  to<^  into 
consideration  the  great  importance  to  Eng- 
land that  the  union  of  Newfoundland  and 
Canada  would  be  and  what  would  result 
from  that  tmion,  thereby  assuming  all  the 
responsibility  that  may  devolve  upon  Eng- 
land in  governing  Newfoundland  as  a  Crown 
colony  or  assisting  it  in  its  extremity.  We 
prop<»ed  that  England  should,  under  the 
circumstances,  come  to  the  aid  of  New- 
foundland directly  in  the  way  suggested  by 
the  hon.  member  who  moved  this  motion, 


instead  of  indirectly  in  the  way  of  assuming 
debts  or  assisting  in  carrying  on  the  gov- 
ernment of  that  country  as  it  exists, 
or  by  reducing  it  to  a  Crown  colony ;  and 
communications  did  pass  between  our  gov- 
ernment and  that  of  England,  asking  them 
to  assist  in  the  very  way  suggested  by  the 
hon.  gentleman.  They  declined  doin^  so, 
and  when  we  look  at  the  position  that  Eng- 
land occupies  toall  theother  colonies  through- 
out the  woild,  we  mtist  come  to  the  conclu- 
sion that  there  must  be  good  and  sufficient 
grounds  and  a  very  strong  case  made  out, 
for  England's  departing  from  her  known 
policy  of  not  granting  direct  aid  to  any  col- 
ony. I  wish  the  Senate  to  understand  dis- 
tinctly that  the  door  is  not  closed.  We  pro- 
pose to  pursue  the  policy  which  has  char- 
acterized this  government  for  years  past, 
consistently  with  the  public  revenue,  and 
what  we  believe  to  be  in  the  interest  finan- 
cially of  this  country,  and  what  has  equally 
as  great  an  effect  upon  minds — that  is 
the  national  sentiment.  I  believe, 
in  a  large  section  of  this  country, 
that  they  are  willing  to  go  even 
beyond  the  limits  financ.ally  speaking,  of 
what  has  been  done  in  the  past  in  order  to 
round  off  this  Dominion  and  bring  the  out- 
lying colony  into  the  Dominion  of  Canada. 
I  feel  and  recognize,  and  everyone  who  has 
given  the  subject  the  slightest  attention  and 
study,  must  recognize  the  great  importance 
of  having  that —  [  was  going  to  say  barrier, 
— having  that  difficulty  removed  which  con- 
stantly presents  itself  in  our  negotiations 
with  our  neighbours  across  the  line  with 
reference  to  our  great  fishing  industries. 
It  is  true  that  in  connection  with  the  action 
of  Canada  in  reference  to  the  Bond-Blaine 
Treaty  they  did  feel  a  little  chagrined  that  we 
should  have  interfered  at  all  in  their  nego- 
tiations. I  do  not  believe,  from  a  study  of 
that  treaty,  that  they  would  receive  the 
great  benefits  which  they  anticipated  from 
it.  There  are  restrictions  in  the  wording  of 
that  treaty  which,  when  studied  and  when 
applied  to  the  practical  operations  of  it, 
should  it  come  into  force,  would  show  to  the 
people  of  Newfoundland  that  they  had  not 
received  that  benefit  from  the  United  States 
that  they  anticipated,  and  I  pointed  that 
out  to  Mr.  Bond  during  the  negotiations  in 
Halifax  some  three  years  ago,  when  the  late 
Sir  John  Thompson,  Mr.  Chapleau  and  myself 
had  an  interview  wiih  the  delegation  from 
Newfoundland.     Mr.  Bond  then  stated  that 


Digitized  by 


Google 


352 


[SENATE] 


he  had  the  promise  of  American  statesnoen 
that  the  meaaing  which  they  intended  to 
give  to  that  particular  clause  would  be 
extended  to  them.  It  may  have  been 
uncharitable  on  my  part,  but  I  pointed  out 
to  him  that  hn  had  a  much  better  and 
broader  view  of  American  statesman  than, 
I  confess,  experience  had  given  to  me,  in 
dealing  with  a  treaty  or  anything  that  was 
committed  to  paper  in  the  way  of  a  treaty, 
or  in  the  matter  of  tariff.  From  my  experi- 
ence of  Mr.  Blaine  as  an  American  states- 
man, T  observed  that  he  had  one  grand  idea 
that  prevailed  and  was  paramount  in  his 
mind  in  any  negotiations  that  he  had  with 
any  part  of  the  world,  and  I  know  more 
particularly  with  Canada  ;  if  you  were  mak- 
ing a  proposition  to  that  statesman, 
the  first  question  he  would  ask  you 
would  be  "  How  does  that  affect  the 
United  States?"  I  could  not  help  con- 
trasting that  with  the  position  that  had 
been  taken — and  I  hesitated  not  to  say  so 
in  his  pre.sence  during  the  negotiation — by  a 
number  of  men  who  called  themselves  Can- 
adians. The  first  question  with  him  was 
"  How  does  this  affect  our  country  1 "  And 
if  he  could  in  any  way  show  that  it  was  not 
beneficial,  his  answer  was  plain  and  distinct 
"  No,"  although  they  were  65,000,000  com- 
pared with  our  5,000,000  of  people.  When 
I  said  to  him,  "  Surely  you  are  not  afraid  to 
compete  with  5,000,000  Canadians  with  the 
extent  of  your  temtory  and  wealth,  and  the 
great  ramifications  of  your  industries."  I 
I  was  speaking  of  the  coasting  trade,  and  his 
answer  was  quiet  and  distinct,  "  England  to- 
day ha«  the  coasting  trade  of  the  world  ex- 
cept with  our  country,  and  we  do  not  pro- 
pose in  this  country  to  give  that  to  you 
or  to  them."  I  point  that  out  as  the  reason 
why  I  do  not  believe  that  if  Mr.  Bond,  or 
those  who  represent  Newfoundland,  had 
gone  to  them  and  said  "  We  want  you  to  ex- 
tend the  words  of  this  treaty "  that  they 
would  have  acceded  to  the  proposition  or  lis- 
tened to  it  for  a  moment.  Now  our  attitude 
towards  Newfoundland  is  to  a  certain  ex- 
tent sentimental,  but  there  is  something 
else  as  well.  I  agree  with  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman who  proposed  this  motion  that  were 
we  once  united  we  would  command  a 
large  part  of  the  trade  of  that 
country,  but  it  must  be  borne  in 
mind  that  in  connection  with  these  arti- 
cles which  we  have  to  export  and  which 
Newfoundland  impjrts,  we  stand  in  precisely 


the  same   relation  to  NewfoundlAnd  as  the 
United  States  or  any  other  portion  of  the 
world  does,  and  it  is  only  a  question  as  to 
wliether  Canada  can  produce  that   which  i< 
required  for  the  sustenance  of  the  people  of 
I  Newfoundland  as  cheaply  as  they  can  in  the 
!  United  States,  and  whether  the  freight  and 
I  carrying  of  it  to  that  market  is  as  cheap  and 
1  the  facilities  as  great  here  as  there.  If  New- 
foundland became  a  portion  of  the  Dominion, 
the  tariff  wall  would  be  broken  down,  and 
we  should  have  free  entry  into  their  maimer, 
while   the  outside  world   would    have   the 
disaulvantages  of  the  Dominion  tariff.     That 
is  where  our  indirect  and  direct  advantage 
would  be,  but  it  must  be  borne  in  mind  that 
though  the  importations  into  Newfoundland 
to-day   realize   to  them   a  certain    sum  ot 
money,  it  is  not  to  be  supposed   that  if  a 
union  took  place  we  should  have  falling  into 
the  coffers  of  the  Dominion  the  same  amount 
as  they  raise  to-day,  because  their  policy  is 
to  impose  specific  duties  from  a  free  trade 
standpoint  upon  articles  which  they  do  not 
produce  and  which  we  do.     Their  highest 
duty  is  upon  flour  and   upon  those  articles 
that  they  desire  for  the  sustenance  of  their 
people ;  their    duty   upon    that    necessary 
article,  sugar,   is  considerably    higher  than 
you  can  buy  it  for  in  the  retail  shops  in  this 
country  to-day.     It  is  ^4.50  per  cwt.,  which 
is   over  4   cents   a  pound.      If   they   came 
into   the   Dominion   they    would    have  the 
advantage  that  we  have  of  the  cheap  articles 
necessary  for  sustenance.    It  is  the  same  with 
tea.     In  this  country  tea  is  a  Imitted  free  ; 
in    Newfoundland,   for    revenue    purposes, 
it  is  pretty  highly  taxed.     I  forget  what  it  is 
now,  but  the  duty  is  high.  However,  I  do  not 
know  that  it  is  either  profitable  or  desirable 
that   I   should   enter  into   details   in  this 
debate.     I  hope  that  they  may  he  able  to 
emerge  in  a  very  short  tin.e  from  the  finan- 
cial   difiiculties   in   which  they  find  them- 
selves. How  that  is  to  be  done  I  do  not  know, 
nor  did  I   receive  any  satisfactory  answer 
when  I  put  that  question  to  the   gentlemen 
with  whom  we  were  negotiating.       Borrow- 
ing will  get  them  out  of  the  di£5culty  for  a 
little  while,  but  unfortunately  there  is  a  day 
of  reckoning  approaching  when   they  either 
have  to  pay  the  interest  upon  the  loan,  or 
the  principal  itself,  and  when  that  tine  ar- 
rives and  their  revenue  falls,  as  it   has  beea 
falling,  they  will  be  in  a  worse  position  than 
ever.     I  do  not  know  any  person  who  is  bet- 
ter able  to  speak  intelligently  and  correctly 


Digitized  by 


Google 


[JUNE  20,  1895] 


353 


upon,  that  point  than  the  hon.  member  from 
Kennebec,  as  he   has  had  something  to  do 
Awith  the  financial  and  monetary   operations 
of  that  colony.      However,  let  us  hope,  the  j 
door  not  being  shut — and  we  intend  to  push  ! 
forAvard  as   my   hon.  friend   suggests — that , 
■we  may  induce  the  mother  country  to  come  I 
to  their  aid  some  way  or  other,  in  order  that 
the     prediction.s   of   my   hon.    friend    from 
Monck  may  be  verified,  that   he   may  live  | 
long  enough  t<}  see  Newfoundland  a  part  of , 
the    Dominion.     There   are   many    reasons  | 
which  I  could  give,  were  I  on  the  other  side,  | 
■whj-  it  should  not  be  done.      There  are  still ' 
greater  reasons  to  my  mind  why  we  should  . 
persist  in  the  policy  we  have  been  pursuins», 
and  never  cease  until  the  whole  of  British 
2^orth  America  is  under  the  Dominion  Gov- 
ernment of  Canada. 


THE  DESJARMNS  CASE 

INQtJIRY. 

Hon.  Mr.  BELLEROSE  rose  to 

Inquire  of  the  Oovernmenl,  at  what  date  did  the 
Ciovernor  in  Council  order  the  discharge  of  one 
Freileric  Desjardins,  imprisoned  in  the  Quebec  jail 
unilur  »  sentence  of  the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench  in 
October  last,  foi  liaving  sold  immoral  books,  and 
what  were  the  reasons  which  decided  such  dis- 
charge ? 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 1. 
The  release  of  Fr^d^.ric  Desjardins  on  the 
15th  February  last,  was  made  on  the  recom- 
mendation of  the  Minister  of  Justice.  2. 
The  prisoner  had  been  sentenced  on  two 
counts,  to  three  months'  imprisonment  on 
each  count.  The  conviction  was  the  first 
under  the  new  law ;  and  as  the  prisoner  had 
served  over  four  months  it  was  considered 
that  he  hatl  been  sufficiently  punished.  The 
evidence  went  to  show  that  the  transaction 
had  taken  place  in  the  ordinary  course  of 
busine^.  C)ne  of  the  books  was  a  medical 
work,  or  alleged  to  be,  and  the  other  a  work 
of  Zola's. 

Hon.  Mr.  BELLEROSE— I  would  ask 
the  Premier  whether  the  Attorney  General 
for  the  province  was  consulted  1 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
As  to  what  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  BELLEROSE— As  to  the 
discharge  of  the  prisoner  and  as  to  the  whole 
case? 

23 


Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELI 
I  could  not  answer  that  question,  but  I  do 
know  that  whenever  an  application  is  made 
to  the  Minister  of  Justice  for  the  commuta- 
tion of  a  sentence,  or  remitting  a  portion  of 
a  sentence,  the  application  is  sent  to  the 
judges  who  tried  the  ca.se  or  to  the  magis- 
trate, for  their  report,  and  I  am  under  the 
impression,  although  I  speak  subject  to 
correction,  that  it  was  done  in  this  case.  I 
have  had  petitions  sent  to  me  praying  for 
the  relief  of  prisoners,  and  in  no  case  has 
the  Minister  of  Justice  acted  until  after  he 
has  sent  them,  either  to  the  magistrate  who 
tried  the  case  or  to  the  judges  of  the  court 
in  which  the  prisoner  was  sentenced. 

RETURNS  TO  ADDRESSES. 

INQUIRIES. 

Hon.  Mr.  MoTNNES  (B.C.)— Before  the 
Ordei-s  of  the  Day  are  ca!led,  I  should  like 
to  know  when  the  papers  relating  to  the 
British  Columbia  Penitentiary,  for  which  I 
asked  some  days  ago,  will  be  laid  on  the 
table  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  ANGERS— Since  the  hon. 
gentleman  has  drawn  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  this  matter,  I  have  asked  the 
Minister  of  Justice,  and  he  gives  me  the 
information  that  he  has  several  clerks  copying 
the  evidence  and  that  it  would  be  laid  before 
the  House  presently.  I  have  not  heard  from 
him  since ;  that  i<  a  few  days  ago. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES  (B.C.)— I  happened 
to  meet  one  of  the  members  of  the  House  of 
Commons  from  British  Columbia  last  even- 
ing, and  he  told  me  that  a  copy  of  the 
evidence  which  had  been  brought  down  in 
the  other  House,  and  which  had  been  in 
the  hands  of  the  typewriters  for  several 
day.«,  had  been  returned  to  ttieir  room.  No. 
16,  in  the  House  of  Commons,  and  conse- 
quently, 1  inferred  from  that  that  they  had 
got  through  with  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  ANGERS— Certainly,  a  copy 
was  made  for  the  House  of  Commons,  and 
they  are  now  making  a  copy  for  the  Senate. 

Hon.  Mr.  DESJARDINS— I  should  like 
to  know  whether  the  documents  relating  to 
the  harbour  of  Montreal  for  which  I  moved 
some  days  ago  are  ready  yet  ? 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I 
have  not  inquired  about  it :  I  will  make  in- 
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quiry.  The  notice  was  sent  over  to  the 
department  which  has  them  for  preparation. 
I  am  in  hopes  that  they  will  be  readj*soon. 

BILL  INTRODUCED. 

Bill  (L)  "  An  Act  further  to  amend 
the  Act  respecting  the  incorporation  of 
Boards  of  Trside."    (Sir  Mackenzie  bowell.) 

THE  DIVORCE  COMMITTEE. 

A    POINT   OF   ORDER. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— I  desire  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  a  mistake  in  the 
minutes.  I  find  there  are  four  items  placed 
before  the  item  number  (5)  which,  by  under- 
standing, was  to  be  the  first  Order  of  the 
Day.  I  presume  it  is  a  clerical  error  which 
can  be  easily  rectified,  and  I  therefore  ask 
that  it  be  placed  at  the  head  of  the  Orders. 

The  SPEAKER— It  was  understood 
that  this  item  should  be  the  first  Order  of 
the  Day,  and  it  will  be  called  first. 

Hon.  Mr.  KIRCHHOFFER  moved  the 
adoption  of  the  report  froiu  certain  members 
of  the  standing  Committee  on  Divorce. 

Hon.  Mr.  McKAY — I  rise  to  a  point  of 
order.  It  is  not  competent  for  a  committee, 
or  any  member  of  a  committee,  to  resign 
without  cause,  except  in  certain  cases  which 
are  specified.  In  support  of  my  point  of 
order  I  would  desire  to  quote  from  Bourinot's 
edition,  page  501  : — 

If  a  member  is  desirous  ou  account  of  illness  or 
advanced  age,  to  1>e  excused  from  attendance  on  a 
committee,  be  should  ask  leave  from  the  House 
through  another  member.  Every  member  of  a 
legislative  )jody  is  bound  to  serve  on  a  committee 
to  which  he  has  l)een  duly  appointed,  unless  he  can 
show  the  House  there  ate  conclusive  reasons  for  his 
non-attendance.  If  a  member  is  not  excused,  and 
nevertheless  periists  in  refusing  to  obey  the  order 
of  the  Houses,  he  can  be  ailjudged  guilty  of 
contempt  and  committed  to  the  custody  of  the 
Serjeant. 

In  England  Mr.  Speaker  Sutton,  on  a 
proposition  to  discharge  a  member  of  a  com- 
mittee on  the  ground  that  he  could  not  at- 
tend, for  the  purpose  of  substituting  an- 
other, said: 

That  ,,he  could  not  find  any  trace  of  such  hav- 
ing bcg  u  the  practice ;  he  did  not  perceive  any 
mem  b  r  had  been  left  out,  except  it  was  by  abso- 
lute ytiarliainentury  dis(|ualification  or  physical  ini- 
])Ossi  bility  of  attendance  ;  as  to  any  other  discjuali- 
fication  of  attendance,  there  was,  so  far  as  his 
knowledge  extended,  no  account  of  any  case  liaving 
arisen. 


A  member  has  been  substituted  for  another 
the  Canadian  Commons  on  account  of  the  in«El«^ 
originally  appointed  having  acted  as  counsel  for  it>> 
parties  interested  in  the  matter  before  the  cod>ii  t: 
tee  ;  or  on  account  of  a  member  of  his  family  licis^ 
directly  affected  by  the  issue. 

This,  to  my  mind,  is  a  very  sound  pritci 
pie  and  should  be  followed  strictly.  It 
would  lead  to  utter  confusion,  if  a  member 
of  a  committee,  or  a  committee,  in  the  mid 
die  of  business  can  tender  their  resignati<K. 
Where  would  the  legislation  of  the  countiy 
go  to  ?  Holding  these  views,  I  think  thit 
the  point  of  order  is  a  sound  one  and  the 
motion  of  the  hon.  gentleman  is  out  of  order. 

Hon.  Mr.  KIRCHHOFFER —Much  as  I 
regret  it,  I  have  to  admit  that  there  ii  a 
good  deal  in  the  point  of  order  which  the 
hon.  gentleman  has  taken.  I  have  always 
been  in  doubt  whether  a  committee, 
whether  collectively  or  individually,  were 
able  to  resign  their  position.  The  points 
which  have  been  taken  and  the  cnses  wliich 
have  been  cited  by  the  hon.  gentleman 
seem  to  me  to  place  that  matter  beyond 
doubt.  I  do  not  intend,  therefore,  to  pres- 
my  resolution  and  I  am  willing  that  it 
should  be  dropped. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— I  do  not  at  all 
regret  that  the  course  taken  will  prevent 
any  discussion  in  this  House  on  what  will 
be  a  very  unpleasant  subject,  but  before 
this  matter  is  dropped,  I  claim  as  a  right, 
not  to  make  a  speech,  but  to  place  on  recirnl 
the  result  of  my  searches  of  the  journals 
of  this  House  on  the  question  of  the  com- 
munication on  the  Table,  because  I  think  it 
would  be  an  unheard  of  injustice  to  allow 
statements  which  have  been  made  in  the 
document  on  the  Table  to  go  to  the  country 
without  allowing  gentlemen  who  are  assailed 
in  it  an  opportunity  of  putting  their  answer 
on  record.  I  presume  no  fair-minded  gen- 
tleman will  object  to  what  I  propose  to  da 

Hon.  Mr.  McKAY — I  rise  agsiin  to  a  point 
of  order.  I  have  !U>-ked  for  the  ruling  of  the 
Chair  and  while  that  is  still  before  the  House 
I  flo  not  think  anyone  can  interrupt. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— It  is  useless  for 
the  hon.  gentleman  to  tliuk  he  is  goinji  to 
prevent  me  from  speaking  on  the  question, 
for  I  will  if  nei.es.'^ary  move  the  adjournun'tit 
of  the  Hou.sp,  or  get  a  friend  to  move  it,  and 
place  my  statement  on  record.  But  I  thought 
the  best  way  would  be,  before  the  question 
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s  cl  i-opped,  to  let  me  make  this  statement,  in 
justice  to  a  large  number  of  the  members  of 
blue  Senate,  and  especially  to  myself.  I  do 
nofc  -want  to  make  a  speech  which  might  not 
L>e  acceptable  to  the  House,  but  if  the  hon. 
gentleman  will  insist  on  the  point  of  order 
a-nd  not  allow  me  to  read  the  statement 
'wliich  I  have  taken  from  our  journals,  I 
>v  ill  move  the  adjournment  of  the  House  in 
order  to  do  so. 

Hon.  Mr.  McKAY — T  do  not  insist  upon 
the  point  of  order. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— The  few  remarks 
with  which  I  wish  to  preface  the  statement, 
I  have  put  in  writing. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES  (B.C.)— The   point 

of  order  is  before  the  House  and  if  the  hon. 

gentleman  is  allowed  to  go  on  and  even  read 

liis    remarks  it   will   open    up   the    whole 

question    and    make   it   eligible   for   every 

member  of  the  House  to  discuss  it.     T  think 

it  would  be  very  mueh  better  if  His  Honour 

tlie   Speaker  would  decide  the  question  of 

order   and    if   the   hon.  member   wishes  to 

move  the  adjournment  of  the   House,   it 

^vould  be  the  fairest  way  for  all  concerned. 

1    have  no  objection  to  the  hon.  gentleman 

speaking  if  he  wishes  to  do  so. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— I  think  it  would  be 
unore  proper  if  I  were  allowed  to  make 
the  statement  now.  My  desire  in  taking  this 
course  is  to  prevent  discussion  and  I  do 
it  at  the  request  of  several  members  of 
the  House. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  think  the  hon. 
gentleman  must  know  from  his  own  expe 
rience  that  the  proceeding  is  altogether 
irregular.  The  hon.  gentleman,  as  every 
membor  of  the  House,  has  n  right  to  enter 
his  protest  on  the  journals,  but  I  do  not 
think  he  has  a  right,  when  a  question  of 
order  is  to  be  considered,  to  read  an  elabo- 
rate statement.  It  has  never  been  the'prac- 
tice  to  read   those  protests  in  the  House. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER — I  know  I  am  out  of 
order,  but  I  have  asked  the  indulgence  of 
the  House.  The  whole  of  the  proceedings 
are  out  of  order,  and  if  any  member  of  the 
House  objects  to  my  reading  the  statement 
which  I  have  prepared,  I  shall  certainly 
take  another  occasion  to  do  so,  but  there  is 
nuthing  on  the  minutes  now  to  protest 
against. 
23^ 


Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— After  the  point  of 
order  is  disposed  of,  some  hon.  gentleman 
will  move  the  adjournment  of  the  House. 

Hon.  Mr.  ANGERS— There  is  no  point 
of  order  to  decide.  The  question  of  order 
has  been  raised  by  the  hon.  member  from 
Truro,  and  the  hon.  chairman  of  the  com- 
mittee has  agreed  to  withdraw  his  docu- 
ment and  therefore  I  understand  the 
Speaker  has  no  judgment  to  pronounce. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— The  chairman  of 
the  committee  admitted  that  the  point  of 
order  is  well  taken  and  it  is  the  duty  of  the 
chair,  unless  some  hon.  gentleman  has  a 
different  view,  to  rule  the  paper  out  of 
order. 

Hon.  Mr.  ANGERS— I  do  not  think  there 
is  any  necessity  for  ruling  at  all.  There  is 
an  acceptance  and  it  is  dropped.  That  inci- 
dent is  over,  therefore. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— There  is  nothing  be- 
fore the  House. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— Then  I  move  that 
the  House  do  now  adjourn.  I  make  this 
motion  for  the  purpose  of  reading  the  state- 
ment. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Can  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman move  the  adjournment  of  the  House 
and  then  speak  t 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— Of  course  I  can.  It 
is  a  very  strange  thing  that  the  hon.  gentle- 
ment  does  not  know  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— It  is  the  first  time 
I  have  seen  it  done.  The  usual  way  is  to  get 
some  friend  to  move  the  adjournment. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER — I  have  no  desire  to 
provoke  an  unpleasant  discussion  on  the 
communication  referred  to  in  the  order  of 
the  day,  which  has  been  wisely  dropped  from 
our  minutes,  and  I  am  therefore  willing  to 
foregomy  right  to  comment  upon  it,  because  I 
do  not  wish  to  say  anything  calculated  to  dis- 
turb the  harmony  and  good-feeling  that  have 
id  ways  prevailed  in  tliis  body  on  sectarian 
(juestions.  But  I  have  pr-pared  a  state- 
ment from  the  Journals  of  the  Senate  from 
the  union  of  the  provinces  in  1867  until  the 
])re8ent  day,  in  regard  to  all  applications  for 
divorce  in  this  chamber,  which  will  speak  for 
itself,  and  which  I  feel  it  my  duty  to  place 
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on  record  on  the  present  occasion,  in  an- 
swer to  the  communication  above-mentioned. 
The  paper  I  hold  in  my  hand,  and  which  I 
shall  read  to  the  House,  is  a  simple  state- 
ment of  facts  from  our  journals. 

In  the  session  of  1867-G8  the  first  bill  for 
divorce  presented  to  the  parliament  of  the 
Dominion  and  tho  only  one  during  t'lat  ses- 
sesion,  was  in  the  case  of  one  Whitaves,  to 
which  an  amendment  was  moved  to  the 
motion  for  the  second  reading  hostile  to  the 
principle  of  divorce  a  vinculo  matrimonii  by 
Senator  Bureau,  which  was  defeated  by  a 
vote  of  34  to  17.  This  is  the  only  instance 
in  which  I  ever  voted  squarely  against  the 
principle  of  any  divorce  bill  during  the 
twenty-eight  yeai-s  I  have  been  a  member  of 
the  Senate.  I  have  voted  perhaps  half  a 
dozen  times  in  all  in  connection  with  divorce 
bills,  but  always  on  questions  of  order  or 
procedure.  Having  placed  myself  on  record 
at  the  start,  on  the  principle  of  absolute 
divorce,  I  made  up  my  mind  then  to  abstain 
for  the  future  from  voting  one  way  or  the 
other  on  such  bills,  and  that  I  would  leave 
them  to  the  decision  of  hon.  gentlemen  who 
believed  that  divorces  under  certain  circum- 
stances were  justifiable  and  proper — a  rule 
to  which  I  have  strictly  adhered  during  all 
these  3'ears.  That  bill  was  passed  by  both 
Houses. 

In  1869  there  were  two  applications  for 
divorce  before  the  Senate — Jones'  Relief 
Bill  (No.  40),  on  which  the  Senate  committee 
reported  adversely,  and  which  was  not  there- 
fore defeated  in  this  chamber  ;  and  Steven 
son's  Relief  Bill  (No.  77)  which  passed  the 
Senate  by  a  vote  of  30  to  17. 

In  1870,  we  had  only  one  divorce  bill 
before  us.  That  of  one  Martin,  which  the 
committee  reported  against. 

In  1871,  there  were  no  petitions  for  divorce 
presented  to  Parliament. 

In  1872,  Martin  made  a  second  applica- 
tion for  divorce  (No.  70).  The  vote  on  the 
second  reading  of  the  bill  passed  in  the 
Senate  by  36  to  19.  It  passed  through  its 
various  stages  in  this  House  by  arge 
majorities,  but  did  not  get  through  the 
Commons.  It  was  the  only  Bill  before  the 
Senate  that  year. 

In  1873,  Martin's  Relief  Bill  (No.  70)  was 
again  l)efore  Parliament,  and  was  agreed  to 
by  both  Houses,  the  vote  in  the  Senate  being 
34  to  18. 

In  1874,  there  were  no  divorce  bills 
before  us 


In  1875,  Peterson's  Relief  Bill  (N.  - 
passed  the  Senate  and  Commons,  thf  ■•  • 
in  this  House  being  34  to  18. 

In  1876,  Campbell's  Belief  Bill  (Na  7 
celebrated  case,  was  under  the  cousidera  . 
of  the  Senate,  where  tiie  second  reading  «  ■ 
affirmed  on  a  vote  of  33  to  14.     Doriiij.-  :> 
investigation  the  feeling  on  the  commit-- 
and  in  the  Senate  changed  strongly  az<iia-' 
the  petitioner  and  in  favour  of  the  ■v\i^.  t 
the  bill  was  altered  to  give  her  a  div.>n- 
from  bed  and  board,  with  alimony   and  tit 
custody  of  children,  which  passed  the  Svw- 
by  the  large  majority  of  about  two  to  »c: 
but  it  did   not  get  through   the  Common-. 
Religious  sects   and   political   partis  ar-i 
much  mixed  up  together  on  the  several  <:^.v. 
sions  it  was  before  the  Senate. 

In  1877,  Mrs.  Campbell's  case  was  nzu.i 
before  us,  and  it  ultimately  passed  tL 
Senate  that  session,  but  there  was  a  strnr; 
feeling  among  the  best  parliamentariar.- 
then  among  u.s,  that  the  procedure  was  aa- 
gether  irregular.  There  were  two  cl'-r 
divisions  on  the  bill  of  31  to  31.  I  v(,tFi: 
in  these  divisions,  in  which  the  bill  wis 
really  opposed  on  points  of  order  and  wai-! 
of  jurisdiction.  A  protest,  headed  by  Sir 
Alexander  Campbell,  was  entered  on  tlr 
Journals  of  tlie  Senate,  which  however  I  <r<. 
not  sign,  and  the  bill  sent  to  the  CoinniorA 
where  it  was  dropped.  This  is  the  only 
protest  of  the  kind,  to  be  found  on  o'j: 
Journals. 

There  was  also  this  year  the  Bate's  Relinf 
Bill  (No.  6),  passed  by  the  Senate  without 
the  "  yeas  and  nays  "  being  even  asked  tor, 
and  it  became  law. 

The  course  pursued  in  the  Bate's  case  of 
not  even  calling  for  names,  became  the  ruV 
thenceforward  of  the  opponents  of  divoivc 
on  principle,  and  has  been,  with  very  raiv 
exceptions,  adhered  to  until  the  present  dav. 
The  Roman  Catholic  senators  virtually  came 
to  the  conclusion  among  themselves  not  even 
to  vote  on  divorce  bills  where  Protest^ants 
alone  were  interested,  but  had  their  con- 
victions respected,  by  mutual  consent,  hv 
having  all  motions  on  such  bills  entenxi 
on  the  journals  as  carried  "on  division."  I 
will  show  as  I  proceed  how  strictly  this 
rule  has  been  followed,  and  oonsequetitlv 
how  unjust  are  the  charges  now  made  against 
them,  by  the  communication  laid  on  our  table. 
as  well  as  by  the  newspapers  that  commnoi- 
cation  has  misled. 

In  this  year  also  two  other  divorce  bills 
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"vwere  before  Parliament,  viz.,  Holwell's 
X^elief  Bill  (No.  37),  and  Scott's  Relief 
liill  (No.  80)  and  both  became  law.  In  the 
J^eiiate  the  "  ayes  and  nays  "  were  not  even 
».^s'lced  for  in  either  case  on  any  of  the 
re«».ding8. 

In  1878  the  following  divorce  cases  were 
l>e£ore  the  Senate  :  Hunter's  Relief  Bill 
<ISro.  29),  Johnston's  Relief  Bill  (No.  22) 
»r\d  Lyon's  Relief  Bill  (No.  24).  All  became 
la.-w,  and  all  passed  their  several  readings  in 
in  the  Senate  without  any  vote  being 
recorded  against  them. 

In  this  year,  Mrs.  Campbell  presented  a 
petition  to  sue  in  forma  pauperis,  but  the 
standing  orders  committee  reported  that  the 
rules  of  the  House  had  not  been  complied 
■with,  and  the  application  dropped. 

In   1879  Mr.  Campbell  again  petitioned 

for  divorce  from  bed  and  board,  with  alimony 

and  custody  of  childrem.     A  motion  made 

and    seconded   by   Senators   Cornwall   and 

I*enny  to  refer  the  bill  to  the  Supreme  Court 

for  ils  decision  on  points  of  law,  was  lost 

and  the  bill  ultimately  passed  both  Houses. 

In  1880  and  1881,  there  were  no  divorce 

bills   before  the   Senate,    so  far   as   I   can 

discover. 

In  1882,  there  was  Gardner's  Relief  Bill 
(No.  41)  before  the  House.  The  second  read- 
ing passed  without  the  "  ayes  "  and  "  nays  " 
being  asked  for,  but  the  bill  was  abandoned 
by  the  petitioner  before  the  committee,  who 
reported  accordingly. 

In  1883,  Nicholson's  Relief  Bill  (No.  63) 
was  the  only  one  before  us.  It  got  its  second 
reading  in  the  Senate  without  the  "  ayes  and 
nays  "  being  demanded,  but  it  was  dropped 
in  committee. 

In  1884,  Graham's  Relief  Bill  (No.  28) 
passed  the  Senate  and  Commons.  There  was 
no  vote  taken  against  it  in  the  Senate.  This 
was  the  only  bill  that  session. 

In  1885,the  following  divorce  bills  were  be- 
fore the  Senate.  Davis  Relief  Bill  (No.  31), 
Evan's  Relief  Bill  (No.  40),  Hatzfield's  Re- 
lief Bill  (No.  53),  all  of  which  became  law, 
and  passed  the  Senate  without  the  "  ayes  " 
and  "  nays "  being  asked  for  in  any  case. 
Also  Smith's  Relief  Bill  (No.  92),  which  was 
read  a  second  time  without  "  ayes "  and 
"  nays  "  being  a^ked  for  in  the  Senate.  This 
bill  was  dropped  before  the  committee,  who 
recommended  a  return  of  the  fee.  Also  Ter- 
ry's Relief  Bill  (No.  100),  which  passed  all 
its  readings  in  the  Senate  without  the  "  ayes  " 
and  "  nays"  being  asked  for,  and  became  law. 


In  1886,  there  was  but  one  divorce  case  be- 
fore parliament,  viz.:  Bissell's  Relief  Bill, 
which  went  through  all  its  readings  in  the 
Senate  without  names  being  asked  for. 

In  1887,  there  were  five  divorce  bills  be- 
fore parliament,  viz..  Ash's  Relief  Bill 
(No.  3),  Lavell's  Relief  Bill  (No.  65),  Mon- 
tieth's  Relief  Bill  (No.  76),  Noel's  Relief 
Bill  (No,  80),  Riddell's  Relief  Bill  (No.  109), 
all  of  which  became  law,  the  "  ayes''  and 
"  nays  "  not  being  asked  for  on  the  readings 
of  any  one  of  them. 

In  1888,  there  were  five  divorce  bills 
presented  to  this  House.  Irving's  Relief 
Bill  (No.  51),  which  passed  all  its  readings 
without  the  "  yeas  and  nays  ''  being  asked 
for;  Tudor's  Relief  Bill  (No.  119),  on  which 
there  was  a  division  of  yeas  32,  nays  19,  on 
the  third  reading ;  Middleton's  Relief  Bill 
(No.  65)  which  passed  the  second  reaping 
and  was  sent  to  committee  without  the 
"  yeas  "  or  "  nays  "  in  any  motion,  but  was 
dropped  before  the  committee ;  and  "White's 
Relief  Bill  (No.  113)  reported  against  by 
committee,  but  no  "  yeas  "  or  "  nays  "  called 
for  in  the  Senate. 

In  1889,  there  were  Bagwells  Relief  Bill 
(No.  8)  which  passed  all  its  readings  in  the 
Senate  without  names  being  asked  for  ; 
Lowry's  Relief  Bill  (No.  65)  on  which  there 
was  a  division,  on  the  third  reading,  of  28 
yeas  and  23  nays ;  Rosamond's  Relief  Bill 
(No.  97),  withdrawn  by  petitioner  and 
reported  by  the  committee  as  dropped  ;  and 
Wand's  Relief  Bill  passed  by  Senate  and 
Commons — without  "  yeas  and  nays  "  being 
asked  for  in  this  House. 

In  1890,  there  was  Walker's  Relief  Bill 
(No.  125),  which  passed  both  Houses  after 
a  division  in  the  Senate  on  the  third  rea  iing, 
of  23  to  16. 

In  1890  there  was  also  the  only  case  in 
which  the  Senate  ever  rejected  the  report  of 
a  committee,  the  case  of  the  Clapp  Relief 
Bill  (No.  23),  during  the  last  twenty-eight 
years,  the  vote  being  contents  8,  non-con- 
tents 35,  among  the  majority  being  14  of 
the  leading  Protestant  members  of  theSenate. 

In  1891,  there  were  four  applications  for 
divorce,  viz.,  Bristow's  Relief  Bill  (No.  14)  ; 
Ellis'  Relief  Bill  (No.  43)  :  Russworm'.s  Re- 
lief Bill  (No.  109)  ;  and  Tapley's  Relief 
Bill,  all  of  which  passed  the  Senate  and 
Commons,  with  no  "  ayes  and  nays  "  asked 
for  on  any  of  the  readings  of  any  one  of 
them  in  this  House. 

In  1892,  there  was   Aikin's   Relief   Bill 
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Bill  (No.  2),  which  passed  the  Senate  and 
Coiumons,  without  any  record  of  a  hostile 
vote  in  the  Senate  ;  the  Bennet  Relief 
Bill  (No.  6)  reported  against  by  the 
committee  without  any  adverse  vote  in 
the  Senate ;  the  Donigan  Relief  Bill 
(No.  27)  ;  and  the  Harrison  Relief  Bill 
(No.  28)  ;  both  of  which  passed  the  Senate 
without  an  adverse  vote  on  any  of  their 
readings  ;  also  Mead's  Relief  Bill  (No.  49), 
and  Wright's  Relief  Bill  (No.  88),  both  of 
which  passed  the  Senate  and  Commons  in 
precisely  the  same  way  as  stated  in  regard 
to  the  last  two  mentioned  cases. 

In  1893,  there  were  seven  divorce  cases 
before  parliament  ;  Balfour's  Relief  Bill 
(No.  5)  ;  Ballantyne's  Relief  Bill  (No.  6)  ; 
Doran's  Relief  Bill  (No.  36)  ;  Goffs  Relief 
Bill  (No.  43)  ;  Hebden's  Relief  Bill  (No. 
54) ;  Reward's  Relief  Bill  (No.  55)  ; 
Schwaller's  Relief  Bill  (No.  87)— all  of 
which  passed  the  Senate  and  Commons — 
with  no  hostile  vote  on  the  several  readings 
of  any  one  of  them  in  this  House. 

Tn  1894,  Dillon's  Relief  Bill  (No.  33)  ex- 
cited the  hostility  of  some  of  the  Roman 
Catholic  senators,  as  both  the  petitioner  and 
respondent  were  Roman  Catholics,  and  their 
marriage  had  been  entered  into  according 
to  the  rites  of  their  church.  There  were 
several  close  divisions  on  this  bill,  but  I  did 
not  vote  against  it.  Had  I  done  so,  it  would 
have  been  defeated,  for  it  passed  the  Senate 
by  only  a  majority  of  one,  and  became  law. 
The  vote  stood  21  to  20  on  the  last  division, 
and  several  Roman  Catholics  did  not  vote. 

There  were  also  this  year,  Downey's  Re- 
lief Bill  (No.  40),  the  second  and  third  read- 
ing, and  all  other  motions  [.assed  the  Senate 
without  the  "  ayes  and  nays ;"  Piper's  Relief 
Bill  (No.  106),  and  Thompson'^  Relief  Bill 
(No.  131),  the  several  readings  of  which 
pass'^d  the  Senate  without  the  "  ayes  and 
nays  "  being  called  for. 

In  1895,  the  present  year,  although  six  or 
seven  divorce  bills  have  been  before  the 
Senate  no  opposition  has  been  offered  in  the 
Senate,  except  in  the  Odell  case,  where  the 
wife  is  a  Catholic,  and  in  which  a  postpone- 
ment only  has  been  ordered  to  await  judicial 
proceedings  in  the  highest  court  in  the 
Dominion.  This  was  done  by  a  vote  of  28 
to  24,  five  Protestant  senators,  including 
the  Prime  Minister,  voting  with  the 
majority. 

Here  is  the  record.  I  have  been  careful 
in  my  searches,  and  I  don't  think  I  have 


omitted  anything,  but  if    I  have  inadiv- 
dently  done  so,  and  if  other  cases  can  ;»- 
found,  I  am  quite  sure  they  will  only  add  ^ 
the  strength  of  my  statement. 

The  fact  is,  then,  according  to  the  rwor.. 
that  with  one  single  exception,  naiDr.T. 
Clapp's  case  in  1890,  no  application  f.-r 
divorce,  since  confederation,  whether  frri; 
Protestant  or  Catholic,  has  been  rejected  1 . 
the  Senate,  that  has  been  favourably  rep.-r.- 
ed  by  a  divorce  committee  invariably  com- 
posed of  Protestants.  The  vote  being  as  ii- 
ready  stated  34  against  8 — with  14  Prwtts- 
tants  in  the  majority. 

I  have  now  only  to  expre^^s  the  hope  liia; 
the  newspapers  which  published  unjust  state- 
ments against  ceitain  members  of  itii: 
House  will,  as  a  matter  of  fairjilay,  gi>e 
equal  publicity  to  this  epitome  of  faot^  is 
reply  to  the  unjust  charges  publishe^l  again-i 
them. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  desire  to  add  a  fe» 
words  to  the  very  calm  and  delibera;* 
remarks  made  by  my  hon.  friend  from  Rich- 
mond, and  I  hope  I  will  do  so  in  the  same 
good  temper  that  he  has  shown.  Hon 
gentlemen  who  have  read  the  newspapers 
recently  published  will  have  noticed  that  s 
very  unfair  and  unjustifiable  attack  has  )>e«u 
madeupontheCatholicmembersof  the  Senat*' 
in  respect  to  their  alleged  aggressive  policj 
during  the  last  25  yeare.  They  have  taken 
up  the  echo  from  the  report  of  the  commit- 
tee. I  will  read  one  of  them  to  show  V'-a 
that  the  grievance  we  complain  of  is  a  real 
one.  Comments  were  made  in  the  GM".. 
Montreal  Herald,  the  Gazette,  and  Ottawa 
papers  and  the  press  all  over  the  Dominion. 
I  and  I  will  read  to  the  House  a  sample  of 
i  these  reports.  The  article  I  have  before  me 
I  is  from  the  Ottawa  Journal  : 

That  on  the  ground  of  their  private  ilenoi!>itt.«- 
tioiial  l)elief,  the  Roman  Catholic  senators  use  their 
public  positions  to  effect  injustice  against  pcrann? 
of  other  Uenominational  beliefs.  There  is  no  stop 
to  such  a  principle  short  of  inquisitional  fires. 

It  g^ies  on  in  the  same  strain  : 

Catholic  senators  might  be  pardoned  if  they 
merely  voted  against  the  applications  of  Caiholii;= 
for  divorce,  although  even  then  the  question  wouhl 
arise  whether  pulilic  men  morally  hound  to  honour 
the  constitution  of  their  country  could  rightly 
refuse  for  private  deuomiuational  i-eaaons  to  allnvr 
any  citizen  of  the  country  the  proper  benefit  of  it$ 
laws.  But  when  it  comes  to  Catholic  senators 
constantly  and  coldbloodedly  blocking  on  privaic 
Catholic  grounds  the  rights  to  Canadian  law  of 
people  who  are  not  Catholics,  the  matter  is  one 
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thiit  should  be  remedied  promptly  and  thoroughly 
by  the  government  of  the  country.  The  Catholic 
senators  should  let  alone  the  legal  and  constitu- 
tional rights  of  the  Protestant  part  of  the  people. 
If  they  will  not  let  these  alone,  it  is  the  govern- 
ment's duty  to  interfere. 

Further  on  the  report  reads  : 

The  majority  of  the  Senate  committee  on  divorce 
have  done  well  to  resign  in  order  to  bring  to  an 
issue  the  constant  blocking  by  Catholic  senators  of 
law  and  the  constitution  without  public  sense  or 
reason. 

I  think,  after  listening  to  these  extracts, 
that  those  of  us  who  have  read  similar  com- 
ments in  the  papers  will  feel  that  it  has 
been  a  very  unfair  and  unjustifiable  attack 
on  the  minority  of  the  chamber.  That  min- 
ority, whatever  may  be  their  view,  and 
feelings  on  the  subject,  recognize  that  a 
majority  in  this  chamber  differ  from  them 
and  I  now  state — and  the  record  will  bear 
me  out — that  on  no  occasion  have  the 
Catholic  senators  of  this  House  opposed  a 
divorce  bill  except  on  substantial  grounds, 
on  legal  groundt^,  on  grounds  that  have  been 
held  to  be  goofl  elsewhere.  I  will  just 
succinctly  state,  in  confirmation  of  what  the 
hon.  gentleman  who  read  his  paper  says, 
that  since  confederation  there  have  been 
eight  cases  rejected.  Of  those  eight  cases 
six  were  rejected  by  the  committee  who . 
reported  against  the  bill.  One  was  rejected 
by  the  Senate.  The  vote  stood  in  that  case 
eight  for  and  thirty-five  against,  and  a  num- 
ber of  Protestants  voted  against  the  bill. 
There  was  one  rejected  by  the  House  of 
Commons.  The  Catholic  members  took ! 
exception  to  it  and  it  was  rejected  there  by 
a  vole  of  70  against  35.  Thirty -seven  Pro- ; 
testant  •rentleuion  in  the  House  of  Com- 1 
mons  voted  auain'^t  it,  so  that  it  cannot  l)e 
said  that  in  any  one  of  those  cases  the 
Catholic  element  had  anything  whatever  to 
do  with  whether  the  bill  pas.sed  or  was 
rejected.  In  the  House  of  Commons  the  , 
lawyers  in  that  case  took  precisely  the ' 
ground  that  the  opponents  of  the  bill  took 
here.  It  wa'<  in  the  year  1890.  There  was 
a  great  deal  of  interest  manifested  in  the 
case  here.  That  was  the  Emily  Walker 
case.  Sir  John  Mac  lonald,  in  speaking  on  I 
that  case  said  :  ' 

There  is  a  great  deal  to  Ijv  said  for  the  position  ' 
taken  by  the  Catholic  Church  against  divorce  in 
any  rase  :  but  looking  at  the  statement  we  Hnd  in  . 
the  Scriptures  that  for  the  cause  of  adultery 
divorce  should  be  allowed.  I  have  always  voted  i 
in  that  direction.  But  I  will  steadily  oppose  in  I 
every  possible  way  any  further  extension  of  the 


I  rule.     My   hon.   friend   says   that  if  a  bill  of   this 
I  kind  is  refused,  it  wouM  cause  an  excitement  in  the 
'  country  for  the  establishment  of  divorce  courts.    I 
am  opposed  to  the  estivblishment  of  divorce  courts; 
'  I  think  it  has  had  a  ba<l  effect  in  EnglancI  ;  ami  I 
am  well  satisfied  that  our  practice  should  continue. 
But  if  we  had  a  divorce  court  established  to-morrow 
it  would  decide  according  to  law,  and  acconling  to 
'  the  law  of  England  ;  and   according  to  the  law  of 
divorce  as  known   in   England,  and   as  it  exists, 
therefore,  in  this  country,  tliere  wouhl  under  that 
I  court  be  no  relaxation  of  the   rule  as   known  an<l 
I  established   both   in   England  ami   in  the  British 
Empire  generally.     On  the  other  hantl,  if  '.here  is 
to  lie  any  laxity,  if  this  legislature  is  going  to  a>lopt 
the  course  taken  by  too   many   of   the  state  legis- 
latures of  the  United  States,  I  would  go  in  iinine- 
I  diately  for  the  estiiblishnicnt  of  a  divorce  court. 
I  A  court  of  judges  learned  in  the  law,  who  would 
,  decide  according  to  the  law  of  England. 

In  that  particular  ca.se  the  divorce  com- 
mittee felt  very  mucli  grieved,  no  doubt,  at 
their  report  being  thrown  out  by  the  House 
of  Commons ;  but  that  wh.s  the  opinion  of 
Sir  John  Macdonald  on  the  subject.  I  must 
read  the  opinion  of  Mr  Dickey,  who  was 
quite  positive  : 

This  is  not  a  case  in  which  there  is  an}-  ele- 
ment, so  far  as  I  can  see  from  the  evidence,  that 
would  justify  this  House  iu  assisting  her  to  dis- 
solve the  marriage. 

Were  the  Catholic  meml»ers  right  in  vot- 
ing as  they  did  in  that  case.  1  I  do  not 
think  that  their  conduct  can  be  scrutinized 
when  the  members  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons took  the  same  view.  Then,  in  refer- 
ence to  the  case  on  which  there  were  divi- 
sions in  this  House ;  in  the  Campbell  case 
the  division  was  not  on  account  of  religiom 
beli.f  at  all,  because  in  the  minority  were 
Allen,  Almon,  Campbell,  Kaulbaoh,  McClel- 
an,  Macdonald,  Simpson,  Pozer  and  Vidal. 
So,  the  Catholics  wer*  not  an  element  in 
the  consideration  of  that  case.  la  the 
Susan  Ashe  case,  the  division  was  on  spet-ial 
grounds  that  were  named  and  they  were 
supported  by  two  meml)ers  of  the  commit- 
tee, Mr.  Haythorne  and  Mr.  Dickey.  The 
chairman  of  the  committee,  Mr.  Kaulbach, 
also  voted  against  the  bill,  but  Mr.  Dickey 
and  Mr.  Haythorne  were  members  of  the 
committee.  That  is  the  only  case  in  1887 
there  was  any  opposition  to.  In  1888  there 
was  a  division,  but  it  was  favoured  by  the 
Protestant  element  and  not  the  Catholic 
element  at  all.  It  was  the  Eleanor  Tudor 
case.  On  that  division  were  Mclnnes  (B.C.), 
Macdonald  (B.C.)  and  MacFarlane  who  were 
members  of  the  connnittee.  Would  it  not  be 
most  unreasonable  to  say  those  gentlemen, 
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having  heard  the  evidence  and  formed  opin- 
ions, should  be  precluded  from  expressing 
those  opinions  when  it  came  to  this  cham- 
ber? There  was  really  no  opposition  to 
any  of  the  cases  except  for  cause.  In  1891 
there  was  an  amendment,  moved  to  the  El- 
lis case  by  Mr.  McCallum,  seconded  by  Mr. 
Cochrane.  It  was  not  instigated  by  the 
Catholic  members,  and  tlie  bill  underwent 
some  change  in  the  other  House.  In  lt<92 
five  cases  were  before  the  House  and  there 
was  no  opposition.  In  1 893,  7  cases  and  no 
opposition  ;  in  1894,  6  cases  and  no  opposi- 
tion ex'.ept  in  the  Dillon  case,  and  I  do  not 
hesitate  to  say  that  the  grounds  taken  were 
perfectly  sound,  and  if  the  party  had  b'-en  a 
Protestant  he  would  not  have  been  granted 
a  divorce.  I  suppose,  unfortunately,  a  ieel- 
ing  crept  into  the  chamber,  but  finally  he 
was  granted  the  bill,  although  it  was  refus- 
ed at  first.  On  the  second  occasion  there 
were  more  members  present  who  voted  for 
the  bill  and  not  so  many  opposed  it,  and 
the  hon.  gentleman  from  Halifax  discussed 
it  on  the  question  of  the  abandonment  of  the 
wife.  I  quoted  some  English  cases  which 
decided  that  where  a  man  places  his  wife  in 
such  a  position  that  she  was  likely  to  be 
tempted,  the  court  refused  him  the  divorce. 
In  this  case  the  petitioner  left  and  went  to 
England  and  was  absent  for  some  time.  I 
think  it  was  an  extreme  case,  more  especial- 
ly under  the  circumstances.  Then  there 
were  the  two  cases  before  us  this  session.  In 
the  first  case  the  petitioner  himself  was  an 
appellant  before  the  Supreme  Court,  and 
that,  of  itself,  ought  to  have  precluded  the 
Senate  from  considering  his  case.  Now,  in 
order  to  show  how  much  we  were  guided  in 
the  early  days  by  the  courts,  the  very  first 
case  that  came  before  this  Senate  after  con- 
federation was  in  1 868,  Mr.  Whitehead's  case. 
I  think  Mr.  Allan  was  chairman  of  the  com- 
mittee and  they  were  guided  entirely  by  the 
exemplification  of  the  judgment  of  the 
court  in  the  other  provinces,  which  they  re- 
fused to  take  cognizance  of  it  the  other  day, 
but  in  the  former  case  the  committee  grant- 
ed the  divorce.  In  the  early  days,  after 
confederation,  we  did  rely  to  a  very  con--ider- 
able  extent  on  the  courts  for  any  assistance 
or  information  that  could  be  obtained  from 
the  judgments  to  be  found  there.  Hon. 
gentlemen  must  recognize  the  fact  unless 
they  are  ipno/aclo  in  favour  of  the  principle 
of  divorce,  (and  I  doubt  if  any  of  them  are, 
wholly  apart  from  the  religious  aspect  of  the 


question)   that  it   is   not    in    the  interests 
of    the    country    that    the    dome-tic     ti? 
should  be    too    freely  broken  up.     Experi- 
ence    teaches    us    in    all     couniries,    tbv 
the  greater   the    facilities   for  divorce  tbr 
greater  the  number  of  cases  you  have.     Wf 
have  had  56  since  confederation,  and  If*  <^' 
them  have  come  up  in  the    last  three  yearv 
It  is  evident  that  the  numbers  are  increasinj:. 
and  it  ought  rather  to  be  a  source  of  sai:*- 
faction  to  hon.  gentlemen  if  there  was  some- 
thing of  a  brake  placed  upon  the  granting  of 
divorces,  and  that  we  should  not  grant  the.'o 
too   freely.     In  the   case  on    which     there 
was   a  division     the   other   day,      we     iVlt 
that  it  was  an  innovation  to  relieve  the  peti- 
tioner entirely  from  the  payment  of  the  ft?e 
and  allow  her  to  proceed  im  Jbrnta  patiptrU. 
It  was  said  that  there  were  several  cases  in 
point.     There  was  not  a  case  in  point,  ilrs. 
Catnpbell  was  allowed  to  obtain  her  divort* 
without  the  payment  of  money,  but  it  must 
be  recollected  that  her  husband  paid  $"200 : 
and  there  was  an  application  on  his  part  t» 
get  the  money  back  and  Parliament  would 
not  give  it  to  him.     That  wa.s  an  important 
factor  in  influencing  the  House  to  allow  her 
to  proceed  without  the  payment  of  this  fee. 
j  The  Campbell  case  was  before   the   Senate 
for  four  years ;  the  first  year  it  was  an  ap- 
plication from   Campbell.      The  committee 
converted  it  into  a  recommendation  that  she 
should  not  be  granted  a  divorce    a  jn/;ji«j  el 
tlioro,  and  that  a  certain   amount  of  money 
should  be  paid  to  her.    It  did  not  go  through 
at  first,  but  was  finally  granted.     In   refer- 
ence to  the  other  cases    where   money   was 
returned,  it  has  been  the  rule  of  Parliament 
where  ordinary  bills  are  brought  which  only 
go  a  certain  distance,    to   return    the  fee. 
That  was  done  in  a  number  of  cases  rejected 
by  the  committee. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— That  is  the 
balance. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Yes.  We  entered 
our  protest  against  allowing  cases  of  that 
kind  to  come  in  forma  pauperU,  as  being 
very  improper  and  oifering  great  induce- 
ments to  persons  to  apply  for  divorce.  We 
stated  there  was  no  practical  precedent  for 
it.  The  case  of  Mrs.  Campbell  could  not  be 
quoted,  and  the  other  cases  had  no  relevance 
whatever  :  it  was  simply  a  return  of  so 
much  of  the  money.  Now  I  do  not  propose 
to  go  into  this  matter  further  than  to  expi>iss 
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"tlie  hope  that  those  newspaper  men   who 
liave  so  libelled  the  Catholic  members  of  the 
Senate  should,  on  hearing  this  proper  explan- 
ation, withdraw  the  charges.     I  am  sure  the 
gentleman  who   drew  up  this  report  did  it 
liastily  without  looking  into  the  record  of 
cases,       I  am  sure,  from  the  kindly  feeling 
those  gentlemen   have   always   evinced  to- 
'w-ards  the  mnjority,    that  they  would   not 
desire  to  place  them  in  a  false  position,  and 
I  for  one  was  quite  glad  when  it  was  pro- 
posed to  withdraw  this  report,   but  it  was 
only  fair  to  those  who  had  been  so  maligned 
And    abused  outside   thn   chamber,    that   a 
correct  statement  should  go  abroad  in  order 
that  our  position  might  be  justified. 

Hon.  Sir  FRANK  SMITH— I  am  not  at 
all  sorry  that  a  statement  of  facts  has  l:>een 
read  by  the  hon.  member  from  Richmond 
after  what  has  taken  place  in  this  chamber. 
It  is  but  fair  that  some  such  action  should 
be  taken  to  place  the  matter  fairly  and 
squarely  before  the  House  and  the  country, 
to  show  that  the  minority  in  the  Senate  are 
not  altogether  guilty  of  what  has  been  stat- 
ed in  the  press,  although  there  may  be  some 
of  them  that  feel  that  they  are  doing  their 
duty  in  opposing  divorce.  The  first  speech 
that  I  ever  made  in  this  House  was  on  a 
divorce  matter.  I  then  said  it  was  unfair 
and  unbecoming  of  any  Catholic  in  this 
House  to  vote  against  a  bill  to  divorce  a 
Protestant.  I  said,  moreover,  that  when  a 
man  or  woman  comes  to  this  court — l>ecause 
this  is  the  only  court  they  have,  and  we  are 
all  judges — we  should  not  question  them  as 
to  what  church  they  belong  to.  We  should 
have  nothing  to  do  with  that ;  they  come  to 
the  court  and  ask  relief,  and  that  relief 
should  be  given  to  them  if  the  evidenc  •  is 
sufficient  to  show  that  they  are  entitled  to 
it.  I  say  further  as  a  Catholic,  that  I  can 
vote  for  a  divorce  bill  as  a  member  of  this 
court,  without  interfering  in  any  shape  or 
form  with  my  duty  to  my  church,  because  I 
am  not  sent  here  to  show  my  personal  feel- 
ings, I  am  here  to  vote  according  to  the 
evidence  brought  before  me.  That 
being  the  case,  from  the  day  I  came  here  I 
have  always  taken  the  same  course,  I  ad- 
vised my  fellow  Catholics  not  to  interfere 
with  the  rights  of  Protestants  and  I  am 
pleased  to  see  that  the  member  from  Rich- 
mond has  shown  that  we  are  not  guilty  of 
what  we  are  accused  of,  and  that  a  number 
of  Protestant   gentlemen,    as  well   as   the 


Catholics,  are  opposed  to  divorce.  It  has 
been  stated  that  no  Protestant  senator  had 
anything  to  do  with  the  opposition  to  those 
divorces,  but  that  is  not  right,  because 
'  several  of  them  feel  that  it  is  not  proper 
I  that  divorces  should  be  granted  here.  Last 
year  I  was  away  when  the  J  )ilIon  Divorce 
I  Bill  was  rejected  in  this  House  by  a  very 
small  majority.  A  member  spoke  to  me 
about  it.  I  said  it  was  unfair  for  people 
who  did  not  believe  in  divorce  under  any 
circumstances  to  interfere  with  those  bills, 
and  that  I  would  vote  for  the  re-introduc- 
tion of  that  bill  in  the  House  for  the  pur- 
pose of  giving  the  petitioner  fair  play  before 
this  court;  but  I  also  told  him  that  when  it 
came  up  in  the  House  I  would  not  vote  for 
the  bill.  I  kept  my  word.  When  it  came 
to  be  restoretl  to  the  order  paper  I  voted 
that  the  petition-  r  should  be  allowed  to 
come  in  and  get  fair  play. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— I  voted  with   you 
!  on  that  occasion. 

Hon.  Sir  FRANK  S^VIITH— So  it  must 
not  be  put  down  that  we  are  so  bigoted  that 
we  would  nut  allow  any  one  to  have  rights 

I  in  this  House  who  does  not  feel  as  we   do. 

I I  am  not  one  of  tho.se  who  take  that  stand 
!  and  never  will  be,  and  I  am  pleased  now 

that  my  hon.  friend  from  Richmond  and 
the  leader  of  the  opposition  have  mode  a 
plain  statement  of  the  facts.  It  is  just  as 
well  that  the  country  should  know  that  we 
i  are  not  as  bad  as  we  are  painted. 

I      It  being  Six  o'clock  the  Speaker  left  the 
I  Chair. 

After  Recess. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES  (B.C.)  resumed  the 
debate.  He  said  : — I  was  very  much  pleas- 
ed this  afternoon  with  the  calm  and  broad 
spirit  in  which  the  hon.  gentlemen  from 
Richmond,  from  Ottawa  and  from  Toronto 
discussed  the  question  before  the  House. 
They  dealt  with  it  in  a  manner  that  must 
have  commended  itself  to  every  hon.  gentle- 
man here,  and  I  will  endeavour  to  follow  the 
I  good  example  set  me  in  that  regard.  The 
hon.  gentleman  from  Richmond  and  the 
hon.  gentleman  from  Ottawa,  cited  a  great 
number  of  cases — in  fact  I  think  he  went 
back  to  the  beginning  of  confederation  and 
cited  every  divorce  case   that  came   before 
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I 
this  House.  As  a  member  of  that  com- !  in  this  case  they  had  no  evidence,  yet  tb^ 
mittee,  and  one  who  saw  fit  to  attach  his !  House,  without  evidence,  without  havic.- 
name  to  the  communication  which  is  now  i  heard  the  arguments  of  counsel  on  eithr- 
under  discussion,  I  felt  it  only  due  to  myself  '  side,  without  hesitation  reversed  the  deliU 
and  the  Hou«e  to  give  my  reason  for  taking]  erate  judiiment  arrived  at  by  a  liirge  nu 
that  step.  The  cases  which  the  hon.  gentle- 1  jority  in  the  committee  ;  not  only  that,  tat 
men  cited  here  today  were  not  at  all  paral- 1  in  a  most  imperative  way  they  ordered  ti.- 
lel  to  the  one  that  came  before  the  House  a  :  committee  to  reverse  their  decision.  WhiW 
week  or  ten  days  ago,  in  fact  there  is  no ,  I  am  always  willing  to  bow  to  the  will  •;•: 
analogy  whatever  between  the  cases.  Every  \  the  majority  of  this  House,  I  claim  that  r 
case  that  the  hon.  gentlemen  cited  was  one  in  was  placing  the  members  of  that  committir^ 
which  the  evidence  had  been  brought  down  in  a  most  degrading  and  humiliating  positino. 
and  placed  in  the  hands  of  the  hon.  gentle- :  To  be  ordered  to  reverse  our  dtliberst* 
men  in  this  House,  so  that  they  were  in  Judgment  and  to  bring  in  a  report  contrary 
almost  as  good  a  position  to  form  a  judgment '  to  our  judgment,  contrary  to  the  arguments 
as  the  committee  who  heard  and  took  the  which  had  convinced  our  minds,  was  placine 
evidence.  This  report  that  was  submitted  the  committee  in  a  \  ery  humiliating  pi>5i- 
about  10  days  ago  to  the  Senate  was  approv- :  tion,  and  I  made  up  my  mind  that  I  should 
ed  by  the  committee  unanimously,  with  one  never  be  placed  in  such  a  position  again  an-i 
exception,  after  hearing  counsel  on  btith  even  if  I  should  be  taken  in  charge  by  tn^ 
sides  for  over  two  hours.  The  committee,  in  !  Serjeant-at-Arms,  I  should  refuse  ever  ti> 
order  to  be  thoroughly  seized  with  all  the  '  submit  to  such  an  indignity  again.  (Cnrs 
facts  connected  with  the  case,  set  a  day  i  of  "  order.")  I  am  perfectly  in  order, 
apart  to  suit  the  convenience  and   at   the ! 

request  of  counsel  on  both  sides.     We  heard  i      Hon.  Mr.  POWER — The  hon.  gentleman 
the   legal   aspects   of   the   question   argued  j  means  he  will  not  be  a  party  to  such  a  report 
fully,  and  with  the  e.xception  of  one  mem- 1  again, 
ber  of  the  committee   we   were  unanimous  ( 

in  recommendinir  to  the  House  that  the  case  !  Hon.  Jlr.  McINNES. — I  will  not  serve 
be  proceeded  with.  Hon.  gentlemen  who  1  on  the  committee — that  is  what  I  mean  and 
were  here  on  that  occasion  will  remember  1  what  I  intend  to  do.  Let  me  give  a  far- 
that  when  the  report  came  before  the  Sen-  ]  allel  case  by  way  of  illustration  ;  a  suit 
ate  for  consideration,  the  majority  reversed  before  one  of  our  courts.  The  arguments 
the  decision  of  8  out  of  9  members  of  thut  I  are  heard  by  a  jury  who  spend  hours 
committee.  I  in     listening;    to    both     sides     and    brin;; 

'  in    a    certain  verdict:   suppose    outsideis, 
Hon.  Mr.   KAULBACH— Seven  out  of  j  ^^.jj^   ^^^^j.   ^eard   any   of   the   arguments. 

''"'^*  1  .should  reverse  the  verdict  of  the  jury,  would 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES— I  beg  the  the  hon.  \  "o*  *»oi.  gentlemen  here  consider  it  an  extra- 
gentleman's  pardon;  the  hon.  „entlen.an  !  «'^'naO' thing  to  do  ?  Yet  that  is  the  posi- 
from  Shell  River  voted  with  the  majority  in  *»«»  >"  ^hich  the  majority  of  the  comnutt«- 
the  committee  and  the  hon.  gentleman  from  ,  *«lt  themselves  p  aced.  Had  it  l»en  a  case 
Lunenburg  himself  was  the  only  member  ,  iJ^.^^hich  the  evidence  had  been  adduced an.l 
who  dissented.  '  submitted  to  the  House,  I  for  one  would  not 

1  feel  offended,  but  in  this  case  we  are  the 

Hon.  Mr.    KAULBACH— The   original  1  jurfges,   and   I    claim   the  only  competent 

chairman  was  not  present.     I  am  right  as  I  judges,  to  decide  whether  it  was  a  case  that 

to  the  number.  I  should  be  proceeded  with  or  not.     When  a 

j  jury  is  empanelled,  I  understand  it  is  the 
Hon.  Mr.  McINNES — After  hearing  the  1  right,  and  not  only  the  right  but  the  duty, 
case,  the  report  was  approved  of  by,  at  any  ]  of  counsel  whenever  tht-y  know  that  a 
rate,  seven  out  of  the  nine  members.  The  ;  juryman  has  preconceived  ideas  in  connec- 
report  made  here  was  different  from  any  '  tion  with  the  case  that  is  to  come  before 
that  have  been  referred  to  in  t  he  cases  cited  '  him,  or  has  in  any  was  expressed  an  opinion 
by  the  hon.  gentlemen  from  Richmond  and  '  upon  it,  to  immediately  challange  him  and 
from  Ottawa.  In  all  those  cases,  hon. '  have  his  name  struck  ofiF  the  list.  That  is 
gentlemen  had  the  evidence  before  them  ;  i  the  practice  in  our  courts,  and  a  very  just 
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and  proper  one  it  is.  We  were  acting  as 
judges  on  that  committee.  We  went  there 
without  having  any  leaning  for  or  against 
the  petitioner  or  the  respondent.  We 
judged  the  case  on  its  merits,  as  far  as  w6 
possibly  could,  and  made  a  recommendation 
which  the  House  rejected. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— You  did  not  hear 
the  merits. 

Hon.  Mr.    McINNES-We   heard    the 
statements   of  counsel.     If  we  had   acted 
hastily,    or   without   due   consideration,   it 
would  have  been  different,  but  wegave  every- 
one a  full  opportunity  to  be  heard.     Every 
hon.  gentleman  when  he  is  appointed  to  this 
House,  as  I  understand  it,  assumes  all  the 
responsibilities    and  all    the    privileges  at- 
tached to  the  position,  aud  I  claim  that  if 
the  large  majority  of  the  committee  have 
forfeited    the    confidence     of     the    House 
they  should   be  allowed  to  resign  and  let 
those    who  so    strongly    opposed    our    re- 
port  be   placed   on  that    committee.     We 
ha%'e   divorce   courts   in  some   of  the   pro- 
vinces and  if  I  mistake   not  some  of  the 
judge.«  who  preside  in  those  courts  are  Ro- 
man Catholics.      Will  it  be  said  for  a  mo-  i 
ment,  if  a  divorce  case  came  before  a  Roman  • 
Catholic  judge  in  Nova  Scotia,  Prince  Ed- , 
ward  Island,    New    Brunswick,   or  British  I 
Columbia,    that  he   would  not  be  in  duty  ] 
bound  to  try  that  case  ? 

Hon.    Mr.    DeBOUCHERVILLE— It 
would  be  against  the  law. 

Hon.  Mr.  McTNNES— I  will  read  the 
remarks  of  one  of  the  most  respected  mem- 
bers in  the  House,  a  gentleman  who  is  look- 
ed upon  as  a  liberal  and  fair  minded  man  in 
every  sense  of  the  word,  and  who  is  also 
a  Roman  Catholic.  I  refer  to  the  Senate 
Debates  for  1889,  at  page  294.  The  hon. 
gentlemati  from  Alexandria  moved  the  six 
months'  hoist  in  the  Lowry  divorce  case.  I 
That  was  discussed  for  a  considerable  length 
of  time  and  the  late  Mr.  Carvell,  late  Lieu- 
tenant-Governor of  Prince  Edward  Island, 
expressed  himself  in  the  following  words  : 

Hon.  Mr.  CARVELL — While  syiii)tatluziiig  very 
largely  with  the  mover  of  the  ainenclineiit,  I  rise  to 
ask  this  honourable  House  to  excuse  me  from  voting, 
because  I  have  not  seen  the  evidence.  I  under- 
stand that  it  is  the  proper  thing  to  furnish  every 
member  of  the  House  with  a  copy  of  the  evidence. 
I  have  not  seen  it,  or  been  able  to  read  it,  and 
therefore,  I  cannot  vote  ufion  the  Bill. 


Hon.  Mr.  McMILLAN— I  did  move  the 
six  month's  hoist  in  that  case,  and  did  so 
because  I  did  not  think  the  evidence  justified 
thjs  House  in  granting  a  divorce,  and  I  may 
say  further,  that  I  was  agreeably  surprised 
and  satisfied  when  I  found  that  the  Right 
Hon.  Sir  John  Thompson  in  the  House 
moved  the  six  months'  hoist  to  the  bill  on 
the  same  grounds. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES  (B.C.)— I  have  no 
fault  to  find  with  the  hon.  gentleman  from 
Glengarry  for  the  course  that  he  took  on 
that  occasion. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMILLAN- That  is  the 
only  case  in  which  I  ever  voted  in  this 
House  on  a  divorce  case. 

Hon.  Mr.  MoINNES— I  do  not  want  the 
hon.  gentleman  to  imagine  that  I  find 
fault  with  what  he  did  on  that  occasion,  but 
after  Mr.  Carvell  had  delivered  himself,  the 
Hon.  Mr.  Smith,  now  Sir  Frank  Smith, 
made  the  following  remarks,  to  which  I  wish 
hon.  gentlemen  to  pay  particular  attention  : 

Hon.  Mr.  SMITH — I  rise  to  take  the  same  posi- 
tion as  my  lion,  friend  from  Prince  Edward  Island; 
I  have  not  read  the  evidence,  and  am  not,  there- 
fore, prepare<l  to  vote  one  way  or  the  other.  My 
feeling  is  that  in  this  oases,  the  Senate  is  a  court ; 
the  law  of  the  land  allows  people  who  seek  relief  of 
this  charactor  to  apply  to  us  fordivorce  ;  the  Senate 
hasseenproper  to  appoint  a  committee  to  investi- 
gate these  cases.  The  House,  I  believe,  has  exer- 
cised a  wise  discretion  in  selectini;  the  best  men  to 
form  a  committee,  inasmuch  as  the  law  of  the  land 
permits  divorce  under  certain  circumstances, 
though  I  conscientiously  believe  that  divorce  should 
not  be  granted  at  all.  I  would  be  disreganling  my 
duty  as  a  member  of  the  Senate  if  I  were  to  vote 
against  the  report  without  knowing  anything  of  its 
merits.  I  do  not  take  the  ground  that  I  have  no 
right  to  vote  bore  on  such  a  bill  ;  I  think  I  have. 
Although  the  church  to  which  I  belong  is  opposed 
to  divorce  under  any  circumstances,  I  say  that  if  I 
were  a  meniberof  that  committee,  and  the  evidence, 
to  my  mind,  was  sufficient  to  warrant  the  petitioner 
in  seeking  relief,  anil  good  reason  was  shown  why 
scpai-ation  shoulil  take  place,  I,  as  a  member  of 
that  court,  acting  in  a  judicial  capacity,  which 
have  a  right  to  vote  yea  or  nay  on  that  subject.  I 
do  not  bring  my  conscience  in.  I  have  no  right  to 
bring  my  conscience  in  here  to  deprive  any  person 
of  a  right  which  the  law  of  the  land  affords  him.  I 
have  taken  that  ground  ever  since  I  became  a  mem- 
l)er  of  the  .Senate.  I  feel  that  way  now,  but  inas- 
much as  I  am  not  familiar  with  the  details  of  this 
easel  think  it  would  be  unreasonable  and  unju-st  to 
vote  against  the  rejxjrt.  If  it  is  possible  for  the  com- 
mittee to  afford  members  of  this  House  an  oppor- 
tunity to  read  the  evidence  in  those  unfortunate 
cases,  perhaps  it  would  be  better  for  us  all  that 
it  should  be  inclosed  in  an  envelope  to  each  member 
of  this  House,  so  that  he  could  inform  himself  of 
the  facts  before  being  called  upon  to  vote. 
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Hon.  Mr.  BOTSFORD— The  evidence  was  cir- 
culated. 

Hon.  Mr.  SMITH — Not  in  an  envelope.  As  an 
ordinary  printed  document  one  may  take  notice  of 
it  or  not.  I  do  not  speak  for  myself  aloue,  but  for 
many  other  members  of  the  House  who  have  not 
read  the  evidence  and  are  obliged  to  take  the 
report  of  the  committee.  Most  members  of  the 
Senate  will  accept  the  report  of  the  comiiiittee 
and  if  it  was  a  matter  I  was  in  the  habit  of  voting 
upon,  I  would  consider  tlie  committee  a  safe  guide  ; 
but  still  the  evidence  should  be  in  the  hands  of 
everyone  who  is  called  upon  to  consider  the  bill. 
There  may  l>e  "put  up  jobs  ;  "  no  doubt,  there  are 
such  cases,  and  I  think  the  more  dithcult  it  is  to 
obtain  a  divorce  the  better.  Xo  Catholic  conies 
here  to  ask  for  a  divorce.  When  we  are  joined 
together  we  know  that  it  is  until  death  parts  us, 
but  that  is  no  reason  why  Roman  Catholics 
should  come  in  here  and  <leny  to  other  people,  who 
view  the  matter  in  a  different  light,  the  rights 
which  the  law  grants  them.  I,  for  one,  am  not 
prepared  to  do  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— The  speech  of  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  Toronto  (Mr.  Smith)  explains  a 
circumstance  which  has  sometimes  puzzled  me.  To 
my  knowledge,  he  is  a  clear-headed,  business-like 
man,  and  a  conscientious  man  ;  and  I  have  often 
wondered  how  it  was  that  he  supported  some  of  the 
Government  measures  that  have  been  brought  be- 
fore this  House.  His  si)eeoh  just  now  explains  it. 
He  says  that  when  he  comes  here  he  leaves  his 
conscience  behind  him. 

Hon.  Mr.  SMITH — I  say  that  every  man  that 
conies  here  should  do  as  a  citizen  of  the  land.  He 
has  no  right  to  let  his  conscience  stand  between 
him  and  his  plain  duty  as  a  citizen— he  has  no 
right  to  let  his  religious  scruples  prevent  him  from 
giving  to  every  citizen  the  rights  that  the  law  of 
the  land  affords  him.  It  is  on  the  same  principle 
th^t  a  Catholic  judge  acts  when  lie  is  appointed 
to  preside  in  a  court  of  law.  When  a  matter 
comes  )>efore  him  that  he  conscientiously  thinks  is 
not  right,  does  he  permit  that  to  .interfere,  with 
the  discharge  of  his  duty  !  JCo.  He  administers 
the  law  as  he  finds  it. 

When  the  division  wa*  taken  the  vote 
stood  28  for  the  report  of  the  committee 
and  23  against  it.  Every  Roman  Catholic 
in  the  chamber  (the  hon.  gentlemen  from 
Toronto,  and  from  Richmond,  and  some 
others  absented  themselves)  voted  against 
the  bill.  The  hon.  gentleman  from  Truro, 
the  junior  member  from  Halifax,  and  the 
late  Hon.  Mr.  Stevens  voted  with  the  min- 
ority, but  not  one  Roman  Catholic  voted  with 
the  majority.  I  cannot  imagine  a  fairer  or 
more  sensible  view  to  take  of  the  situation 
than  that  which  the  hon.  gentleman  from 
Toronto  'lescribed  in  the  speech  which  I 
have  quoted.  I  do  claim  that  it  is  placing 
those  of  us  who  believe  differently  from 
our  Roman  Catholic  friends  in  a  very 
awkward  position,    and,    I    say   it    in    all 


kindness,  I  do  think,  ualess  the  Homas 
Catholic  members  of  this  House  have  undeni- 
able evidence  that  a  divorce  should  not  hi 
granted,  they  should  refrain  from  takinc 
any  part  in  the  proceedings.  If  they  persist 
in  taking  the  course  they  have  hitherto  pur- 
sued, I  claim  it  is  the  duty  of  this  House  to 
insist  that  they  shall  serve  on  the  Dirorc« 
Committee.  If  the  present  committee, or  any 
other  committee  that  may  be  formed,  arc 
not  discharging  their  duty  properly,  I  shonJd 
like  to  see  Roman  Catholic  niemliers 
appointed  to  take  our  place. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT — It  is  a  parliamentan 
rule  that  no  one  who  is  opposetl  to  a  princi- 
ple should  act  on  a  committee  that  deal- 
with  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES  (B.C.)— I  can  assure 
the  hon.  member  from  Ottawa  that  ther« 
are  men  on  that  committee  to-day  who  an 
conscientiously  opposed  to  granting  divorct*. 
I  know  two  for  whom  I  can  speak.  But 
they  recognize  the  duty  they  owe  the  Houst 
and  have  serv«Kl  on  the  committee.  One 
outcome  which  I  think  will  result  from  the 
action  of  the  House  in  forcing  the  majority 
of  the  committee  into  a  certain  position  will 
be  the  establishment  before  very  long  of  u 
divorce  court,  either  he;  e  in  Ottawa  for  the 
provinces  that  have  no  divorce  courts,  or  one 
in  each  of  the  provinces  that  require  them. 
I  am  perfectly  satisfied,  not'vithstanding  the 
views  held  by  others,  that  it  would  not 
increase  the  number  of  divorces.  I  have 
been  a  iiieml>er,  almost  continuously,  of  the 
divorce  committee  for  the  last  13  or  U 
years,  and  I  am  perfectly  satisfied  that  in  a 
number  of  cases  that  came  before  us,  some 
3'ears  ago,  where  divorces  were  granted,  a 
legal  tribunal  would  not  have  granted 
them  at  all.  I  am  as  much  opposed  tv 
the  dissolution  of  the  marriage  tie  as 
any  one  except  for  the  one  cause  which  »e 
recognize  as  ground  for  divorce.  I  believe 
if  chat  were  made  the  only  cause  for  divorce, 
the  number  would  not  be  increased  by  the 
establishment  of  a  court.  Hon.  gentlemen 
have  referred  to  the  enormous  number  of 
divorces  granted  on  the  other  side  of  the 
line,  but  people  can  get  divorces  there  for  a 
variety  of  causes.  I  have  heard  of  a  lady 
who  applied  for  a  divorce  because  her  hus- 
band's too  nails  were  long  and  scratched  her. 
Other  cases  have  occurred  where  the  wife 
would  not  sew  on  buttons  for  her  husband 


Digitized  by 


Google 


[JUNE  20,  1895] 


365 


and  a  great  many  trivial  things  like  that,  be- 
sides incompatibility  of  temper  are  admitted 
as  grounds  for  separatic>n.     I  am  satisfied 
that   the   number  will   not   increase  if  we ! 
grant  divorce  for  adultery  only,  and  it  will ; 
be   the   means   of   keeping   a   great    many  j 
Canadians  at  home  who  now  go  to  the  United 
States  for  relief  instead  of  seeking  a  divorce 
here  at  enormous  cost.     They  will  remain  at 
home  and  apply  to  our  own  courts  for  divorce 
instead  of  going  over  to  the  United  States. 
Some  60  or  70  divorce  cases  have  been  dealt 
•with  since  confederation,  but  that  does  not 
represent  all  the  divorces  granted  to  people  in 
theprovincesof  QuebecandOntario.  I  venture 
to  say  it  is  not  a  tithe  of  the  number.    Peo- 
ple who  were  residents  and  citizens  of  those 
provinces,   have   gone  over  to  the   United 
States  and  obtained  divorces.     There  is  an- 
other reason  why  we  should  have  a  divorce  i 
court.     Of  all  questions  that  come  up  before  | 
this  House,  this  one  of  religion  in  connec- 
tion with  divorces  has  created  more  coolness  ' 
and  hard  fe'-lings  than  any  that  I  know  of  j 
for  a  number  of  years.     As  the  hon.  gentle- ' 
man  from  Brandon  stated  the  other  day,  "  I ' 
am  a  peaceful  man  and  want  to  live  in  peace  \ 
and  harmony  with  all  ray  fellow  senators, 
and  I  do   not   wi<h    to  be  placed  in  a  false  ■ 
position   as   a   member     of    that    commit- ' 
tee    doing    my    duty   conscientiously    and ' 
by    that    means   perhaps    gettins?    the   ill- , 
will  of  some  of  my  fellow  members."  I  only 
speak  for  myse'.f,   but  whatever  course  the 
rest  of  the  committee,  who  have  placed  their  ■ 
resignation  before  the  Senate,  may  take,  it 
is  not  my  attention  to  serve  on  that  commit- 
tee again.  . 

Hon.SirFRANKSMITH-Iamverymuch  j 
pleased  with  the  remarks  of  the  last  speaker 
and  the  compliments  he  has  paid  me,  I  am 
soii-y  that  he  is  the  only  one  who  insists 
upon  his  resigning  from  that  committee.  I 
am  sorry  that  he  takes  the  ground  that  that 
committee  is  infallible.  I  regret  to  see  him 
take  such  a  course,  because  he  is  the  only 
one  that  has  announced  that  he  intends  to 
resign  and  is  unwilling  to  .serve.  If  I 
understand  matters  right,  the  rest  of  the 
committee  are  willing  to  abide  by  the  voice 
of  this  House.  I  have  always  understood 
that  a  committee  in  all  cases  are  subject  to 
the  voice  of  this  House,  and  I  do  not  think 
it  detracts  their  dignity  in  any  shape  or 
form  if  once  in  a  while  the  House  may  see 
fit  to  reconsider  their  reports.     The   hon. 


gentleman  says  it  is  not  the  reconsideration 
that  he  complains  of,  but  sending  it  back  to 
the  committee.  That  is  not  rejecting  alto- 
gether ;  when  it  is  sent  back  you  can  deal 
with  it  again. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES  (B.  C.)— But  it  was 
making  us  do  a  thing  that  we  did  not  believe 
in,  and  that  we  could  not  conscientiously 
recommend  to  the  House. 

Hon.  Sir  FRANK  SMITH— When  the 
report  of  any  committee  conies  before  the 
House,  the  majority  have  a  right  to  reject  it, 
and  I  think  it  is  a  very  strong  stand  that 
the  minority  are  taking — 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES  (B.C.)— No,  the 
majority. 

Hon.  Sir  FRANK  SMITH— That  one  of 
the  committee  has  taken  in  this  House,  that 
he  will  not  serve  any  more  because  the  House 
sends  back  a  report  to  them.  That  is  a. 
stand  that  ought  not  to  be  taken  by  any 
gentleman  under  the  circumstances  I  hope 
that  every  other  member  of  the  committee 
will  do  his  duty  and  .serve  for  the  rest  of 
this  session  without  putting  the  House  to 
any  more  trouble  and  annoyance,  or  circu- 
lating an  erroneous  report  through  the  coun- 
try about  the  course  we  have  taken.  I  hope 
it  will  be  a  long  time  before  such  a  difficulty 
occurs  again,  and  that  the  hon.  member  from 
'  Victoria  will  reconsider  his  threat  and  go 
back  and  serve  like  a  man  on  that  committee, 
and  bring  in  his  reports  in  accordance  with 
'  the  judgment  of  the  majority  of  the  com- 
'  mittee. 

I      Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— I  regret  very 
.  much  that  certain  members  of  the  committee 
I  gave  notice  that  they  decline  to  act,  fortify- 
ing it  with    allegations  which    were    not 
I  consistent  with  facts  and  which  have  been 
!  disproved  by  the  evidence  given  here  to-day. 
In  no  case  has  there  been  any  justification 
'  for  the  assertion  that  this  House  has  failed 
to  act   conscientiously   and   in  a  spirit  of 
'  justice.     My  hon.  friend  gives  as  his  reason 
■  for  the  course  he  is  taking  the  action  of  the 
House  in  theOdell  case.  I  go  on  the  principle 
;  that  the  committee  is  simply  drawn  for  the 
convenience  of  the  House  to  take  evidence 
:  and  report  to  the  Senate  according  to  their 
I  views.     They  are  not  the  conscience  of  this 
I  House.     Every  member  of  the  Senate  has 
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the  same  freedom  of  forming  his  own  con- 
clusions and  voting  as  he  sees  fit,  on  what 
grounds  concerns  himself.  He  has  a  right  to 
exercise  his  calm  conviction  of  the  merits  and 
justice  of  each  case,  and  he  should  not  be 
influenced  in  any  way  by  the  finding  of  that 
committee.  I  havefound  myself  intheHouse, 
as  1  have  frequently  found  myself  in  the  com- 
mittee, with  the  minority,  and  the  great  incon- 
venience I  felt  was  that  many  members  of 
this  House  did  not  consider  my  views  at  all 
upon  the  matter,  but  were  governed  largely 
by  what  the  committee  reported,  not  taking 
into  consideration  the  merits  of  the  case  and 
judging  for  themselves,  and  therefore  I 
would  say  the  minority  of  that  com- 
mittee have  more  right  to  complain  than 
the  majority.  In  reference  to  the  Odell 
case  to  which  my  hon.  friend  from  New 
Westminster  refers,  I  think  if  there  was 
any  case  which  came  before  us  in  which 
the  House  were  fully  vested  with  all  the 
facts  it  was  that  case.  We  had  all  the 
evidence  that  was  before  the  committee ;  we 
had  the  petition  of  the  respondent ;  we  had 
the  exemplification  of  the  conrts  ;  we  had 
everything  that  was  before  the  committee 
except  the  argument  of  counsel  on  either 
side,  and  we  know  that  they  can  do.  I  did 
not  pay  much  attention  to  them  ;  the  case 
was  too  simple  to  require  any  of  their 
arguments.  The  question  was  this?  Shall 
we  interfere  with  the  courts  which  have  the 
matter  under  consideration  ?  I  repeat  there 
never  was  a  case  in  which  the  House 
was  more  fully  vested  with  the  whole 
of  the  facts  than  this  Odell  case,  and  each 
member  of  this  Senate,  regardless  of  the 
report  of  the  committee,  could  exercise  his 
own  judgment  and  act  accordingly  without 
any  disrespect  to  the  committee,  because  it 
was  not  a  case  where  evidence  was  taken 
and  where  the  character  of  the  witnesses 
contributed  largely  to  the  judgment  of  the 
committee.  In  a  case  of  that  kind  there 
may  be  some  force  in  the  hon.  gentleman's 
arguments,  but  this  is  not  one  of  those  cases 
at  all.  But  are  we  to  be  told  that  because 
a  majority  of  a  committee  report  one  way 
this  House  should  be  in  duty  bound  by  it? 
The  fact  of  the  matter  is,  I  stood  alone  on 
the  committee  in  favour  of  respondent's 
petition.  Wh'it  was  the  result  ?  The  hon. 
member  from  Marquette,  on  the  committee 
voted  with  the  majority  against  my  view.s, 
but  when  he  came  here  and  heard  the  a  is- 
dom  of  this  House — in  the  multitude  of  coun- 


sel there  is  wisdom — changed  his  opinkc 
and  voted  with  the  majority  against  tl» 
finding  of  the  committee,  and  in  favour  d 
the  minority  of  the  committee,  which  vas 
but  myself. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— The  motion  in  the 
case  to  which  the  hon.  gentleman  alludes 
was  carried  by  a  majority  in  which  were 
five  of  the  leading  Protestant  members  of 
this  House,  including  the  Prime  Minister. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— Yes,  it  was. 
When  the  House  had  an  opportunity  to  form 
its  own  conclusion  upon  the  matter  and  the 
whole  case  being  reasoned  out,  they  simply 
sent  the  report  back  to  the  committee  with  in- 
struction to  carry  out  the  views  of  the  House. 
I  do  not  see  that  th'^re  was  any  indignity  cast 
upon  the  members  of  the  committee.  While 
serving  on  this  committee  I  have  generally 
exercised  my  independent  judgment,  yet  I 
have  not  considered  it  a  personal  reproach 
to  have  the  Senate  decide  against  me.  The 
only  trouble  I  have  found  in  coming  before 
the  House  is  that  the  views  of  the  minority 
are  not  fairly  considered.  No  matter  how 
I  large  or  how  small  the  minority  may 
be,  the  finding  of  the  committee  has  a 
greater  effect  than  it  ought  to  have,  be- 
cause every  honourable  gentleman  here 
should  exercise  his  independent  judgment, 
apart  from  what  the  finding  of  the  committee 
may  be.  The  only  way  to  expedite  the 
business  of  the  House  is  to  collect  the 
evidence  and  to  make  the  report  for  the 
determination  of  this  House  upon  their  own 
independent  jugdment.  My  hon.  friend 
contends  that  the  Roman  Catholics  of  this 
House  do  not  exercise  their  judgment  and 
do  justice  in  the  case,  but  that  they  act 
according  to  their  religious  convictions.  I 
have  found  it  quite  the  contrary.  In  the 
Dillon  case  I  was  alone  on  the  committee : 
I  was  in  the  minority  but  I  believe  the  sense 
of  this  House  was  with  me,  I  believe  that 
hon.  gentlemen  whom  I  see  before  me  were 
with  me  and  believed  that  the  questions  I 
asked  as  to  the  faithfulness  of  the  petitioner 
to  his  marriage  vows  before  and  after  he 
abandoned  his  wife  were  proper  questions  to 
ask.  I  simply  wanted  to  have  those  questions 
put  upon  the  minutes  and  let  this  House 
determine  the  matter ;  but  the  questions 
were  not  allowed.  I  tjelieve  the  hon.  mem- 
ber from  Richmond  was  with  me  ;  I  believe 
he  thought  that  I  had  a  right  to  ask  those 
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questions  and  have   them  )>ut    upon    the 
evidence  and  with  the  answers. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER — I  must  be  bound 
by  my  vote  on  that  occasion.  I  voted  against 
the  hon.  member. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— The  hon.  mem- 
bar  merely  voted  to  have  it  placed  back  on 
the  pap?r  for  consideration. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER — I  did  not  vote  on 
the  main  motion,  but  I  voted  on  a  .side 
issue  tending  to  promote  the  divorce. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— Upon  the  first 
division  we  had  a  majority  in  favour  of  my 
minority  report.     We  had  hon.  gentlemen 
from  the  North-west  Territories,  we  had  an 
hon.   gentleman  from  St.  John,  and    hon. 
gentlemen  from  British  Columbia  and  others 
who  supported  me  in  it,  not  only  by  their 
vote,  on  the  first  occasion,  but  by  their  views 
expressed  in  this  House,  and  then  when  the 
case  was  restored  to  the  order  paper  they 
declared  that  because  it  was  made  a  religious 
question,    they    voted    against   me   or    ab- 
stained from  voting.     The  hon.  gentleman 
from   Hopewell  admitted  he  was  with  me,  ] 
but  simply  because  it   became   a   religious  | 
()uestion  he  voted  with  the  Protestants. 

Hon.  MEMBERS— Order,  order.  j 

I 
Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— I  know  tha. , 
to  be  the   case,    I   am   speaking  advisedly. 
He  would    not  deny  it  if    he    were  here ; 
and  there  were  also    some    six    or    seven 
Roman  Catholics  who  abstained  from  voting  | 
when  their  own  consciences  wei  e  with  me, but  ] 
to  avoid  voting  upon  a  question  of  this  kind, 
they  withdrew  from  the  chamber  thus  show- 
ing   that    Catholics   do   not,    as   has   been 
alleged,    negative    divorce     bills     without 
regard   to  evidence   on   religious    gi-ounds. 
In  this  Dillon  ca.se  they  did  not  even  vote 
when      justice      demanded      it.     On     the 
second  vote  the  bill  was  carried  by  a  majority 
of   one    for     the     reason     and      in      the 
manner  I   have  just   now    described  ;  and 
it    went    liown    to     the     Commons,     and 
how  was   it   treated    there  ?     The  majority 
of  the  House  sustained  my  contention  and 
sent  it  to  a  committee  to  have  that  very 
evidence,  which  T  contended  for  as  to  his  own 
guilt,  taken,    and    the   committee  reported 
that  they  could  not  get  the  evidence,  becau.se 
ihe  man  was  away  in  England.    Not  having 


got  the  evidence,  they  determined  they 
would  adopt  the  bill.  But  my  contention 
was  thoroughly  sustained  by  the  vote  of  the 
House  that  that  evidence  was  proper  and 
should  have  been  taken,  and  it  was  not 
taken  because  the  party  was  not  in  the 
country,  therefore,  I  was  thoroughly  sustain- 
ed on  that  question,  and  whenever  it  comes 
up  again,  as  long  as  I  am  a  member  of  the 
committee,  that  question  will  be  asked  by 
me. 

Hon.  Mr.  MacKAY — Have  you  ever 
asked  it  since  1 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH — I  never  saw 
any  case  which  came  before  us  where  the 
question  was  pertinent.  The  cases  were 
such  that  they  did  not  suggest  such  a  ques- 
tion. If  my  hon.  friend  will  refer  me  to 
any  one  case  in  which  that  would  have  been 
a  pertinent  question,  I  would  like  him  to 
do  so.  I  regret  that  this  matter  came  up 
in  the  way  in  which  it  did  in  this  House. 
It  took  the  House  by  surprise.  No  one 
supposed  there  would  be  a  report  of  com- 
mittee when  there  was  no  meeting  held. 
Tho  report,  which  in  fact  was  no  report  of  the 
committee,  has  gone  to  the  country  that  this 
Senate  is  not  capable  of  conducting  divorce 
cases  with  justice  and  in  a  calm  and  deliber- 
ate manner.  I  am  glad  that  the  hon.  mem- 
ber from  Richmond  and  the  hon.  member 
from  Ottawa  have  fully  answered  the  state- 
ments made  by  the  majority  of  the  committee 
to  the  House,  and  have  shown  that  there  is 
not  O'le  case  since  confederation  where  ample 
justice  has  not  been  done  to  the  party. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— With  one  excep- 
tion. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— With  one 
exception,  the  finding  of  the  committee  was 
always  confirmed  by  the  House,  and  in  that 
case  the  action  of  the  House  was  justified 
by  the  result  of  the  litigation  afterwards 
taken  upon  it.  I  have  taken  a  calmer 
stand  on  this  matter  than  I  would  have  done 
if  the  chairman  of  the  committee  had 
pressed  the  objections  which  he  raised  in 
sustaining  his  withdrawl  from  the  committee. 
As  to  the  statement  of  the  long  hours 
which  the  committee  consumed  in  hearing 
these  cases,  I  do  not  think  we  sat 
twenty  hours  altogether,  and  during  that 
time  we  had  been  honoured  by  three  chair- 
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men  before  we  got  through  with  the  cases,  so  i 
I  do  not  think  my  hon.  friend  is  satisfied  in  i 
claiming  the  forbearance  of  this  House,  or  ■ 
that  the  judgment  of  the  Senate  shall  be  1 
warped  in  the  interest  of  the  committee,  or  i 
to  consider  more  favourably  than  they  other-  > 
wise  should  do  the  finding  of  the  committee 
in  consequence  of  the  onerous  duties  which  ' 
the   omraittee  had   impused     upon   them. 
Whenever  I  have  voted  with   the  minority,  . 
I  did  it  because  I  felt  it  my  duty  t)  do  so.  . 
I  only  hope  the  House  in  future  will  pay  i 
better  attention  to  the  views  of  the  min-,1 
ority  of  the  committee,  and  not  do  as  they  ' 
have  been  doing  in  the  past,  vote  with  the 
majority  and  in  many  cases  regardless  of  the  , 
good   judgment   of   the   minority    and    the 
impression   it   ought   to   have     upon   their 
favourable  consideration.     Everybody  knows 
that  whilst  doing  my   duty    conscientiously 
I  do  not  believe  that  divorce  courts  ekvate 
women,  or  increase  the  harmony  or  happen- 
ings of  domestic  life  or  the   morality  of  the 
people. 

I 
Hon.  Mr.  BELLEROSE— It  was  not  my  | 
intention  to  say  much  on  this  question,  as  1 1 
did  not  hear  what  pa.ssed  before  six  o'clock,  i 
but  I  have  been  in  my  seat  since  recess  and  ■ 
have  heard  two  different  reasons   given  in 
favour  of  the  course  followed  by  the  majority  ■ 
of  the  committee  on  divorce.     The  first  is,  ■ 
that  the  committee  think  they  have  been 
ill-trtated  by  the  House  in  two  ways,  by  ; 
their  report  having  been  set  aside  and  by  | 
being  instructed  to  change  their  decision. , 
What  is  the  d.fierence  between  a  di%-orce  ' 
bill  and  any  other  bill  ?  I  can  see  no  differ- 
ence.     Those  bills   are   referred    to   select 
committees,    whether  you   call   them   com- 
mittees on  Divorce,  on  Railways, on  Standing  i 
Orders,  on  Banking  and  Connuerce,  or  Pn- 1 
vate   bills, — they  are   committees    of    this ' 
House  and  they  have  to  submit  to  the  will  | 
of  the  majority  in  the  Senate.     Is  there  a ' 
gentleman  in  this  House  who  ignores  the 
fact  that  in  England  bills  have  been  referred 
back  to  committees  several  times  ?     Indeed, ; 
cases  have  occurred  in  which  they  have  been 
recommitted  no  leas  than  seven  times.     Was  ; 
that  considered  an  insult  to  the  committee  1 
No  member  of  the  House   of   Lords   ever 
regarded  it  in  that  light.     In   England  the 
committees     bow     to     the     will    of    the 
House  and  report  the  amendments  ordered 
by  the  House,  or  in  the  direction  indicated  or , 
suggested  by  the  House.  That  is  my  reply  to  | 


the  first  reason  that  has  been  given.  The  se- 
cond reason  assigned  is  that  a  certain  uniuW 
of  gentlemen  in  this  House  do  not  belie'"- 
in  divorce.  That  is  true.  Are  there  n-- 
in  the  H..use  of  Lords,  in  England,  a  £i<ii 
many  Roman  Catholics,  and  has  a  siaz- 
Lord  ever  risen  in  his  place  to  complui 
becausp  Roman  Catholics  would  not  vote  fvr 
divorce  ;  Not  at  all.  They  would  be  asiianieti 
to  do  it.  They  are  their  peens.  No  dou^t 
there  was  a  time  when  in  England  Rooud 
Catholics  were  ignored,  nay  when  they  coni<l 
hold  no  position  under  the  crown.  I  remeia- 
ber  many  things  of  which  I  have  read  in  th:" 
history  of  England,  but  those  dark  d»v? 
have  long  passed  away.  Would  hon.  gentle- 
men revive  that  part  of  British  history' 
Surely  not.  Then  it  is  better  to  let  the  n-.att«-r 
drop  and  let  every  senator  follow  his  convic- 
tions. It  has  been  said  byothergentleinen  that 
Roman  Catholics  do  not  vote  against  divorce 
as  a  matter  of  principle,  but  there  are  al  way,-; 
a  good  many  Protestants  in  this  House  who 
vote  with  them.  Are  they  also  to  be  forctrl 
to  step  aside  and  let  the  majority  of  thi" 
House,  who  are  generally  in  favour  oi 
divorce,  act  on  divorce  bills  alone  ?  That 
is  not  a  reasonable  proposition-  Even  if 
it  were  done,  we  have  had  to  go  furthw 
than  that.  I  know  gentlemen  in  this  House 
who  vote  for  divorce  as  a  matter  of  principle, 
but  do  not  like  to  grant  divorces,  because 
they  say  it  is  a  cause  of  demorsilization,  and 
the  less  divorce  we  grant  the  better.  Tliose 
gentlemen  also,  I  suppose,  would  have  t" 
step  aside.  It  shows  the  absurdity  of  thai 
argument.  In  every  part  of  the  world  there 
are  men  who  hold  different  opinions  and  they 
are  not  ^et  aside  because  of  their  conscien- 
tious difficulties.  I  am  only  sorry  that  this 
matter  has  ^one  so  far.  I  believe  the  bp»t 
course  would  have  been  to  withdraw  the 
report  and  let  us  he  ir  no  more  of  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMILLAN— That  has  been 
done.  This  debate  is  on  a  motion  to 
adjourn. 

Hon.  Mr.  BELLEROSE— I  know  ;  that 
is  the  first  thing  I  inquired  about  when  I 
came  in  at  8  o'clock.  I  was  told  there  was 
no  question  before  the  House  but  the 
adjournment,  yet  we  are  speaking  on  the 
question  of  this  communication  from  certain 
members  of  the  Divorce  Committee. 

Hon.  Mr.  PROWSE--I  am  sorry  that 
this  question  has  intruded  itself  upon  the 
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attention  of  the  Senate.  When  the  coru- 
xxkittee  reconsidered  their  decision  and  were 
prepared  to  withdraw  their  resignation,  the 
xnatter  should  have  dropped  and  we  should 
Iiave  had  no  further  discussion  on  the 
subject,  but  the  hon.  gentleman  who  forced 
"the  discussion,  on  a  motion  to  adjourn,  must 
take  the  responsibility  of  this  discussion. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— Hear,  hear. 

Hon.  Mr.  PROWSE— I  am  not  at  all  in 
sympathy  with  the  hon.  member  from  New 
Westminster  when  he  declares  his  determi- 
nation not  to  serve  again  on  this  Divorce 
Committee.  I  think  he  goes  very  close  to 
the  mark  of  throwing  contempt  on  the 
Senate. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES  (B.C.)— I  want  to 
have  a  better  man  in  my  place. 

Hon.  Mr.  PROWSE— He  ia  only  follow- 
ing the  example  of  a  large  number  of  gen- 
tlemen in  this  Senate  who  have  taken  that 
course  for  a  number  of  years  past.  I  take 
it  that  eVery  man  occupying  a  seat  in  the 
Senate  is  bound  by  his  acceptance  of  the 
position  to  fulfil  the  duties  imposed  upon 
him  by  the  constitution.  We  are  here  as  a 
parliament,  and  parliament  has  relegated  to 
this  branch  particularly  the  duty  of  examin- 
ing into  such  cases,  and  on  this  question  of 
divorce  it  is  actually  a  court  and  every 
member  is  a  judge  and  cannot  divest  him- 
self of  the  responsibility  connected  with 
that  position,  whether  he  is  a  Roman 
Catholic  or  a  Protestant.  This  discussion 
may  bring  about  a  change  which  will  even- 
tually lead,  perhaps,  to  the  establishment 
of  divorce  courts  within  Ontario  and  Quebec. 
Perhaps  it  will  be  the  best  way  to  settle  the 
difficulty.  I  have  not  thought  so  hitherto, 
but  if  there  is  to  be  a  deadlock  in  the  Sen- 
ate that  is  probably  the  best  way  to  get 
over  it.  If  one  member  of  the  committee 
can  say  to  the  Senate  "  I  will  not  under  any 
circumstances  serve  on  this  committee,"  he 
is  throwing  out  a  challenge  to  every  hon. 
gentleman  to  take  the  same  course.  That 
is  the  position  taken  by  the  hon.  member 
from  New  Westminster,  and  I  object  to  it. 
I  think  it  is  very  improper.  The  committee 
have  something  to  complain  of  in  the  way 
they  have  been  treated  in  regard  to  this 
question,  but  the  committee  themselves  are 
somewhat  to  blame  in  initiating  the! 
24 


trouble.     We  find  in  the  fourth  report  of 
the  Divorce  Committee  the  following  : — 

3.  Your  committee  have  also  carefally  consider- 
ed the  petition  of  the  said  Marie  Louise  Lauren- 
tine  Oregory,  the  respondeat  in  this  matter  pre- 
sented to  your  honourable  House  on  Monday,  the 
29th  of  April  instant,  praying  that  in  view  of  an 
acti  on  eiudparatioH  de  corps  et  ck  bienji  now  pend- 
ing between  the  said  parties  and  in  appeal  to  the 
Supreme  Court  of  Canada  from  the  judgment  of  the 
Court  of  Queen's  Bench  for  the  province  of  Quebec, 
she  may  not  be  subjected  to  a  double  trial,  and 
that  the  bill  of  divorce  may  not  be  taken  into  con- 
sideration until  such  time  as  the  issue  raised  in  the 
civil  courts,  now  pending  in  the  Supreme  Court  of 
Canada,  be  6naUy  determined. 

If  they  had  stopped  their  report  there, 
they  could  have  gone  on  with  the  examina- 
tion of  the  case  and  heard  all  the  evidence 
and  would  not  have  given  the  Senate  an  op- 
portunity of  saying  whether  this  should  be 
postponed  until  the  Senate  was  in  possession 
of  the  evidence.  But  they  went  further  and 
said  : 

4.  On  consideration  of  the  said  petition  of  the 
respondent  and  of  the  certified  copy  of  the  judg- 
ment of  the  Court  of  Qneen's  Bench  for  the  pro- 
vince of  Quebec  filed  therewith,  your  committee 
recommend  that  farther  action  on  the  petition  of 
Loop  Sewell  Udell  be  deferred  until  such  time  as 
the  respective  parties  have  been  heard  by  counsel 
before  your  committee  and  report  thereon  has  been 
made  by  yonr  committee. 

There  was  no  necessity  for  these  words. 
If  they  had  not  declared  themselves  in  favour 
of  reporting  to  the  Senate  before  they  heard 
the  evidencp,  we  should  have  had,  the  evi- 
dence and  decided  the  case  upon  its  merits. 
They  did  report  after  hearing  the  argument^. 
An  objection  has  been  raised  against  the 
contention  of  the  committee  that  an  unfair 
decision  was  given  by  the  Senate  because 
the  committee,  under  the  instruction  of  the 
Senate,  heard  the  parties  interested  by  coun- 
sel and  one  hon.  gentleman  said  that  is  a 
very  different  matter  from  hearing  the  vn- 
dence.  The  highest  courts  in  the  empire  do 
not  usually  hear  evidence.  They  hear  the 
question  argued  by  counsel,  and  the  decision 
is  often  given  simply  on  the  arguments  of 
counsel.  Cases  are  cited,  precedents  given, 
and  the  arguments  are  made  to  the  court, 
and  the  decision  is  given  on  the  arguments. 
The  committee  had  all  these  arguments  be- 
foi"e  them  and  precedents  cited.  The  Senate 
had  no  evidence  at  all,  and  after  the  Senate 
gave  instructions  to  the  committee  to  go  on 
and  hear  the  arguments  of  counsel 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— What  is  the  argu 
ment  based  on  ?     The  evidence,  is  it  not 
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Hon.  Mr.  PROWSE— The  hon.  gentle- 
man does  not  know  what  it  was  based  on  ;  he 
did  not  hear  the  arguments.  We  were  asked 
to  come  to  adecision  without  hearingevidence 
or  arguments,  and  if  we  intended  to  come  to 
such  a  decision  it  was  when  the  fourth  report 
was  presented  and  we  should  not  have 
allowed  the  committee  to  go  on  and  hear  the 
argument  of  counsel.  After  the  argument  of 
counsel  had  been  heard  and  the  committee 
reported  back  to  the  Senate,  the  House  turns 
round,  without  hearing  the  argument  at  all, 
and  says  "  your  decision  is  wrong."  I  think 
it  is  throwing  quite  a  reflection  upon  the 
hon.  gentlemen  who  heard  the  argument. 
I  wish  to  say  just  one  word  in  reference  to  the 
speech  delivered  by  the  hon.  gentleman 
from  Lunenburg.  We  must  regard  that 
hon.  gentleman  as  very  high  authority 
indeed  in  this  House  and  outside  of  it.  He 
tolls  us  that  we  are  too  much  in  the  habit  of 
voting  with  the  majority,  that  we  should  pay 
particular  attention  to  the  minority  of  that 
committee.  I  suppose  he  would  introduce  the 
system  that  two  or  three  gentlemen  in  this 
Senate — of  course  they  would  have  to  be 
lawyers,  and  I  suppose  the  chairman  would 
have  to  be  from  Nova  Scotia,  and  he  would 
like  that  position  himself  very  well — 
are  to  influence  the  House.  We  are  not  to 
go  by  the  opinion  of  the  majority  of  the 
committee  on  divorce,  but  we  are  to  pay 
more  attention  and  respect  to  the  minority 
of  that  committee  who  have  been  giving  a 
good  deal  of  trouble  not  only  last  session 
but  this  session  also.  I  see  no  reason  why 
every  member  of  this  Senate  should  not  be 
eligible  and  be  required  to  take  a  fair  share 
of  the  responsibilities  of  all  the  committees 
connected  with  the  Senate,  including  the 
divorce  committee.  We  can  exchange 
views  on  all  these  questions  and  come  to  a 
decision  outside  of  our  religious  co  .vic- 
tions,  and  I  think  we  will  get  along  more 
harmoniously  than  if  members  of  certain 
churches  holds  aloof  from  this  question  al- 
together. I  do  not  think  there  is  any 
necessity  for  it,  and  the  only  way  that  har- 
mony and  good  understanding  can  be  kept 
up  is  by  working  with  a  good  understanding 
one  with  the  other. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.  C.)— The 
hon.  gentleman  from  De  LanaudierK  asked 
such  an  extraordinary  question  that  I  can- 
not refrain  from  answering  it.  He  asked 
what  was  the  difference  between  a  railway 


bill  and  a  divorce  bill  7  I  am  surprised  the 
a  gentleman  holding  the  views  that  he  dv 
should  ask  such  a  question.      Se  looks  npo:: 
marriage  as  a  sacrament,  and  a,  bill  to  di- 
solve  that  marriage  must  be    more   aacni 
than  a  railway  bill.     Besides,  a  divorce  U. 
is  a  criminal  proceeding,  any  other   bill  b 
not   a   criminal   proceeding,    and    therei«P: 
there  is  a  vast  difference  between    the  tro. 
The  statements  made  by  the  hon.  gentleman 
from  Richmond  and  by  the  hon.    gentlemu 
from  Ottawa  have  shown  us  that  the  Roman 
Catholic  members  of  this  House  have  been 
even  more  l.beral  than  many  of  as  supposed 
in  matters  of  divorce — that   they    had  not 
given  the  opposition  which  many  of  us  sup- 
posed they  haid  given.    They  have  only  to  go  & 
little  further  and  they  will  be  altogether  love- 
j  ly — let  them  take  part  in  all  the  proceedings 
and  functions  of  this  House  and  act  upon  the 
divorce  committee  as  they  do  on  other  c».»id- 
mittees.      Supposing  the  majority  of    ihii 
House  were  Roman  Catholic  members  hu* 
could    a  divorce  be   obtained  from   Parlia- 
ment? It  would  be  utterly  impossible  and 
therefore  the  hon.  gentlemen  of  that  religiiw 
will  see  how  illogical  the  course  they  take 
is.     They  are  here,  as  the  hon.   gentleman 
from  Toronto  put  it,  not  to  carry  out  their 
religious    convictions  but  to  carry    out  the 
quasi  judicial  functions  imposed  upon  them 
by   the    constitution,     nothing    more    and 
nothing  less,  and  whenever  divorce  proceed- 
ings are  before  the  House   they   should  be 
guided   by   the   evidence  only.       If    evenr 
member    of   this   House     were     to    follow 
the  example  of  tho^e  hon.  gentlemen  and 
refuse  to  act  on  the  divorce  committe,  could 
divorce  be  granted  1   It  would  be  absolntelr 
impossible,  and  I  would  not  be  at  all  sur- 
prised to  find  next  year  that   nearly  every 
menjber  of  tliis  House  would  refuse  to  serve 
on  a  divorce  committee.     If  we  come  to  that 
position  it  will  be  necessary,  in  the  interest 
of  the  country  and  in  the  interests  of  public 
moralty,    that  a   divorce  court    should  be 
established.      Why   should   we    be    behind 
England  in  this  matter  t     England  some  40 
years  ago  had  the  same  system  that  we  have 
now,  and   it  was   found  very  cumbersome 
and  expensive  ;  and  it  was  the  court  for  the 
wealthy  man  and  not  for  the  poor  man.   Be- 
fore a  divorce  could  be  granted  in  parliament 
an  ecclesiastical  court  had  first  to  find  a  de- 
cree, an  action  for  crim.  con.  commenced,  and 
after  that  a  bill  was  brought  into  parliament 
to  dissolve  the  marriage  and  enab'e  the  par- 
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Les  to  marrj  again.     That  was  found  a  very 
umbersome  proceeding.     The  next  step  was, 
n.stead  of  referring  bills  of  divorce  to  the 
(rhole   House  of   Commons,  they  were  re- 
ei-red  to  a  committee  of  nine,  and  after  the 
■ommittee  of  both  Houses  had  decided  on 
.He  measure,  they  would  rep  jrt  upon  it  and  it 
.va^  accepted  by  Parliament  as  satisfactory 
a-nd  conclusive  and  there  the  matter  ended. 
Flien    X   think   in   1850   a  committee  was 
appointed  by  the  House  of  Lords  to  go  into 
blie  matter  of  divorce  and  to  report  to  the 
House   on    that    subject.     That   committee 
tfxjk  two  years  before  they  made  their  report 
and  finally  reported  in  favour  of  a  bill  and 
in  1857  the  first  bill  of  divorca  was  intro- 
duced in  the  He  use  of  Lords.  The  Lord  Chan- 
cellor of  that  time.  Lord  Cranwood,  Lord 
ILyndhurst,  the  Duke  of  Argyle  and  other  em- 
inent men  spoke  in  favour  of  it  and  the  bill  be- 
came law.     Why  should  we  in  Canada  be 
liehind    England  in  this  matter  Y    If  Eng- 
land, with  all  her  experience  in  public  affairs, 
thought  pixtper    to    establish     a     divorce 
C'jurt,     why     shquld     we    behind    in  this 
matter  t     Surely     our     Romaui     Catholic 
friends     and     colleagues     would     not    ob- 
ject to  a  thing  of  that  kind.     It  may  be 
said  that  divorce  courts  will  multiply  the 
number  of  divorces.     I  would  just  as  soon 
have  divorces  cases   multiplied   as   to  have 
vice   smothered,   as  it    would    be,    rather 
have  divorce  than  that  class  of  crime ;  the 
difficulty  of  obtaining  divorces  does  not  pre- 
vent vice — it  only  covers  it  up.     Divorce 
legislation  cannnot   be   carried  on   in   this 
House  unless  the  Roman  Catholic  members 
take  their  part  with  other  members  of  this 
House  and  perform  all  the  functions  of  par- 
liament. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— As  the  mover  of 
the  amendment  that  was  brought  before 
this  House  to  the  report  of  the  committee, 
I  wish  to  explain  my  position  and  supple- 
ment the  statements  made  by  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  Richmond.  ^  The  hon. 
gentleman  from  King's  County,  P.E.I., 
gave  us  the  reason  of  the  report  of  the 
divorce  committee.  I  could  supplement 
hb  information  by  reading  what  the  chair- 
man of  the  divorce  committee  said  before 
the  House  when  he  presented  his  repwrt. 
He  said: 

The  connter  petition  desires  that  the  Jproceed- 
iiigs  before  this  Honse  seonld  be  stayed  pending 
the  hearing  of  the  case  before   the  Supreme  Court 

24i 


of  Canada.  The  disposition  of  the  committee  is 
that  there  should  be  no  interference  with  the  pro- 
ceedings now  pending  before  the  court,  but  that 
all  the  facts  should  be  before  the  committee. 

He  gave  us  in  plain  words,  speaking  in 
the  name  of  the  committee,  an  idea  of  the 
disposition  of  the  committee  itself,  tell- 
ing us  that  the  committee  was  disposed  not 
to  interfere  at  all  with  the  case  pending  in 
the  courts.  What  did  we  do  7  We  met 
their  views.  Then  they  came  with  another 
report  recommending  interference  with  the 
case  that  was  before  the  courts.  We  had 
met  their  first  view,  and  I  proposed  an 
amendment  that  the  report  be  sent  back  to 
the  committee  to  be  put  in  the  form  that 
they  had  given  to  their  first  report.  The 
hon.  gentleman  from  Richmond  cited  cases 
to  show  that  this  House  since  Confederation 
the  Roman  Catholic  members  have  never 
opposed  divorces  except  on  side  issues. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— No.  I  said  that  I 
had  never  opposed  them  myself  except  in 
the  first  case  brou;,'ht  before  the  House  in 
1867-68.  I  did  not  include  all  the  mem- 
bers. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  go  further,  and 
I  say  not  only  did  they  not  oppose  it, 
but  Roman  Catholics  have  voted  with 
the  majority,  and  the  votes  given  by  the 
hon.  gentleman  from  Richmond  and  the 
hon.  gentleman  from  Toronto  last  year 
prove  that  position. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER — That  was  not  on 
any  reading  of  the  bill ;  it  was  qn  a  side 
issue. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— It  was  on  the 
three  mouths'  hoist. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— No. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Look  at  the  De- 
bates, page  86,  and  you  will  find  that  I  am 
right. 

Hon.Sir  FRANK  SMITH— It  was  simply 
to  place  it  on  the  paper  to  be  heard  when 
there  was  a  full  House. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— When  the  third 
reading  of  the  bill  came  up  on  the  21st  of 
June,  I  moved  that  the  bill  be  sent  back  to 
the  committee  to  allow  those  questions  to 
be  put  that  the  minority  had  tried  to  put  in 
the  committee.  That  proposition  of  mine 
was  rejected  by  a  vote  of  20  to  22. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


372 


[SENATE] 


Hon.  Mr.  MILLER — I  voted  against  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— The  hon.  gentle- 
man voted  against  it  and  so  did  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  Toronto.  Sad  those  two 
Roman  Catholics  voted  for  my  amendment, 
we  would  never  have  heard  of  the  bill  again. 

Hon.  Sir  FRANK  SMITH— We  thought 
your  amendment  was  unfair. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— The  hon.  gentle- 
man does  not  understand  the  point  that  I 
am  making.  I  say,  to  supplement  the 
information  given  by  the  hon.  gentleman 
from  Richmond,  that  not  only  have  Roman 
Catholics  not  prevented  divorce  legislation 
in  this  House,  but  it  was  through  Roman 
Catholics  that  the  legislation  was  allowed  to 
pass  in  this  House  last  year. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES  (B.C.)— There  is  no 
analogy  between  that  case  and  the  case  this 
year.  We  had  e'V'idence  then  ;  we  have  none 
now. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— The  hon.  gentle- 
man from  Prince  Edward  Island  said  just 
now  chat  the  course  taken  by  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman from  New  Westminster  in  refusing 
to  act  on  tne  Divorce  Copimittee,  was  the 
course  taken  by  all  the  Roman  Catliolics  in 
this  House.  I  deny  that.  I  have  never 
been  asked  to  serve  on  a  Divorce  Com- 
mittee. Who  are  the  Roman  Catholics  in 
this  House  who  have  refused  to  act  ?  Why 
did  you  not  ask  them  ?  Because  you  know 
that  there  is  a  rule  in  this  House  which  says 
that  when  a  man  has  pronounced  himself  on 
a  matter  wi.ich  is  to  be  brought  before  a 
committee,  he  cannot  act  on  that  committee. 
The  same  thing  applies  to  a  judga  If  a 
judge  pronounces  himself  on  a  question  he 
cannot  act  as  a  judge  upon  it,  and  if  a  judge 
is  known  to  be  in  principle  against  divorce 
I  do  not  think  he  would  be  able  to  act  as  a 
judge  in  a  divorce  case.  Now,  as  to  the  dif- 
ference between  a  railway  bill  and  a  divorce 
bill,  I  do  not  see  the  appropriateness  of  the 
remarks  of  the  hon.  gentleman.  He  did  not 
exactly  state  the  arguments  of  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman from  De  Lanaudiere.  That  hon. 
menil)er  did  not  say  that  there  was  no  differ- 
ence between  a  divorce  bill  and  a  railway 
bill,  but  that  he  did  not  see  the  difierence 
between  the  course  taken  by  this  House  in 
in  refusing  a  railway  bill  or  refusing  a  report 
on  a  divorce  bill.     As  to  the  argument  made 


before   recess    by   the   hon.    member  b:  ■ 
Toronto,   I  have  nothing  to   say.     He  it 
stated  his  own  profession  of  faith,  bat  I  r. 
not  take  it  us  mine. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER.— If   no   other  kc 
member  desires  to  speak,  I  ask  leave  to  vr:-  ■ 
draw  my  motion.  i 

The  motion  was  withdrawn. 

THIRD  READINGS. 

Bill  (63)  "  An  Act  respecting  the  St.  Lsw 
rence  and  Adirondack  Railway  Companj.  - 
(Mr.  Read,  Quints.) 

Bill  (64)  "An  Act  respecting;  Ih*"  CaiAJj 
Southern  Railway  Company." — (Mr.  JU 
Innes,  Burlington.) 

BUI  (70)  "  An  Act  respecting  the  Teia:- 
couata  Railway  Company." — (Mr.  Caegrai-!. 

PENITENTIARY  ACT  AMENDJfEM 
BILL. 

THIBD   READING. 

Hon.  Mr.  ANGERS  moved  the  tliiri 
reading  of  Bill  (66)  "  An  Act  further  to 
amend  the  Penitentiary  Act." 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Whon  the  Hobs' 
was  in  committee  on  this  bill,  I  called  tly 
attention  of  the  hon.  Minister  in  char^  :>- 
what  I  considered  a  defect  in  the  tbini 
clause  of  the  bill,  and  I  think  that  tk 
matter  is  of  sufficient  consequence  to  ask  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  it.  This  cLuuf 
provides  that  when  the  surgeon  of  a  peni- 
tentiary reports  in  writing  to  the  warden 
that  any  convict  confined  in  such  penitrfi- 
tiary  is  insane  and  ought  to  be  removed  to 
an  asylum  for  the  in  ane,  the  warden  slull 
report  the  fact  to  the  inspector ;  and  the 
second  sub-clause  reads : 

The  Governor  General  may  thereupon,  if  »» 
arrangement  exists  with  the  Lieutenant  Go\en;i: 
of  any  province  for  the  maintenance  of  snch  aa- 
vict  in  an  asylum  of  snch  piovince,  by  w»rr*ni 
signed  by  the  Secretary  of  State  or  such  otlier  vl- 
ficer  as  authorized  by  the  Governor  iu  Council  » 
that  behalf,  direct  tlie  removal  of  such  insane  ca 
vict  to  the  custody  of  the  keeper  or  person  in 
charge  of  such  asylum  for  the  unexpired  portion  >< 
his  sentence. 

It  will  be  observed  that  this  subKsUDse 
does  nqt  specify  to  what  asylum  the  in-»ne 
person  is  to  be  removed.  I  put  the  case 
of  the  maritime  provinces .     We  hare  oolr 
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:ie  penitentiary  for  the  three  maritime  pro- 
Lnces.  That  penitentiary  is  situated  in  the 
rovince  of  New  Brunswick,  and  my  impres- 
on  is  that  under  this  sub-clause  the  insane 
-ould  be  sent  to  the  insane  asylum  in  St. 
ohn,  even  though  the  prisoner  came  from 
letlifax,  or  from  Dartmouth,  where  the 
sova  Scotia  asylum  is  situated.  It  was 
tated  by  the  hon.  Minister  of  Agricul- 
ture that  it  did  not  make  much  difference 
vhere  yuu  sent  the  prisoner  to,  that  he  did 
lot  deserve  any  consideration,  but  I  do  not 
bliink  the  House  would  be  disposed  to  en- 
dorse that  view.  It  is  a  great  misfortune, 
Bven  though  a  man  is  a  criminal,  to  have 
the  additional  affliction  of  being  insane  ; 
it  is  a  cruel  thing  to  place  him  in  an  asylum 
where  his  relations  and  friends  can  have  no 
access  to  him,  and  I  do  not  think  there  is 
any  desire  on  the  part  of  government  or  the 
department  of  justice,  to  do  anything  of  that 
sort.  I  propose  to  submit  an  amendment 
in  the  shape  of  a  proviso  to  be  added  at  the 
end  of  this  sub-clause  to  which  I  do  not 
think  any  objection  can  be  made  : 

That  the  8aid  bill  be  not  now  read  for  the 
third  time,  but  that  it  be  amended  by  adding  to 
the  second  snb-clauae  of  the  third  clause  thereof, 
the  following  proviso:  "provided  always  that;  if 
such  an  arrangement  as  is  mentioned  in  the  begin- 
ning of  this  subsection  exists  with  the  lientenant- 
govenior  of  the  province  in  which  such  convict  has 
been  convicted,  the  warrant  hereinbefore  mention- 
eii  shall  direct  the  removal  of  such  insane  convict 
to  the  custody  of  the  keeper  or  the  person  in 
charge  of  an  asylum  for  the  insane  in  »uch  pro- 
vince." 

The  objection  taken  by  the  Minister  of 
Agriculture  to  a  somewhat  similar  amend- 
ment which  I  suggested   in  the  committee 
was  that  there  might  not  be  any  arrange- 
ment with   the  lieutenant-governor  in  the 
province  in  which  the  ofi'ender  had  been  con- 
victed.   This  amendment  is  limited  to  the 
case   where  such    arrangement   does  exist, 
and    if  an   arrangement    exists    with   the 
Lieutenant-Governor     of    Nova    Scotia,    I 
think  it  must  strike  every   hon.    gentleman 
in  this  House,  that  if  the  prisoner  becomes 
insane  and  has  to  be  sent  to  an  insane  asy- 
lum, that  prisoner,  having  been  convicted  in 
the  province  of  Nova  Scotia,  should  be  sent 
to  an  insane  asylum  in  that  province  and  not 
to  the  insane  asylum  at  St.  John. 

Hon.  Mr.  SULLIVAN— I  think  this 
clause  is  an  exceedingly  good  one.  I  have 
had  practical  observation  of  the  penitentiary 


at  Kingston,  where  the  convicts  are  kept 
under  the  guidance  of  the  attending  physi- 
cian. The  argument  which  the  senator 
from  Halifax  adduced  would  not  strike  any 
physician  as  having  a  great  deal  of  force. 
Asylums  may  have  special  qualities,  and  I 
am  sure  that  no  one  connected  with  the 
government  would  for  a  moment  think  of 
doing  anything  with  an  insane  person  but 
what  was  best  for  him,  and  if  there  be 
asylums  throughout  the  country  which  may 
have  any  special  qualities  better  adapted  for 
the  restoration  of  the  reason  of  an  insane 
convict,  why  not  allow  such  a  patient  to  be 
sent  there  without  specifying  the  province  1 
In  my  opinion  there  is  a  great  deal  of  differ- 
ence in  the  insane  asylums  of  the  several 
provinces  of  the  country,  and  if  I  were  to 
have  the  judging  of  the  places  where  these 
persons  were  to  be  sent,  there  are  special 
places  which  I  know  to  be  better  than  others 
to  send  them  to.  I  need  not  mention  the 
names  at  present.  It  is  very  wise  to  leave 
the  clause  as  it  is  in  order  that  the  Secretary 
of  State,  or  whoever  has  charge  of  those 
places,  should  place  them  where  it  is  best 
calculated  for  their  benefit.  I  do  not  know 
of  any  change  which  the  government  has 
made  of  a  more  humane  character  than  this 
one.  I  should  advise  the  senator  from 
Halifax  to  leave  the  clause  as  it  is,  because 
their  friends  are  of  little  consequence  to  the 
insane.  In  most  cases  it  is  better  that  they 
should  be  awav  from  their  friends.  It 
generally  has  a  disquieting  influence  on  their 
minds,  and,  therefore,  I  would  certainly 
favour  strongly  leaving  it  undetermined  or 
non-specific. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER — I  am  convinced  by 
the  argument  of  the  hon.  gentleman  from 
Kingston,  and  I  withdraw  my  motion. 

The  bill  was  then  read  the  third  time  and 
passed. 

BANKERS'  LIFE  ASSOCIATION    OF 
CANADA  BILL. 

SECOND  READING. 

Hon.  Mr.  LOUGHEED  moved  the  second 
reading  of  Bill  (26)  "  An  Act  to  incorpor- 
porate  the  Bankers'  Life  Association  of 
Canada." 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  think  this  is  a  most 
misleading  bill.     It  is  an  Act  to  incorpor- 
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ate  the  Bankers'  Life  Association  of  Can- 
ada. I  am  advised  that  this  .has  no  pas- 
sible connection  with  any  bank  in  Canada, 
or  the  officials  of  any  bank,  and  it  must  be 
apparent  to  any  hon.  gentleman  that  the 
very  name  will  enable  the  agents  of  the 
insurance  company  to  entrap  a  lot  of  peo- 
ple under  the  impression  that  it  is  a  bank. 
It  is  a  fraud  on  the  public  that  such  a  name 
should  be  taken.  We  have  been  proud  of 
our  banks,  and  it  would  be  monstrous  to 
allow  that  name  to  be  taken  by  an  insur- 
ance company.  They  think  the  name  is 
attractive,  and  it  will  enable  the  agents  of 
the  company  to  mislead  the  people  and  get 
them  to  take  out  policies.  They  will  say  it 
is  a  bankers'  association  and,  therf^fore, 
Hound.  I  was  in  the  committee  in  the 
other  House,  and  there  was  strong  oppos- 
ition to  it  there.  One  member  told  me  that 
he  hoped  we  would  look  after  it  in  the 
Senate  and  not  let  it  go  through. 

Hon.  Mr.  OGILVIE— Is  it  a  life  insur- 
ance company? 

Hon.  Mr.  LOUGHEED— I  understand  it 
is  a  life  insurance  campany.  When  this 
bill  goes  before  the  committee,  hon.  gentle- 
men on  the  committee  wUl  have  an  op- 
portunity of  hearing  a  full  explanation 
with  regard  to  what  the  npplicanis  desire. 
The  bill  has  passed  the  other  House.  The 
inspector  of  insurance,  representing  the  De- 
partment of  Finance,  was  bef  ire  the  coui- 
mittee,  and  the  matter  was  duly  explained, 
and  in  the  wisdom  of  the  committee,  and  in 
the  wisclom  of  the  House  of  Commons,  the 
bill  was  duly  passed.  I  want  further  to  say, 
in  regard  to  the  title  of  the  bill,  that  while 
my  hon.  friend  may  be  correct  in  saying  it 
may  be  misleading  to  some  extent,  yet  there 
is  nothing  to  prohibit  anybody  else  from 
using  the  same  name  and  the  difficulty 
that  was  presented  there  was  this,  that 
there  is  an  insurance  company  with  a  similar 
name  in  the  United  States,  who  propose 
coming  into  Canada  '  nd  obtaining  a  license 
here  and  doing  business  under  the  same 
name.  The  inspector  of  insurance  when 
asked  before  the  committee  if  the  Depart- 
ment of  Finance  would  give  to  that  com- 
pany a  license  for  the  purpose  of  carrying 
on  Ufe  insurance,  stated  that  they  would. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— On,  no,  no,  no. 


Hon.  Mr.  LOUGHEED— I  say  yes,  jr 

yes. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT — I  do  not  think  r: 
government  would  do  such  a  thing  as  li^ 

Hon.  Mr.   LOUGHEED— It  was  mj- 

by  the  officer  of  the  government,  Mr.  }~ 
gerald,  and  I  prefer  taking  the  statemen'  • 
the  gentleman  charged  with  that  partis  x;:- 
duty,  to  the  statement  of  one  who  is  l 
charged  with  it.  However,  the  commirj^ 
is  the  arena  for  fighting  this  thing  oat.  n 
my  hon.  friend  from  Ottawa  will  be  thr> 
to  fight  it  out. 

Hon.  Mr.  OGILVIE— I  do  not  th^ 
that  the  title  of  the  bill  is  fair,  just  or  ppif>^ 
I  care  not  what  has  been  done  in  the  otfc-r 
House.  I  quite  agree  with  the  hun.  mfo- 
ber  for  Ottawa  that  the  title  to  that  biii  :■ 
a  most  misleading  one.  The  bankers'  a.-?- 
ciation  is  not  a  life  association,  and  if  tlt^^' 
is  an  insurance  company  with  that  nack 
coming  from  the  United  States  here,  it  ma>; 
be  a  precious  small  and  insignificant  onr. 
because  I  think  I  am  very  well  posted  u. 
the  names  of  insurance  companies  in  ib- 
United  States  and  Canada,  and  I  ne^r-r 
heard  of  that  company  before.  No  niatt«' 
what  was  done  in  the  other  House.  I 
am  perfectly  positive  that  that  name  i- 
misleading,  and  should  not  be  allowed  by  u: 
to  be  used  for  an  insurance  company.  Th"."* 
is  no  company  in  Great  Britain  under  tfaii 
name,  where  they  are  very  particular  r.lxiBt 
names,  and  I  know  that  our  company  had  X' 
fight  a  long  time  before  we  could  get  a  foot  i  Li 
in  London  to  be  able  to  carry  on  our  busines 
there.  I  quite  agree  with  the  hon.  meml*r 
from  Ottawa  that  the  name  is  misleading 
and  the  bill  should  not  be  passed  withuu: 
a  change  of  title. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT — I  am  surprised  to  hear 
the  hon.  gentleman  make  the  statement  that 
the  government  are  bound  to  give  a  licen*, 
if  they  disapprove  of  the  company. 

I  Hon.  Mr.  LOUGHEED— No,  the  state- 
I  ment  was  mode  to  me  by  a  member  of  the 
House  of  Cimmons  that  the  inspector  of 
insurance,  when  asked  before  the  committ^ 
if  iin  insurance  company  doing  business  in 
the  United  States  should  come  over  to  Can- 
ada— and  1  am  informed  that  such  a  com- 
pany does  intend  coming  over  here — would 
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the  government  issue  a  license  to  them,  and 
he  said  they  would. 

Hon.  Mr.   POWER— It  does   not  bind 
any  one. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

SECOND  READING. 

Bill  (31)  "  An  Act  to  incorporate  the  Can- 
adian Sick  Benefit  Society. "-(Mr.  McMillan.) 

DOMESTIC  AND  FOREIGN  MISSION- 
ARY SOCIETY'S  BILL. 

SECOND   READING. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALLAN  moved  the  second 
reading  of  Bill  (101)  "  An  Act  to  incorpor- 
ate the  Domestic  and  Foreign  Missionary 
Society  of  the  Church  of  England  in  Canada." 
He  said : — This  is  a  bill  from  the  House  of 
Commons  having  for  its  object  the  incorpor- 
ation of  the  Domestic  and  Foreign  Missionary 
Society  of  the  Church  of  England  in  Canada. 
This  is  a  society  created  by  the  provincial 
synod  of  the  Church  of  England,  representing 
the  dioceses  of  Nova  Scotia,  Quebec,  Mont- 
real, Toronto,  Niagara,  Huron  and  Algoma 
and  its  object  is  to  collect  and  to  administer 
the  general  missionary  funds  of  the  church 
in  those  dioceses.  It  is  proposed  that  it  should 
be  incorporated  for  that  purpose  and  under 
a  canon  of  the  synod  constituting  the  associ- 
ation itself,  which  canon  is  set  forth  in  the 
schedule  appended  in  this  bill. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

GREAT    NORH-WEST  CENTRAL 
RAILWAY  COMPANY'S  BILL. 

THIRD   READING. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLEMOW  moved  concurrence 
in 'the  amendments  made  by  the  Standing 
Committee  on  Railways,  'Telegraphs  and 
Harbours  to  Bill  (No.  45)  "  An  Act  respect- 
ing the  Great  North-west  Central  Railway 
Company." 

The  motion  was  agreed  to  and  the  bill 
was  then  read  the  third  time  and  passed. 

ST.  CLAIR  AND  ERIE  SHIP  CANAL 
COMPANY  BILL. 

SECOND    READING. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL  moved  the  second 
reading  of  Bill  (No.  77)  "  An  Act  to  amend 


the  Act  to  incorporate  the  St.  Clair  and 
Erie  Ship  Canal  Company."  He  said  : — It 
is  simply  a  change  increasing  the  amount  of 
the  bonds  to  be  used,  from  five  million 
dollars  to  eight  million  dollars. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

JAMES    BAY   RAILWAY  COMPANY 
BILL. 

SECOND   READING. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMillan  moved  the  second 
reading  of  Bill  (No.  87)  "  An  Act  to  incor- 
porate the  James  Bay  Railway  Company." 
He  said  : — I  may  say,  by  way  of  explanation, 
that  this  is  a  bill  to  incorporate  a  railway 
company  to  build  a  road  from  Parry  Sound 
to  French  River,  and  from  there  to  Lake 
Wahnapitae  and  thence  to  Moose  River  on 
James  Bay.  They  have  a  capital  of  one 
million  dollars  and  bonding  privileges  of 
twenty-five  thousand  dollars.  I  have  no 
doubt  any  explanations  which  are  required 
will  be  given  in  the  Railway  Committee. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

DOMINION  ATLANTIC  RAILWAY 
COMPANY'S  BILL. 

FIRST   READING. 

A  message  was  received  from  the  House 
of  Commons  with  Bill  (48)  "  An  Act  to  in- 
cor]x>rate  the  Dominion  Atlantic  Railway 
Company." 

The  bUl  was  read  the  first  time. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  mentioned  at  the 
second  reading  of  the  bill  of  the  Windsor 
and  Annapolis  Railway  Company  that  there 
was  a  companion  bill  which  would  be  brought 
up  and  this  is  the  bill.  It  is  to  incorporate 
a  company  to  take  over  the  property  and 
franchise  and  business  of  the  Windsor  and 
Annapolis  Railway  Company,  which  com- 
pany carries  on  business,  as  I  stated  yester- 
day, under  the  English  Joint  Stock  Com- 
panies Act  of  1862.  I  may  say  that  the 
manager  of  this  company  is  remaining  here 
at  great  inconvenience  and  at  considerable 
expense  and  that  certain  circumstances  have 
happene  1  within  the  last  two  days  which 
render  it  almost  absolutely  necessary  that  he 
should  leave  the  capital.  It  is  therefore 
desirable  that  this  bill  should  go  before  the 
committee  at  the  earliest  date  possible.  ' 
understand    the   government  are   perfectly 
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cognizant  of  all  the  details  of  the  bill,  and 
there  can  be  no  substantial  objection  to  ad- 
yancing  the  bill.  I  therefore  move  that  the 
41  at  and  60th  rules  be  dispensed  with  so  far 
as  regards  the  bill  intituled  "An  Act  to 
incorporate  the  Dominion  Atlantic  Railway 
Comjrttny." 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER  moved  the  second 
reading  of  the  bill. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

BILL  INTRODUCED, 

Bill  (86)  "  An  Act  to  incorporate  the 
Hamilton  and  Lake  Erie  PowerCompany." — 
(Mr.  Maclunes,  Burlington.) 

The  Senate  then  adjourned. 


THE  SENATE. 

Ottavxb,  Friday,  81»t  June,  1895. 

The  SPEAKER  took  the  Chair  at  Three 
o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 

THIRD  READINGS. 

Bill  (79)  "  An  Act  to  incorporate  Gilmour 
and  Hughson,  Limited,"  as  amended. — (Mr. 
Clemow.) 

Bill  (53)  "An  Act  respecting  the  Manitoba 
and  North-west  Loan  Company,  Limited.*' 
— (Mr.  Lough eed.) 

Bill  (83)  "  An  Act  respecting  the  Eastern 
Assurance  Company  of  Canada." — (Mr. 
Power.) 

SECOND  READINGS. 

Bill  (60)  "An  Act  respecting  the  St. 
Catharines  and  Niagara  Central  Railway 
Company,  and  to  change  the  name  of  the 
company  to  the  Niagara,  Hamilton  and 
Pacific  Railway  Company," — (Mr.  Lougheed.) 

Bill  (62)  "  An  Act  respecting  the  Buffalo 
and  Port  Erie  Bridge  Company." — (Mr. 
Lougheed.) 


HAMILTON   AND    LAKE    ERIE 
POWER  CO.'S  BILL. 

SECOXD   READING. 

Hon.  Mr.  MacINNES  (Burlington)  mov«i 
the  second  reading  of  bill  (85)  "An  Ac: 
to  incorporate  the  Hamilton  and  Lake  Erk 
Power  Company."  He  said  :  This  bill  is 
for  the  purpose  of  utilizing;  the  ■vaxfs 
power  of  the  Niagara  and  Welland  Rivers. 
Many  of  the  incorporators  are  knovn 
to  myself  personally  as  men  of  high  stand- 
ing financially.  The  bill  also  provid«» 
that  they  are  required  to  take  care  of  the 
water.  There  are  a  great  many  clauses  in 
the  bill,  which  will  no  doubt  be  fully  con- 
sidered in  the  committee  to  which  it  will  be 
referred. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

BILLS    INTRODUCED. 

Bill  (74)  "  An  Act  further  to  amend  the 
Act  to  encourage  the  development  of  $?a 
fisheries  and  the  building  of  fishing  vessels.  ~ 
— (Mr  Angers.) 

Bill  (22)  "An  Act  further  to  amend  the 
Act  respecting  Dominion  notes," — (Mr. 
Bowell.) 

The  Senate  then  adjourned. 


THE  SENATE. 


Ottatva,  Monday,  2^k  June,  189-5. 

The  SPEAKER  took  the  Chair  at  Three 
o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 

BRITISH   COLUMBIA  PENITEN- 
TIARY. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES  (B.C.)  moved  that 
the  following  motions  be  postponed  until 
July  2nd  :— 

That  he  will  call  the  attention  of  the  Seuate  to 
the  report  of  Judge  Drake,  a  commissioner  ap- 
pointet)  by  the  ({ovcrnment  of  Canada  to  investigare 
charges  of  irregularities  in  the  British  Columbia 
Penitentiary,  and  the  presentment  of  the  grand 
jury  at  New  Westminster  denouncing  the  rein- 
statement of  James  Fitzsimmons  to  1  he  position  cf 
deputy  warden  of  said  penitentiary  as  "an  insult 
to  the  self  .respecting  portion  of  thiscommonity  " ; 
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clIso,  to  the  annual  reports  of  J.  6.  Moylan,  late 

ivispector  of  penitentiaries. 

That  the  Senate  regards  the  prompt  dismissal  of 

James  FitzsimmoDS,  deputy  warden  of  the  British 
Oolumbia  Penitentiary,  and  the  appointment  of  a 
1-t.oyaI  Comniiaaion  (similar  to  that  held  by  Mr. 
J  ustioe  Drake,  in  1894,  to  investigate  charges  of 
irregularities  in  the  British  Columbia  Penitentiary) 
to  investigate  charges  of  official  miseonduct  on  the 
part  of  J.  G.  Moylan,  while  acting  as  inspector  of 
penitentiaries,  as  necessary  in  the  interests  of  the 
public  service. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
I  have  made  inquiry  in  reference  to  the 
delay  that  has  occurred  in  bringing  down 
'the  returns  relating  to  the  New  Westmin- 
ster peniteatiary  which  the  hon.  gentlemsui 
asked  for  some  time  ago  and  find  that  the 
^linister  of  Justice,  in  order  to  save  expense, 
aisked  the  House  of  Commons  to  make  a 
copy  of  the  report  and  send  it  to  him,  and 
it  had  not  yet  reached  him,  but  he  will  im- 
mediately make  inquiry  of  the  Clerk  of  the 
Souse  of  Commons  to  know  why  it  has  not 
been  done. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES  (B.  C.)— I  have  no 
intention  of  proceeding  with  these  motions 
until  the  papers,  to  which  the  hon.  Premier 
has  referred,  have  been  placed  on  the  Table 
of  the  Senate. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER — I  would  suggest  to 
the  hon.  gentleman  that  it  would  be  advis- 
able to  alter  this  first  motion  to  bring  it 
within  the  rules  of  the  House.  It  directs 
attention  to  a  certain  matter  but  does  not 
end  with  an  inquiry  or  a  motion  ;  it  should 
be  followed  by  either  one  or  the  other.  We 
have  gone  so  far  as  to  attach  inquiries  to 
statements,  thereby  bringing  the  statements 
within  the  rules  of  the  House,  but  there  is 
neither  inquiry  nor  motion  iu  this  instance. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES  (B.C.)— I  am  very 
mucli  obliged  to  the  hon.  gentleman  for 
directing  my  attention  to  the  fiict.  I  will 
amend  the  motion  in  the  manner  that  he 
has  suggested  before  I  move  it  next  week. 
I  now  move  : 

That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  His 
Excellency  the  Govvernor  General  praying  that 
His  Excellency  will  cause  to  he  laid  before  the 
Senate,  copies  of  letters  1,  2,  3,  4  and  5.  Also, 
cheques  A,  B  and  C.  Also,  letter  of  Reverend  Mr. 
Morgan,  marked  exhibit  E.  All  which  are  refer- 
red to  in  Mr.  Justice  Drake's  report  of  1894,  on 
the  British  Columbia  Penitentiary. 

I  hope  that  these  returns  will  be  attached 
to  tiiS  others  for  which  I  moved  some  time 
ago  before  J  proceed  with  the  main  motion. 


Hon.  Mr.  BOWELL— There  is  no  objec- 
tion. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

BOARDS  OF  TRADE  INCORPORA- 
TION BILL. 

SECOND  READING. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL 
moved  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill  (L) 
"An  Act  further  to  amend  the  Act  re- 
ppecting  the  incorporation  of  Boards  of 
Trade."  He  said : — This  is  a  very  short 
bill  to  enable  the  people  of  the  village 
of  Mattawa  to  organize  a  board  of  trade. 
Last  year  we  passed  a  short  act  to  enable 
the  people  of  the  different  sections  of  the 
North-west  Territory  to  organize  boards  of 
trade  by  adding  adjoining  districts  or  town- 
ships to  the  village  or  town  which  desired 
to  establish  a  board  of  trade.  Under  the 
general  law  it  requires  a  certain  number  of 
inhabitants  to  re.side  within  the  corporation 
where  a  board  of  trade  is  required.  They 
had  not  those  numbers  in  the  North-west 
and  consequently  the  Act  was  amended  to 
enable  them  to  carry  out  the  intention  to 
which  I  have  referred.  The  village  of 
Mattawa  in  the  district  of  Nipissing  is 
in  precisely  the  same  position — they  are  de- 
sirous of  forming  a  board  of  trade,  and  not 
having  sufficient  population  within  the  vil- 
lage, they  want  to  include  with  them  the 
adjoining  townships.  When  the  matter  was 
referred  to  the  Department  of  Justice,  the 
provision  of  the  law  to  which  I  have  al- 
luded, was  pointed  out,  therefore  it  is  neces- 
sary to  amend  the  law  in  the  same  direction 
that  we  amended  it  last  year,  to  enable  them 
to  carry  out  their  project. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to  and  the  bill 
was  read  the  second  time. 

LINDSAY,  HALIBURTON  AND  MAT- 
TAWA RAILWAY  COMPANY. 

THIRD  READING. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLEMOW  moved  concurrence 
in  the  amendments  mstde  by  the  Standing 
Committee  on  Railways,  Telegraphs  and 
Harbours  to  Bill  (80)  "  An  Act  to  incorpor- 
ate the  Lindsay,  Haliburton  and  Mattawa 
Railway  Company." 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT — As  this  involves  a 
departure  from  the  general  Kw  of  the  land, 
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I  think  it  only  proper  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  Senate  to  the  changes  proposed  to  be 
made  in  this  particular  charter.  A  similar 
clause  was  introduced  in  a  bill  this  session 
which  has  passed  this  chamber.  I  do  not 
know  whether  it  has  passed  the  other  cham- 
ber yet,  but  it  passed  here  unnoticed.  I  was 
not  aware  of  the  fact  of  the  first  bill,  but  I 
was  present  in  the  Railway  Committee 
when  it  was  introduced  in  some  other  bill 
and  I  am  quite  aware  also  that  a  bill  had 
passed  this  Senate  some  years  ago  changing 
the  general  law,  but  it  was  thrown  out  in 
the  House  of  Commons.  There  seems  to  be 
a  good  deal  of  misunderstanding  on  the  sub- 
ject. It  is  well  known  by  hon.  gentlemen  that 
when  a  railway  is  first  constructed,  the 
drainage  of  any  country  through  w  hich  it 
passes  is  very  much  improved.  The  statute 
relating  to  all  existing  drains  is  clear  ;  if 
they  divert  a  drain  they  have  to  make 
ample  p-ovision  for  the  outlet  of 
that  drain  or  watercourse,  whether  large  or 
small.  The  railway  companies,  in  their  own 
interest,  do  this  and  we  also  recognize  that 
the  railway  has  for  its  own  protection  to 
improve  the  drainage.  There  are  always 
ditches  alongside  of  the  railway,  and  usually 
culverts  are  made  for  carrying  off  water,  not 
alone  the  water  in  that  particular  year,  but 
for  years  to  come,  in  case  of  freshet.  The 
policy  that  has  prompted  the  enactment  of 
this  provision  has  been  the  protection  of  the 
travelling  public,  b'>cau.''e  it  was  considered 
very  important  that  sudden  freshets  should 
not  Fte  let  down  upon  the  railway  embank- 
ment. It  is  proposed  now  to  change  the  law 
by  this  amendment  and  to  transfer  the  whole 
subject  to  the  municipal  authorities.  Before 
that  is  done,  it  ought  to  be  shown  that 
some  hard.vhip  has  existed  in  the  past.  As 
far  as  I  have  been  able  to  ascertain,  and  I 
certainly  have  made  the  fullest  iiiquiry,  no 
case  has  arisen  where  redre-s  has  not  been 
granted  by  the  railway  company.  Where, 
of  course,  the  changes  involve  a  considerable 
expenditure,  it  is  only  right  that  the  section 
of  country  that  is  to  be  benefited  by  the 
change  should  bear  the  cost.  It  would  be 
difficult,  if  not  impossible,  to  point  to  any 
case  where  a  railway  company,  having  been 
asked  to  make  the  change  and  it  being  inti- 
mated that  the  cost  involved  would  be  de- 
frayed by  the  municipality  benefited,  has 
refused  to  acquiesce.  If  any  dispute  arises, 
the  referee  is  the  Minister  of  Railways,  and 
I  think  it  could  be  shown  that  it  involves 


no  expense  to  the  applicant.  The  propQ& 
is  that  we  should  place  this  matter  under  tb 
control  of  the  municipality.  In  Ontario  h 
some  years  they  have  been  draining  In? 
sections  of  country,  practically  makia; 
canals  to  carry  off  the  water  from  laci- 
that  have  been  brought  under  cnltivaiix. 
When  they  come  to  the  railway  track  tir 
drain  requires  the  construction,  probably,  a 
a  new  culvert.  Now,  the  question  anse. 
should  the  railway  be  at  the  expense  of  ib' 
new  culvert,  which  may  cost  from  $500 1>^ 
$1,000,  depending  altogether  on  its  sis' 
The  Ontario  Railway  Act  makes  this  pion- 
sion :  It  contemplates  in  the  first  place  tbu 
the  work  shall  be  done  subject  to  the  insj«i- 
tion  of  the  railway  company  and  of  the  pu- 
ties  benefited,  but  it  goes  on  to  profile 
that  in  order  to  justify  the  municipalirr 
paying  the  railway  company  for  the  wick. 
there  must  be  a  requisition  from,  in  one  iz- 
stance,  three-quartersof  the  parties  benefit*-! 
and  in  the  other  instance  two-thirds  of  the 
parties  benefited.  We  know  very  well  that  i: 
is  quite  unlikely,  in  a  section  of  country 
where  they  want  drainage,  when  the  settler- 
can  make  the  railway  company  be  at  tLc 
expense,  that  you  will  get  them  to  sign  * 
paper  recommenditxg  the  council  to  charge 
it  against  the  funds  of  the  municipality. 
That  is  a  highly  improbable  thing,  and  ■■: 
course,  if  this  House  passes  the  motion  in 
its  present  shape,  the  effect  will  be  that  in 
all  those  cases  of  drainage  the  railway  com- 
f>any  will  be  obliged  to  bear  the  whole  ex- 
pense. That  will  be  the  result  if  this  passes 
and  the  municipalities  do  what  they  art- 
likely  to  do.  If  it  were  left  to  the  municipal 
council,  without  the  qualification  I  have 
referred  to,  I  think  the  municipality  would 
do  what  is  fair.  If  the  railway  oom|>any  re- 
ceive any  additional  benefit,  they  should  pay 
their  share.  The  cost  should  be  borne  by 
all  who  are  financially  interested — that  is, 
I  after  the  railway  has  been  constructed 
!  and  we  are  speaking  now  of  future  drain- 
I  age.  When  the  railway  is  first  con- 
I  structed,  there  may  be  no  complaint  on  the 
subject  of  drainage,  because  the  law  is  dis- 
tinct, in  declaring  that  the  railway  company 
must  provide  for  all  existing  drains.  That 
is  clear  and  plain,  and  I  am  not  aware  that 
there  has  been  any  conflict  on  that  subject 
It  is  when  this  new  question  of  draina^ 
arises,  taking  in  larger  areas  than  were  con- 
templated at  the  time  of  the  construction  ot 
the   railway,  that   disputes    arise,  and  the 
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effect  of  this  amendment  will  be  to  make  the 
railway  company  pay  the  whole  charge. 
The  municipality  and  the  people  interested 
will  say  :  "  The  railway  company  are  wealthy 
enough  to  make  the  change,  and  if  the  law 
forces  them  to  do  it  they  must  do  it."  Foi 
that  reason  I  do  not  think  it  is  a  wise  change. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCALLUM— The  hon.  mem- 
ber from  Ottawa  appears  to  take  the  wliole 
railway  system  of  the  country  under  his 
charge.  I  am  prepared  to  advoc  ite  the  in- 
terests of  the  settlers  of  this  country  and 
not  the  interests  of  the  railways  altogether. 
He  says  he  does  nos  know  of  any  grievance 
that  the  agriculturists  of  this  country  liave 
in  reference  to  the  matter  dealt  with  by 
that  amendment.  I  can  tell  him  there  is 
plenty  of  grievance.  I  know  there  is  a  case 
now  before  the  Railway  Committee  of  the 
Privy  Council.  I  was  there  the  other  day 
when  it  came  up.  It  was  the  case  of  the 
township  of  Wainfleet  in  the  county  of 
Monck.  The  people  of  that  township  have 
been  trying  to  get  the  matter  settled  for  the 
last  two  years.  The  Grand  Trunk  Railway 
asks  them  to  pay  one-half  the  cost  of  put- 
ting a  culvert  under  the  railway.  There 
was  a  culvert  there  before,  but  it  was 
not  deep  enough,  and  they  asked  them  to 
pay  one-half  the  cost  of  making  the  culvert 
deeper.  It  is  an  open  culvert  and  they  s-ay 
it  will  cost  $600  to  do  it.  In  that  case  the 
parties  had  to  come  all  the  waj'  to  Ottawa, 
but  the  question  did  not  coaie  up  yesterday 
and  when  we  are  going  to  have  a  meeting 
of  the  Railway  Committee  of  the  Privy 
Council,  I  do  not  know.  When  the  Grand 
Trunk  Railway  Company  found  they  were 
going  to  be  exposed,  instead  of  asking  the 
township  to  pay  §300— half  the  $600— 
they  came  to  me  on  Saturday,  as  this  let- 
ter I  have  got  in  my  hand  from  the 
engineer  shows,  and  said  "  we  will 
settle  the  question  if  you  pay  flOO." 
I  do  not  know  whether  the  township  of 
Wainfleet  will  pay  the  $100  or  not.  I 
know  they  should  not  pay  it.  But  they 
may  prefer  to  do  so  rather  than  to  go  to  the 
expense  of  appearing  before  the  Railway 
Committee  of  the  Piivy  Council.  I  notice 
that  my  hon.  friend  fromOttawatakes  charge 
of  the  railways  of  the  country.  When  I  had 
a  bill  here  before  the  Senate  on  another  occa- 
sion he  opposed  it  at  every  step.  He  says  it 
will  not  do  to  let  the  farmers  interfere  with 
the  railways.     I  agree  with  him  ;  in  no  case 


should  it  be  done,  and  in  no  case  has  it  been 
done.  The  bill  which  I  had  charge  of  here, 
and  which  passed  the  Senate  twice,  provid- 
ed that  the  railway  company  should  do  the 
work  always,  but  what  I  have  claimed  is 
that  the  question  of  expenditure  should  be 
settled  on  the  spot  by  arbitration  and  it 
should  not  be  necessary  to  bring  people 
here  to  Ottawa  at  a  heavy  expense  which 
they  can  iU  afford,  and  then,  when  they 
come*  here,  to  compromise  with  them. 
They  have^offered  to  forego  two-thirds  of 
the  amount  that  they  claim,  and  they 
must  feel  satisfied  that  the  case  of  the 
municipality  was  a  just  one,  and  that  if  it 
went  to  the  Railway  Committee  of  the  Privy 
Council  the  people  would  not  have  to  pay 
anything.  I  see  no  reason  why  all  new 
railways  should  not  be  subject  to  the  drain- 
age laws  in  every  province.  It  is  in  the 
interests  of  the  country  that  it  should  be 
so.  It  is  easy  for  the  railway  companies  to 
appear  before  the  Railway  Committee  of 
the  Privy  Council;  they  have  my  hon. 
friend  from  Ottawa  here,  but  what  are 
the  farmers  to  do  ?  They  have  nobody  here 
to  represent  them  unless  they  come  from 
long  distances  themselves.  If  they  lived  at 
Vancouver  or  Halifax  they  would  have  to 
come  all  the  way  to  Ottawa  to  present  their 
views,  while  the  railway  company  could 
have  my  hon.  friend  from  Ottawa  here  to 
represent  them  all  the  time.  When  the 
railways  were  built  in  many  parts  of  the 
country  they  put  in  culverts  where  they 
pleased  and  did  not  put  them  deep  enough. 
The  first  charter  in  this  instance  was 
granted  to  the  Buffalo  and  Lake  Huron  Rail- 
way. That  road  is  in  the  hands  of  the 
Grand  Trunk  Railway,  and  the  people  think 
that  the  Parliament  of  Canada  will  not 
compel  them  to  build  culverts  where 
culverts  should  have  been  constructed 
long  ago.  The  companies  are  rich  and  can 
afford  to  fight  and  will  do  nothing  for  the 
poor  farmers  along  the  line.  If  a  drain 
ci-osses  a  railway  and  the  farmers  of  this 
country  clean  out  the  ditch  to  the  railway 
track  they  cannot  carry  the  drainage  a  cross 
the  road,  even  through  a  culvert,  because 
under  the  law  they  could  be  fined  and  im- 
prisoned for  trespass  if  they  did.  That  is 
the  law  of  the  land,  and  it  is  not  desirable 
that  it  should  remain  unchanged.  I  tried 
once  to  amend  it  and  the  Senate  supported 
me,  as  I  hope  the  Senate  will  support  me  on 
this  occasion,   by  retaining  the  amendment, 
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80  that  if  we  do  not  get  justice  in  a  lump 
we  will  get  it  by  instalments. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— This  matter  was 
very  fully  discussed  before  the  Railway  Com- 
mittee, and  a  sub-committee  was  appointed 
to  consider  the  whole  subject.  I  was  a 
member  of  that  committee,  and  after  a  long 
discussion  among  ourselves,  and  a  full  con- 
sideration of  it,  we  decided  to  recommend 
the  amendment  which  now  appears  in  the 
bill  before  the  House.  When  the  report 
was  presented  to  the  committee,  it  was  dis- 
cussed and  no  opposition  was  offered  to  it : 
on  the  contrary,  I  thought  it  was  accepted 
by  every  member  of  the  committee.  If  the 
report  of  the  sub-comuiittee  were  before  the 
House,  hon.  gentlemen  would  see  that  we 
recommend  the  amendment  to  this  bill  and 
that  a  similar  amendment  should  be  added 
to  every  railway  bill  in  the  futuie.  We  do 
not  recommend  any  retroactive  curse  with 
regard  to  legislation  of  this  character,  but 
having  the  Act  of  the  Ontario  legislature  to 
guide  us,  as  well  as  the  bill  which  passed 
this  House  almost  unanimously  on  a  former 
occasion  showing  tHat  the  Ontario  Act  was 
in  harmony  with  the  views  of  a  large  major- 
ity of  this  House,  we  thought  we  were  safe 
in  recommending  this  amendment  to  the 
RailwayGommittee.  Underthecircumstances, 
I  did  not  expect  to  see  the  hon.  gentleman 
from  Ottawa  opposing  the  amendment  to  the 
bill  as  he  is  now  doing. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT — I  am  not  opposing  it : 
I  am  simply  drawing  attention  to  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— I  hope  the  bill  will 
be  allowed  to  pass  with  the  amendment. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL — The  hon.  gentleman 
from  Richmond  has  omitted  to  refer  to 
what  came  before  the  committee  at  the 
same  time  that  this  amendment  was  made, 
and  that  is,  that  this  amendment  should  be 
made  in  all  railway  bills  in  future,  until 
such  time  as  the  general  Railway  Act  is 
amended  in  the  direction  indicated.  That, 
to  my  mind,  suggests  the  proper  and  only 
constitutional  way  in  which  the  amendment 
should  be  made.  I  do  not  think  the  Parlia- 
ment of  Canada  should  divest  itself  of 
authority  and  hand  it  over  to  the  provincial 
legislature  or  to  the  municipalities.  ]My  j 
impression  is  that  the  right  way  to  meet  ! 
this  difficulty  is  to  carefully  frame  an  amend- 1 
ment  and  insert  it  in  the  general  railway  j 


law.  The  committee  thought  that  until 
something  of  that  kind  was  done  this 
amendment  should  be  made. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER — I  was  simply 
alluding  to  the  report  on  the  bill  which  i? 
before  the  House. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to  and  the  bill 
was  then  read  the  third  time  and  passed. 

THIRD  READING. 

Bill  (49)  "  An  Act  respecting  the  Wind- 
sor and  Annapolis  Railway  Company."'^ 
(Mr.  Power.) 

THE    DOMINION    ATLANTIC  RAIL 
WAY  COMPANY'S  BILL. 

THIRD  READING. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER  moved  concurrence 
in  the  amendments  made  by  the  Standing 
Committee  on  Railways,  Telegraphs  and 
Harbours  to  Bill  (48)  "  An  Act  to  incor- 
porate the  Dominion  Atlantic  Railway 
Company." 

The  motion  was  agreed  to.- 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER  moved  the  third 
reading  of  the  bill. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN  moved 

That  the  said  bill  l)e  not  now  read  a  third  time, 
but  that  it  be  amended  by  striking  out,  in  the 
second  and  third  lines  of  the.  twenty-sixth  clause 
thereof,  the  words  "  or  the  South  .Shore  Railway 
Company,  Limited,"  and  iu  the  ninth  line  of  eaiJ 
clause  the  ivords  "companies  or  either  of  them," 
and  inserting  thereof  the  word  "company." 

He  said  : — The  bill  as  it  comes  to  us  pro- 
vides that  the  rompany  may  enter  into  au 
agreement  with  the  South  Shore  Railway,  or 
the  Nova  Scotia  Central,  and  the  object  of 
the  amendment  is  to  omit  the  South  Shore 
Railway  in  order  that  a  competitive  railway 
may  be  maintained.  The  matter  was  before 
the  committee,  and  a  vote  wa^  taken  upon 
it  while  I  was  there,  but  I  did  not  under- 
stand the  question  at  the  time  and  did  not 
vote  at  all.  I  think  this  amendment  is  in 
the  public  interest. 

Hon.  Mr.  McK  AY — I  donotthink  the  hon. 
gentleman  who  has  moved  this  amendment 
has  made  out  a  case.  If  it  is  proper  to  strike 
out  either  of  these  railways  as  being  subject 
for  amalgamation  with  the  line  referred  to 
in  the  bill,  he  might  just  as  well  have  struck 
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out  the  Nova  Scotia  Central.  The  Dominion 
Atlantic  Railway  runs  from  Windsor  to 
Yarmouth  and  is  a  railway  in  good  standing. 
The  South  Shore  Railway  runs  from  Yar- 
mouth to  Shelburne  and  would  be  a  fitting 
railway  to  connect  with  the  Dominion  At- 
lantic Railway.  The  promotere  of  the  South 
Shore  Railway  are  anxious  that  it  should  be 
left  in  the  bill.  Th«se  charters  for  railways 
on  that  shore  have  been  the  making  and  tlie 
unmaking  of  several  members  of  parliament. 
There  is  more  politics  than  money  in  them 
and  I  think  it  is  a  bit  of  a  scheme  to  knite 
what  some  people  are  pleased  to  call  a  "  Tory 
railway."  I  do  not  think  the  hon.  gentle- 
man knows  much  about  it  himself.  He  is 
pulling 'the  chestnuts  out  of  the  fire  for 
some  one  else.  I  hope  the  House  will  reject 
the  amendment. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— The  hon.  gentleman 
from  Truro  does  not  speak  ofttsn,  but  when 
he  does  speak,  he  speaks  very  much  to  the 
purpose.  As  the  introducer  of  the  bill  and 
the  member  in  charge  of  it,  I  am  prepared 
to  accept  this  amendment;  and  further,  I  may 
say,  after  a  conversation  with  the  gentleman 
who  promoted  this  bill,  I  was  given  to  under- 
stand that  he  attached  no  importance  what- 
ever to  this  provision.  When  the  motion 
was  made  in  committee  with  respect  to  this 
amendment,  I  for  one  did  not  think  of  poli- 
tics in  the  matter  at  all.  It  may  be  that 
the  hon.  gentleman  from  Truro  has  dis- 
covered a  great  deal  of  politics  in  it,  but  I 
do  not  think  there  is.  The  position  is  just 
this  :  ther?  are  two  schemes  for  railways  run- 
ning east  and  west  through  the  province  of 
Nova  Scotia.  One  set  of  lines  has  been  com- 
pleted from  Halifax  to  Yarmouth,  that  is  the 
one  which  is  owned  and  operated  by  the 
Dominion  Atlan  tic  Railway  Company.  That 
runs  along  north  of  what  is  called  the 
South  Mountain  of  Annapolis  County,  and 
it  goes  all  the  way  from  Halifax  to  the 
western  extremity  of  the  province  at  Yar- 
mouth, some  215  miles.  Yarmouth  is  the 
point  of  departure  for  the  United  States 
and  that  is  a  complete  line  in  itself. 
The  South  Shore  Railway  would  be  the 
first  link  of  another  line  of  railway 
running  from  Yanmouth  to  Halifax  south 
of  the  mountain  and  near  the  Atlantic 
coast.  One  of  tho  objects  in  constructing 
that  second  line  of  railway  was  to  give  com- 
petition to  the  Windsor  and  Annapolis  Rail- 
way, or  what  is  the  Dominion  Atlantic  Rail- 


way, and  it  is  perfectly  clear  if  you  give  the 
western  link  in  that  new  line  of  railway  to  the 
Windsor  and  Annapolis  Railway  Company, 
that  you  almost  entirely  prevent  the  possi- 
bility of  any  competition  between  the  two 
sets  of  lines.  Where  politics  come  in  I  do 
not  exactly  see,  but  I  can  see  that  it  would 
be  very  bad  policy,  in  -  the  interests  of  the 
country,  to  allow  the  Dominion  Atlantic 
Company  to  control  this  line.  Another 
company  is  chartered  to  build  a  line  from 
Shelburne  towards  Halifax.  The  people  in 
that  part  of  the  country  would  much  sooner 
have  an  independent  line  than  a  line  con- 
trolled by  the  Dominion  Atlantic  Company. 
The  Nova  Scotia  Central  is  a  line  which  runs 
from  north  to  south — runs  from  Lunenburg 
through  Bridgewater  to  a  point  of  the 
Windsor  and  Annapolis  Railway  about  30 
miles  eist  of  Annapolis.  Under  this  bill 
the  Dominion  Atlantic  Company  can  make 
arrangements  with  that  line,  which  runs  at 
right  angles  to  their  own.  There  is  no  ser- 
ious objection  to  giving  them  control  of  it,  but 
if  you  give  them  control  of  the  line  running 
parallel  with  their  own,  the  probability  is 
that  the  line  will  never  he  built  from  the 
Nova  Scotia  Central  to  Halifax  or  Windsor 
Junction. 

Hon.  Mr.  McKAY — But  it  is  not  run- 
ning parallel. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— The  substantial 
direction  of  the  two  lines  is  east  and  west. 
If  a  road  is  built  from  Yarmouth  to  Shel- 
burne, and  Parliament  should  in  its  wisdom 
allow  the  Windsor  and  Annapolis  Railway 
to  control  that  road,  the  company  can  come 
to  Parliament  and  look  for  the  power,  but 
at  present  I  think  it  is  altogether  in  the 
public  interest  that  this  amendment  should 
be  passed. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY— To  showtliat  there 
is  no  politics  to  this  bill,  I  entiroly  concur 
in  the  arguments  of  my  hou.  fiicnd  from 
Halifax.  There  may  possibly  be  a  misappre- 
hension as  to  the  geographical  aspect  of  this 
question.  I  may  say  the  termini  of  these 
two  railways — the  old  railway  which  is 
already  existing  and  has  already  been  ex- 
plained as  that  on  the  north  side  of  the 
mountain,  and  another  railway  from  the 
western  terminus  south  of  Yarmouth,  along 
the  shore  by  the  various  towns  by  a  shorter 
and  more  direct  route  to  Halifax  is  nothing 
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but  a  competing  line  with  the  other.  It  is 
an  alternate  line  to  Halifax,  and  if  I  am 
correctly  informed  it  has  been  subsidized  by 
the  loc«J  government.  Certain  portions  of 
this  line  have  been  constructed,  and  it  is 
going  on,  and  theeffect  will  be  that,  when  this 
line  is  finished,  it  will  not  only  give  accommo- 
dation to  the  various  towns  along  the  line  but 
it  will  also  be  a  competingline  from  Yarmouth 
to  Halifax  with  the  Dominion  Atlantic  Rail- 
way. Thei-efore  it  is  a  strictly  competing  line 
and  nothing  else.  Now,  that  is  the  state  of 
aifairs  at  present,  and  this  bill  asks  the  power 
to  take  that  line,  as  well  as  the  other  line, 
the  Nova  Scotia  Centrjl  Railway.  This  ques- 
tiyn  came  up,  as  has  been  stateid,  before  the 
commitiee,  and  the  promotor  of  the  bill  was 
called  upon  to  give  an  opinion.  He  made  the 
statement  showing  there  was  ro  objection 
whatever  to  the  claim  made  here  to  in- 
clude this  Southeastern  Railway,  because  it 
was  only  a  branch  of  the  main  line  which  led 
from  Yarmouth  to  Halifax  in  a  part  of  the 
county  of  Annapolis  which  extended  at 
right  angles  to  the  shore,  I  think  somewhere 
in  Lunenburg.  Under  these  circumstances, 
he  was  asked  :  "  What  about  the  other  line, 
the  South  Shore  Line  1  He  said  :  "  I  have 
nothing  to  say  about  that  at  alL"  He  had  no 
reason  to  give  why  that  should  be  included 
and  he  did  not  profess  to  give  any  reasons. 
We  have  heard  no  reasons  to-day,  but  there 
are  reasons  why  it  ought  not  to  be,  and  the 
reason  is  perfectly  manifest  that  if  we  pass 
a  bill  enabling  these  people  to  gobble  up 
this  line,  you  will  not  only  destroy  the  com- 
peting line  from  Halifax  to  Yarmouth,  but 
you  will  destroy  the  line  which  will  give 
accommodation  to  all  the  towns  east  and 
west  between  the  termini  of  the  two  rail- 
ways. The  termini  are  the  same,  on  the  east 
Halifax,  and  on  the  west  Yarmouth,  only 
the  ono  railway  starts  from  the  north 
side  of  Yarmouth  and  the  other  from 
the  south  side  of  Yarmouth.  That  being 
the  case,  it  is  difficult  to  conceive  why 
there  should  be  any  objections  to  prevent 
this  amendment  taking  place.  It  is  just  ex- 
actly similar  in  principle  to  what  it  would  be 
if  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  holding  a 
line  from  Montreal  to  Ottawa,  were  to  ask 
for  legislation  giving  them  power  to  amalga- 
mate with  and  gobble  up  the  Canada  Atlantic 
Railway,  which  is  the  competing  line  from 
Ottawa  to  Montreal.  What  would  the  mem- 
bers from  Ottawa,  or  any  members  who  are 
animated  by  a  public  spiiit,  say  to  that? 


They  would  laugh  at  the  idea.  And  yet  we 
are  asked  to  put  in  this  bill  power  to  enable 
the  Dominion  Atlantic  Company  to  prevent 
this  competing  line  being  built  from  Yar- 
mouth to  Hahfax  There  ought  to  be  no 
question  about  it,  and  after  these  facts  came 
out,  the  promoter  of  the  bill,  although  he 
gave  good  reason  for  including  this  South 
Eastern  line,  gave  no  reasons  whatever  for 
including  the  other,  and  there  have  been  no 
reasons  given  to-day  why  the  other  should 
be  included,  except  it  will  enable  the  I<o- 
minion  Atlantic  Company,  whenever  it  suits 
its  convenience,  to  take  possession  of  that 
line  and  deprive  the  people  of  that  section 
of  competition,  and  deprive  the  towns  along 
the  Nova  Scotia  coast  of  legislation  for 
which  they  have  been  asking  for  a  great 
many  years. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALMON — I  am  surprised  at 
the  statement  of  the  hon.  member  from 
Amherst  that  there  are  no  politics  in  thi^ 
amendment.  I  think  I  can  prove  to  the 
satisfaction  of  the  House  that  there  is. 
There  were  two  lines  started  from  Yarmouth 
intending  to  procee.l  from  Yarmouih  to 
Shelburne.  In  the  first  ten  miles  they 
crossed  each  other  three  or  four  times,  and 
on  no  part  of  the  distance  were  they  more 
than  four  miles  apart,  according  to  the  plans. 
One  was  a  Consprvative  road,  wide  ginge : 
the  other.  Grit,  was  narrow  gauge,  and  was 
called  the  Tom  Robinson  road,  as  it  was 
through  it  he  was  returned  M.P.P.  for  Shel- 
ourne,  and  he  is  now  the  president  of  the 
road.  Neither  of  these  railroads  appeared 
to  have  much  capital,  as  far  as  was 
known.  One  has  burst  up  and  disappeared 
for  a  time,  although  I  think  it  will  appear 
again,  and  the  other  one  was  very  much  in 
the  same  fix ;  everybody  laughed  at  it.  And 
I  would  ask  my  hon.  friend  if  he  thinks 
any  capitalist  would  invest  a  dollar  in  that 
road  ?  1  think  not.  I  say  it  was  a  bogus 
railroad  and  got  up  in  order  to  obtain  votes 
at  the  election  about  to  take  place  in  Queen's 
county  and  Shelburne,  and  I  think  the  hon. 
member  from  Truro  was  justified  in  calling 
thi^  a  political  road  and  clap-trap  brought 
before  the  Hou>e  for  election  purposes.  I 
hope  the  amendment  will  be  supported  by 
all  people  who  think  the  railroad  should  be 
used  for  the  benefit  of  Nova  Scotia  and  not 
for  political  purposes  and  humbug. 

Hon.  Mr.  OGILVIE — I  have  made  some 
inquiry  about  it  and  I  am  inclined  to  support 
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'tlie  report  of  the  committee.     I  can  see — 

i£    the  hon.   gentlemen  on  the   other  side 

cannot— reasons  why  power  should  be  giving 

to  amalgamate  those  roads.     I  know  that  in 

old   Canada  we  have   seen  a  great  many 

competing  railroads  started  resulting  in  ruin 

t>o  both  roads.     In  Canada  very  few  people 

■who   invest  money  in   railways,   ever  get 

anything  out  of  them.  It  is  also  well  known 

'tluit  our  freight  and  passenger  rates  are  as 

low  as  in  other  countries,  and  quite  low 

enough.     They  do  not  pay  at  all.     I  can 

understand   perfectly  why,  when  two  roads 

amalgamate  they  can  save  money.     When 

t-wo  small  roads  of  that  kind  get  together,  it 

costs  very  little  more  to  manage  them  as  one 

system  than  to  manage  one  of  them  alone. 

They  are  a  great  deal  better  when  they  are 

under  one  management  and  that  they  help 

the  people  whose  freight  they  carry  a  gi-eat 

deal  too.     The  committee  has  recommended 

certain  things  and  I  feel  disposed  to  accept 

their  report. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— As  the  county 
of  Lunenburg  has  some  interest  in  this  road, 
I  cannot  let  it  pass  without  a  few  words. 
A  great  many  railways  have  been  projected 
down  there,  and  none  of  them  seem  to  have 
a-lvanced  much,  and  I  do  not  know  whether 
it  would  be  advisable  to  ha\e  my  advocac}' 
at  all.  There  is  a  narrow  gauge  railway, 
not  yet  completed,  from  Shelburne  to  Yar- 
mouth, which  is  called  the  Grit  railway,  and 
the  coast  line  railway  superior  in  financial 
position,  a  broad  gauge  line  called  the  Tory 
railway,  the  broad  gauge  indicating  broad 
views.  As  this  narrow  gauge  line  was  only, 
I  think,  intended  to  run  from  Shelburne  to 
Yarmouth  as  a  branch,  I  had  no  objection 
to  the  gauge,  but  a  road  to  connect  with 
the  railway  system  through  the  province, 
should  be  a  broad  gauge  railway.  The  road 
is  proposed  to  be  extended  from  Yarmouth 
passing  through  all  those  towns  along  the 
south  shore  to  Halifax. 


Hon.  Mr.  McKAY- 
roads  be  apart  7 


-How  far  will   the 


Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH. — In  some  places 
100  miles  apart.  I  do  not  approve  of  this 
'amalgamation,  l>ecause  I  think  they  will 
not  finish  it  all  the  way.  I  should  like  all 
our  shore  towns  to  get  the  benefit  of  that 
railway  ;  but  if  it  is  to  amalgamate  with  the 
Dominion  Atlantic  Railway  my  impression 


is,  it  will  not  be  built  at  all,  or,  at  most,  it 
will  only  go  some  distance,  probably  as  far 
as  Bridgewater,  and  then  connect  with  the 
Nova  Scotia  Central  and  then  over  that  road 
to  Middleton,  and  then  down  to  Halifax. 
That  will  be  no  benefit  to  our  country  at  all, 
and  I  am  opposed  to  the  amalgamation. 
There  is  another  road  which  we  take  an  in- 
terest in,  from  Shelburne  through  the 
northern  part  of  Queen's  County  to  New 
Germany ;  from  thence  we  hope  it  will  go 
through  the  northern  part  of  Lunenburg 
county  by  way  of  New  Germany  and  New  Ross 
on  to  Windsor  Junction.  That  is  the  rail- 
way most  in  the  interests  of  the  county.  I  do 
not  think  a  railway  running  along  the  shore 
competing  with  water  service,  will  ever  be  a 
great  success,  although  it  may  give  us  some 
accommodation.  But  a  road  through  Queen's 
County,  through  New  Germany  and  also 
through  the  fertile  districts  of  Lunenburg 
county  to  Windsor  Junction,  will  open  and 
develop  the  country  very  much  better  than 
any  of  the  other  roads ;  but  that  yet  is  in  the 
clouds,  so  I  must  be  in  favour  of  this  shore 
road  going  from  Yarmouth  on  to  Halifax  ; 
but  any  amalgamation  would  only  be  the 
means  of  pre\enting  it  going  further  than 
Bridsewater,  and  therefore  it  will  travel  by 
the  Nova  Scotia  Central  on  to  Middleton, 
and  then  it  will  give  us  no  accommodation 
further  than  we  have  now.  Instead  of  be- 
ing a  competing  road  to  the  Dominion  At- 
lantic Railway  it  would  be  the  reverse.  I 
yet  hope  to  see  what  is  called  the  Hemey 
road,  which  would  connect  Shelburne  and 
Liverpool  with  New  Germany,  and  from 
thence  extended  by  way  of  New  Germany 
and  New  Ross,  until  it  meets  the  Inter- 
colonial Railway  at  Windsor  Junction. 

Hon.  Mr.  McKAY — Some  of  us  are  ter- 
ribly mixed  about  the  railways.  I  believe 
the  argument  of  the  hon.  member  from 
Amherst  has  reference  entirely  to  what  is 
known  as  the  narrow  gauge  railway,  and 
his  arguments  would  be  sound  as  against 
that ;  but  this  is  a  railway  to  connect  Shel- 
burne with  Yarmouth.  The  Douiinion 
Atlantic  Railway  does  not  care  very  much 
whether  this  clause  remains  as  it  is  or  not, 
i  but  the  promoters  of  the  South  Shore  Rnil- 
j  way  are  anxious  that  it  should  remain. 
Are  they  frightened  that  the  other  railway 
will  prevent  it  being  built  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  hope  the  House 
will  extend  to  me  the  same  indulgence  as 
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that  extended  to  the  hon.  member  from 
Truro.  With  respect  to  what  my  hon.  col- 
league has  stated,  supposing  these  railway 
companies  are  both  bogus,  which  I  under- 
stood him  to  say  they  were — is  it  a  digni- 
fied or  proper  thing  for  Parliament  to  give 
this  Dominion  Atlantic  Company  power  to 
amalgamate  with  bogus  companies  t  Then, 
with  respect  to  the  g^uge,  I  may  say  both 
these  bogus  roada  are  to  be  of  the  broad 
gauge.  The  argument  of  my  hon.  col- 
league and  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Truro 
would  be  perfectly  good  if  the  question  be- 
fore the  House  was  which  of  these  roads 
the  Dominion  Atlantic  Company  should  be 
allowed  to  amalgamate  with.  I  say  that 
the  Dominion  Atlantic  Railway  should  not 
be  allowed  to  amalgamate  with  either  of 
these  roads.  That  is  the  line  of  my  argu- 
ment and  the  line  of  the  argument  of  the 
hon.  members  froin  Albert  and  Amherst. 
I  think  that  argument  will  address  itself 
to  the  common  sense  of  the  House.  We  do 
not  undertake  t  >  decide  questions  between 
Grit  and  Tory  railways,  or  which  is  the 
bogus  one. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I 

am  not  aware  that  either  of  these  railways 
is  bogus,  but  I  know  this,  that  one  of  the 
roads  has  been  subsidized  by  the  Dominion 
Government  and  the  other  by  the  Nova 
Scotin.  Government,  and  when  a  question 
arose  as  to  trying  to  amalgamate  their  in- 
terests, the  Nova  Scotia  authorities  I  am  in- 
formed put  their  foot  down  and  stamped  it 
out.  It  must  be  borne  in  mind  that  these 
two  roads  run  parallel  to  each  other,  nearly 
all  the  way  from  Yarmouth  to  Shelburne. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— That  is  the  two 
bogus  roads. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I 
did  not  say  they  were  bogus,  and  I  am  not 
aware  that  either  one  of  them  is  bogus  ;  but 
this  I  do  know,  that  one  road  is  in  the  hands 
and  control  of  one  party  and  the  other  is  in 
the  hands  and  control  of  the  other  part}-,  and 
as  the  hon.  member  from  Truro  very  pro- 
p<^rly  said,  they  arede-ignated  by  the  names 
of  Tory  and  Grit  roads.  I  can  understand 
there  being  no  politics  in  this  at  all,  from 
the  standpoint  of  the  hon.  gentleman  from 
Amherst,  because  he  would  not  lend  him- 
self to  any  Grit  scheme  to  accomplish  any  pur- 
pose, I  understood  the  hon.  gentleman's  op-  { 


position  to  be  on  the*  general  princip'ec 
amalgamation.  What  can  this  oppodt>j 
road  consist  of,  supposing  it  were  boi]t?§iip 
posing  the  whole  grand  scheme  of  constni: 
tion  of  the  road  from  Yamiouth  to  Halioi 
was  in  actual  running  order  to-daj,  the  <.c  j 
people  who  would  be  benefited  by  thateos- 
peting  line  as  it  has  been  spoken  of,  voi!. 
be  the  people  of  Yarmouth,  and  vba: 
you  have  to  consider  is  this — and  I  wonki 
suggest  it  to  those  who  are  interested  in  tfx 
construction  of  the  road — whether,  if  thev 
are  of  the  character  that  has  been  indicatttl 
there  is  any  probability  of  those  people  liv- 
ing on  the  south  shore,  who  have  no  coai- 
munication,  of  ever  getting  a  road  if  tkj 
do  not  get  a  powerful  company  like  :hr 
Dominion  Atlantic  at  their  back.  This  com- 
pany is  organized  ;  its  line  is  partly  Krad^ 
from  Yarmouth  to  Shelburne.  The  nartt'K 
gauge  road  which  is  subsidized  by  the  iuoa! 
government. 

Hon.   Mr.    POWER— That   ia   a   brow 
gauge  i-oad  now.     They  are  changing  Ur 

gauge. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— Ism 
speaking  of  it  now  as  it  is.  I  am  glad  to  know 
they  are  becoming  of  the  character  indicatfd 
by  the  hon.  member  from  Lunenburg — bnai 
gauge,  and  broad  in  their  views.  Then,  i  herv 
is    no  more    necessity  for  those  two  roatis 
being  built  alongside  of  each  other  than  there 
would  be  to  run  a  road  from  Montreal  cr 
Toronto  to  Cornwall  twenty  or  thirty  yanL 
from  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway.     That  it 
the  position  of  these  two  roads  and  I  sin 
firmly  of  the  opinion  that  if  you  reject  'hU, 
the  people  of  Shelburne,  who  are  ■worse  of 
to-day  than  almost  any  other  seaport  town, 
will  be  deprived  of  a  road  for  a  good  uiauT 
years  to  come.     These  two  companies  have 
been  quarrelling  for  years,    unfortunatelr, 
their  interests   being  diversified,   interests 
which   are  not  the  interests  of  the  peoplr, 
but  of  the   individuals  who  are   oonnectHd 
with  them,  whether  political  or  otherwise  I 
give  no  opinion  and  I  leave  that  to  those 
who  are  in  that  neighbourhood  to  state  :  bat 
this  we  do  know,  that  in  Shelburne  and  that 
locality  that  has  been  a  political  plank  in  the 
late  elections,  and  as  indicated  a  few  moments' 
ago,  it  will  b«  used  in  future  for  that  very 
purpose.     The  fact  that  that  Nova  SciXia 
government  refused  to  aid  one  road  or  the 
other  unless  they  could  keep  control  of  it  is 
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the  very  best  evidence  that  it  is  more  poli- 
tical than,  in  the  interests  of  the  country.   If 
the    south  shore  people  desire  the  construc- 
tion. o£  that  road  and  I  think  there  is  no  place 
that    they  require  it  more  than  they  do  at 
Shelburne — they   should  allow    this   clause 
to    remain   on  the  statute-book.     Another 
thing  from  the  Dominion  standpoint  is  this  ; 
"wre  are  paying  a  heavy  subsidy  for  connect- 
ing Shelburne,   Yarmouth  and  St.  John  by 
steamboat  communication.     If  this  railway 
be  built  through  the  aid  we  have  given  it, 
and    through  the  financial  strength  of  any 
larger    corporation,     than    the     Dominion 
Government  would  be  relieved  of  the  subsidy 
which  they    have  to  pay  for  the  steamboat 
accommodation,    exicept   it    would  be  from 
Shelburne  and  other  ports  towards  Halifax. 
These  facts  came  under  my  notice  from  hav- 
ing looked  into  the  question  of  subsidizing 
the  road  and  fromtheaction  of  the  parties  who 
areseekingincorpomtion  under  another  com- 
pany in  the  lower  House  for  the  wide  gauge 
rood  from    Yarmouth  to   Shelburne.     Let 
me   repeat  that  as  far  as  the  competition  is 
concerned   and    the   benefits   arising    from 
competition,  it  would  only  be  from  Yarmouth, 
and  whether  they  went  round  by  the  north 
shore  or   the  south  shore,  it  would  not  help 
my  hon.  friend  a  particle.     If  he  wanted  to 
go  to  Halifax  he  would  take  the  south  shore 
road  wherever  it  would  form  a  junction  with 
the  road  which  runs  from  Lunenburg  and 
connect  with  Windsor  and  Annapolis.     But 
the.se  roads  are  50  to  100  miles  apart,  and 
the  building  of  that  road  will  be  just  as  much 
to   the    south  shore  people  and  along  that 
line  as  the  Grand  Trunk  Rai.way  is  for  t!ie 
aucotiiodation  of  the   people   along  the  St. 
Lawrence.     As  for   its   running    alongside 
navigable  waters,  that  is  the  argument  we 
employed  years  ago  when  the  Grand  Trunk 
Railway  was  built.     It  is  true  there  is  the 
competition  with   the  water  and  that  will 
always  exist  with  heavy  freight,  but  with 
passengers  it  will  not.     I  would  advise  the 
House  not   to  adopt  the  amendment  of  the 
hon.  member  for  Hopewell. 

The  amendment  was  declared  lost  on  a 
division. 

The  bill  was  read  the  third  time  and  passed. 
FISHERIES  ACT  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

SECOND    READING. 

Hon.  Mr.  ANGERS  moved  the  second 
reading  of  BUI  (74)  "  An  Act  to  amend  the 
25 


Act  to  encourage  the  development  of  Sea 
Fisheries  and  the  building  of.  Fishing  Ves- 
sels." He  said  :  The  object  of  this  bill  is  to 
give  certain  fisheries  officers  standing  power 
to  take  evidence  under  oath  when  making 
inquiries  into  alleged  fishing  bounty  frauds. 
At  present,  when  a  case  is  reported  and 
referred  to  an  inspector  of  fisheries  for  in- 
quiry, he  is  in  many  cases  unable  to  get  at 
the  facts  because  of  the  unwillingness  of 
parties  connected  with  the  irregularities,  or 
of  those  in  possession  of  the  facts,  to  tell  the 
truth.  It  often  happens  that  when  a  party 
gives  information  with  regard  to  alleged 
fraud,  which  he  says  he  is  prepared  to  prove, 
is  called  upon  so  to  do,  he  refuses  to  sub- 
stantiate his  statements  when  called  as  a 
witness.  If  the  officers  had  power  to  get 
evidence  under  oath,  those  difficulties  would 
be  removed  and  better  results  would  follow 
the  pro!>ecution  of  such  cases.  Chapter  114 
of  the  Revised  Statutes  of  Canada,  as 
amended  by  the  Act  of  1889,  provides  for 
the  appointment  of  commissioners  to  inquire 
into  matters  of  this  kind,  but  as  frequent 
complaints  of  fraud  are  made,  it  would  be 
necessary  under  this  act  to  go  to  the  council 
for  a  commission  in  each  case,  and  consider- 
able delay  would  follow,  whereas  the  pro- 
posed amendment  to  the  bounty  act  would 
enable  the  officer  to  proceed  once  a  com- 
plaint is  made  and  obtain  the  facts  under 
oath  without  delay.  It  is  a  very  small  bill 
with  a  large  title. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Who  is  the  fishery 
officer  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  ANGERS— Any  officer  of  the 
department,  for  instanc",  the  inspector. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— WUl  it  be  any 
officer  located  at  the  place  where  the  in- 
quiry is  made.  1 

Hon.  Mr.  ANGERS— Yes,  the  Minister 
of  Marine  and  Fisheries,  whenever  he  deems 
it  expedient  to  cau.-.e  inquiry  to  be  made 
into  or  concerning  any  maiter  couiuioted 
with  the  said  grant  or  payment  thereof, 
may  direct  any  officer — an  officer  of  his  de- 
partment, the  fishery  inspector  for  instance. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— It  might  be 
some  officer  located  at  the  spot.  He  would 
be  the  best. 

Hon.  Mr.  ANGERS— Yes. 
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Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— Have  they  not 
that  power  now  1 

Hon.  Mr.  ANGERS— No,  at  present 
they  have  not  the  power,  nnd  a  commis- 
sioner has  to  be  appointed.  It  makes  a  long 
delay  and  can  only  be  done  by  an  order  in 
council. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  House  resolved  itself  into  Committee 
of  the  Whole  on  the  bill. 

In  the  committee. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  do  not  rise  for  the 
purpose  of  opposing  this  clause,  but  I  think 
that  this  new  section  may  be  worded  a  little 
differently.  Under  the  language  of  this  sub- 
section the  Minister  of  Marine  and  Fisheries, 
whenever  he  deems  it  advisable  to  cause 
inquiiy  to  be  made  into  any  matter  con- 
nected with  the  grants  to  fishermen,  which 
amount  to  some  jl75,000,  could  refer  that 
matter  to  any  fishery  officer.  That  is  not 
really  what  the  object  of  the  clause  is.  The 
object  of  the  clause  is  this,  and  I  think  it 
ought  to  be  set  out  in  that  way  : 

That  whereas  it  has  been  known  that  frauds 
have  been  perpetrated  by  persons  entitled  to  re- 
ceive a  grant  under  the  Act,  and  it  is  desirable 
that  inquiry  should  l>e  matle  on  the  spot  with  res- 
pect to  those  matters,  therefore  the  Minister  of 
Marine  and  Fisheries  in  any  cause  where  he  sus- 
pects anything  improper,  and  in  order  to  secure 
those  claims,  might  direct  the  fishery  officer. 

However,  that  is  a  matter  of  taste. 

Hon.  Mr.  ANGERS— I  cannot  agree  with 
that  suggestion  at  all.  I  think  it  is  not 
necessary  to  declare  in  the  statute  that  the 
people  in  the  maritime  provinces,  who 
specially  enjoy  this  bounty,  are  more  liable 
to  commit  frauds  than  others.  It  would  be 
a  stigma  of  dishonesty  which  should  not  be 
put  in  the  statute-book,  and  the  language 
adopted  by  the  Minister  of  Marine  and 
Fisheries  is  more  suitable  than  the  one  pro- 
posed by  my  hon.  friend  from  Halifax.  It 
is  perfectly  clear  as  it  is,  and  I  cannot  adopt 
hit,  suggestion. 

Hon.  Mr.  OGILVIE,  from  the  Com- 
mittee, reported  the  bill  with  amendments, 
which  were  concurred  in. 

DOMINION  NOTES  ACT  AMEND- 
MENT BILL. 

SECOND  AND  THIKD  READIMOS. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL 
moved  the  second  reading  of  Bill  (22)  "  An 


Act    further  to  amend   the   act  respectc; 
Dominion  Notes." 

He  said  :  Doubt  arose  as  to  the  power  r 
the  government  to  issue  bank  notes  excer 
ing  $20,000,000  and  a  resolution  passed  d- 
House  of  Commons  last  session  upon  wbirt 
a  bill  was  founded  giving  power  to  iis> 
notes  to  the  extent  of  ?25,000,000,  but  f ' 
every  dollar  that  was  issued  over  and  abo" 
the  120,000,000,  which  they  were  aathoriM 
to  issue  under  the  old  act,  SI  in  gold  had  ^J 
be  kept  in  reserve.  In  the  framing  of  th» 
act,  strange  to  say,  while  the  law  gave  tfc 
power  of  the  government  to  u~aue  to  tb- 
extent  of  $25,000,000,  the  safeguard  to  iL? 
noteholders  was  omitted.  The  law  as  it 
stands  on  the  statute-book  reads  as  follows  ;- 

Section  3  of  the  act  respecting  Dominioii  No(?<. 
Chapter  39  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  is  hcrel-v 
amended  by  striking  out  the  word  ' '  twenty "  i 
the  4th  line  of  said  section  and  substitating  therr- 
for  the  word  "twenty-five." 

The  provision  for  a  reserve  whs  omittoL 
The  present  bill  is  to  provide  this  security  :o 
which  I  have  referrt-d.  The  present  amend- 
ment, it  will  be  observed,  does  not  restriit 
the  issue  to  $25,000,000.  The  government 
for  the  time  being  can  issue  to  any  amounu 
providing  they  keep  one  dollar  in  gold  in 
reserve  in  case  of  a  demand  for  the  re- 
demption in  gold  of  the  extra  sums  which 
may  have  been  is.sued. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Under  the  law  as  it 
stands  fifty  per  cent  of  the  issue  has  to  be 
held  in  gold.  I  presume  the  idea  uf  ti.« 
present  bill  is  that  in  any  ibsue  in  excess  d 
$20,000,000  the  reserve  shall  be  dollar  for 
dollar. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— TL« 
hon.  gentleman  will  see  that  we  do  n<* 
restrict  the  amount  to  be  issued,  but  the 
security  of  dollar  for  dollar  must  be  pro- 
vided. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to  and  the  biil 
was  read  the  second  time. 

The  bill  then  passed  through  Committee 
of  the  Whole  was  read  the  third  tim-;  anJ 
jMtssed  under  a  suspension  of  the  rule. 

BILL  INTRODUCED. 

Bill  (92)  "  An  Act  further  to  amend  the 
Insurance  Act."     (Mr.  Angers.) 
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THE  LATE  SENATOR  BURNS. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— In 
my  movingtheadjoummentof  the  Senate,  itis 
melancholy  duty  to  call  to  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  death  of  auuther  of  its  members 
— Mr.  Burns.  The  departed  senator  has  been 
butashorttimea  member  of  this  body,though 
he  had  been  for  many  years  in  political  life 
in  the  province  in  which  he  lived.  Many  of 
us  knew  him  as  an  energetic  business  man, 
occupying  the  first  position  in  the  county  in 
'which  he  lived  He  had  been  elected  a 
number  of  times  to  represent  the  people  of 
his  county  in  the  local  legislature,  and  was 
known  for  his  ability  as  a  businr>8s  man,  and 
also  for  a  useful  member  in  the  House  of 
Commons  for  some  years  until  called  to  the 
honourable  position  of  senator  of  the  Do- 
minion. The  deceased,  though  young  in 
years,  has  been  called  by  his  Maker  to  his 
long  home,  regretted  by  everyone  who  had 
the  pleasure  of  knowing  him.  I  can  only 
say  for  myself,  that,  during  the  few  years  in 
which  I  had  the  honour  of  his  acquaintance, 
I  always  found  him  to  be  a  straightforward, 
honest,  patriotic  citiz3n  of  Canada.  His  one 
great  desire  was  the  advancement  of  the 
country  of  his  adoption.  I  deeply  regret 
that  our  ranks  have  been  thinned  to  an 
alarming  extent  during  the  short  period 
that  I  have  had  the  honour  of  oc- 
cupying a  seat  in  the  Senate,  express 
the  sense  that  I  am  sure  every  one  of  us 
feels  of  the  loss  that  this  House  and  the 
country  have  sustained  in  the  demise  of  one 
wiio  was  so  actively  engaged  in  business 
life.  From  what  I  can  learn  he  has  not 
left  his  family  in  as  good  a  condition  finan- 
cially as  we  should  all  like,  but  that  is  in- 
cident t')  every  man  engaged  in  a  large  exten- 
sive business.  Sometimes  it  is  lucrative,  as 
we  all  know,  and  sometimes  it  is  the  reverse. 
In  his  case,  I  believe,  had  he  been  spared, 
he  would  have  emerged  from  the  difficulties 
in  which  he  found  himself,  and  if  he  had 
been  called  away  later  there  would  not  have 
been  such  a  severe  loss.  Still,  that  is  inci- 
dent to  all  of  us,  and  I  can  only  again  re- 
peat my  personal  regret  at  the  loss  that 
this  House  has  sustained. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  unite  in  the  Premier's 
expression  of  sorrow  at  the  death  of  Mr. 
Burns.  I  had  not  the  pleasure  of  knowing 
him  except  by  repute,  and  from  what  I  have 
heard  I  certainly  agree  in  all  that  the 
26i 


Premier  has  stated  on  the  subject,  but  I  have 
no  doubt  there  are  some  members  from  his 
province  who  knew  him  personally  who  will 
give  expression  to  their  regret  at  his  demise. 

Hon.  Mr.  DEVER— I  belong  to  the  same 
province  from  which  our  late  ooUegue  came, 
but  I  had  not  the  pleasure  of  knowing  him 
personally.  I  only  knew  of  him  as  a  public 
man,  but  I,  as  well  as  other  gentlemen  in 
this  Senate,  feel  great  regret  at  know- 
ing that  one  so  lately  appointed  to  this 
House  has  been  so  suddenly  taken  away.  I 
have  always  understood  that  he  was  an 
active  commercial  man  in  his  part  of  the 
country,  and  I  am  under  the  impression  that 
he  was  a  native  of  the  county  which  he 
represented.  I  can  only  express  my  sorrow 
and  regret  with  the  other  members  of  the 
House  at  his  sudden  and  unexpected  death. 

The  Senate  then  adjourned. 


THE  SENATR 


OUatoa,  Tueaday,  25th  June,  1895. 

Thk  SPEAKER  took  the  Chair  at  Three 
o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 

CANADIAN  SICK  BENEFIT  SOCIETY 
BILL. 

REPORTED   FROM   COMUITTEE. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALLAN,  from  the  Committee 
on  Banking  and  Commerce,  reported  Bill 
(31)  "An  Act  to  incorporate  the  Canadian 
Sick  Benefit  Society." 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)— This 
bill  is  based  upon  a  petition  which  was  re- 
ported from  the  Committee  on  Standing  Or- 
ders on  Private  Bills.  The  petition  was 
irregular,  inasmuch  as  the  applicants  had 
not  advertised  in  all  the  provinces  in  which 
they  proposed  to  do  business.  The  com- 
mittee did  not  wish  to  block  the  bill  alto- 
gether, and  they  made  the  recommendation 
that  they  should  confine  the  business  of  the 
company  to  the  province  in  which  it  was 
advertised.     I  oleerve  that  the  Committee 
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on  Banking  and  Commerce  took  no  notice 
of  the  recommendation  iQade  by  the  Stand- 
ing Orders  Committee.  If  the  bill  is  passed 
in  its  present  shape,  the  House  will  be 
stultifying  itself  and  breaking  one  of  its 
own  rules.  Now,  there  are  two  courses 
open  to  the  House — either  to  suspend  the 
rules  or  to  confine  the  operations  of  the 
society  to  Ontario,  where  it  has  been  ad- 
vertised. I  do  not  wish  to  oppose  the  bill 
in  any  way,  but  that  is  the  position  in 
which  it  stands. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALLAN — The  Committee  on 
Banking  and  Commerce  were  not  guilty  of 
any  neglect  in  paying  attention  to  the  re- 
commendation made  by  the  Committee  on 
Standing  Orders,  but  they  were  asked  to  do 
something  which  they  could  not  do,  namely, 
to  legislate  for  the  incorporation  of  a  society 
to  do  business  not  throughout  the  Domin- 
ion but  in  one  province  only  and  we  had  of 
course  to  disregard  the  recommendation, 
when  this  bill  came  before  the  committee 
proof  was  furnished  that,  there  had  been 
a  misunderstanding,  on  the  part  of  the  ap- 
plicants for  this  legislation,  of  a  cir- 
cular sent  out  by  the  clerk  of  the  House  of 
Commons  as  to  the  notices  which  should  be 
published  before  a  bill  of  this  kind  could  be 
introduced.  Proof  of  this  was  adduced 
before  the  Committee  of  the  other  House 
and,  taking  all  these  things  into  con- 
sidei-ation,  the  committee  did  not  see 
that  they  could  do  anything  else  but  report 
the  bill  as  they  have  done. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER — Very  often  reports 
of  committees  go  through  the  House  with- 
out much  consideration,  and  a  considerable 
number  of  Senators  know  nothing  of  what 
they  really  contain.  With  reganl  to  the  re- 
port of  the  Standing  Orders  Committee  on 
this  bill,  I  do  not  think  any  one  knew  that 
it  contained  such  a  recommendation  ais  he 
described.  I  txx)k  the  report  as  a  recom- 
mendation of  the  committee  that  the  rule  of 
the  House  should  be  suspend«?d  in  relation 
to  that  bill — that  is,  in  regard  to  not  giving 
notice  in  the  different  provinces.  The  mat- 
ter was  discussed  fully  to-day  in  the  Banking 
Committee,  and  that  was  the  opinion  arrived 
at.  My  hon.  friend  from  Victoria  will  see 
what  would  be  the  effect  of  adopting  such  a 
recommendation.  Had  this  company  gone 
to  the  local  legislature  and  got  a  char- 
ter,  it  would   have  been  able  to  do  busi 


ness  in  any  part  of  the  Dominion.  It  I 
miuht  not  be  done  so  conveniently,  and 
parties  seeking  litigation  against  it  would 
not  be  in  as  good  a  position  to  obtaJ£ 
it  as  if  the  charter  were  granted  here,  he- 
cause  they  might  have  to  go  to  the  provino? 
where  the  company  was  incorporated  for  the 
remedy.  A  bill  passed  by  the  local  legi^- 
ture  would  really  be  operative  throngbou': 
the'  Dominion  in  that  way,  whereas  if  thi-! 
bill  were  limited  in  the  manner  suggested  bj 
the  hon.  member  from  Victoria,  the  com- 
pany's business  would  be  confined  to  on!" 
province  of  the  Dominion,  and  the  result 
would  be  to  make  an  Act  of  this  Parliament 
les!i  operative  than  an  Act  of  the  local  1^^ 
lature.  I  do  not  think  it  would  be  advisaU-- 
to  put  on  our  statute-book  legislation  recog- 
nizing anything  of  that  kind.  When  ac 
Act  of  incorporation  is  granted  here,  i: 
should  be  recognized  that  it  extends  to  all 
the  provinces  of  the  Dominion.  It  was  oat 
of  no  disregard  of  the  recommendation  of 
the  Standing  Orders  Committee,  but  we 
thought  it  would  not  be  a  good  policy  t« 
adopt  a  principle  such  as  that  to  which 
the  hon.  gentleman  refers. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)--I  sup- 
pose the  shortest  way  out  of  the  difficulty  i 
would  be  to  suspend  the  49th  rule.  The 
question  came  up  in  the  committee  about 
suspending  the  rule,  and  they  thought  it 
I  would  be  better  not  to  do  so  but  to  explain 
'  the  whole  matter.  The  company  did  not 
publish  the  proper  notices  and  deserved  to 
have  the  petition  thrown  out,  but  we  did 
not  wish  to  take  that  course.  If  the  hon. 
gentleman  who  has  charge  of  the  bill  wiL 
move  the  suspension  of  the  rule,  it  will  cover 
the  whole  ground. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— Did  not  the  report 
of  the  committee  recommend  the  suspension 
of  the  rule  ? 
I 

I      Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)— No. 
I 

I  Hon.  Mr.  ALLAN— The  Standing  Orders 
I  Committee,  in  reporting  on  this  bill,  with 
1  three  others,  recommended  that  as  the  rule 
I  had  not  been  complied  with  and  the  adver- 
I  tisement  had  been  published  in  Ontario  only, 
'  the  committee  to  whom  the  bill  was  to  be  re- 
:  ferred  should  confine  the  operations  of  the 
'  company  to  that  province,  something  which 
I  we  could  not  possibly  do. 
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Hon.  Mr.  LOUGHEED— The  disposition 
of    -fche   committee  appeared  to  be  to  allow 
tliose  bills  to  pass.  There  were  three  or  four 
of  tfaiem,  all  of  an  important  character,  and 
it  Avas  established  to  the  satisfaction  of  the 
uommittee  that  the  difficulty  arose  through 
a  circular  issued  by  the  clerk  of  the  House  of 
Commons  from  which  the  word  "province  "• 
■was  omitted.     This  circular  was  sent  out  to 
the  promoters  of  private  bills,  and  they,  in  ac- 
cordance with  that  circular,  omitted  to  ad- 
vertise in  the  several  provinces  of  the  Domi- 
nion.    Afterwards,  when  the  bill  came  up, 
the  committee  on  private  bills  of  the  other 
House  reported  that  the  rule  had  been  prac- 
tically complied  with.     This  bill  has  passed 
the  House  of  Commons  and  its  >  ommittees. 
Explanations  were  made   as  to  the  way  in 
■w^hich  the  difficulty  arose  from  the  circular 
omitting  the  word  "  province."     The  promo- 
ters of  this  bill  appeared  before  the  Com- 
mittee on  Standing  Orders,  and  I  am  justi- 
fied in  saying  that  the  committee  desired 
that  the  bill  should  be  duly  passed.     It  was 
suggested  that  rule  49  should  be  suspended, 
and  when  I  left  the  committee  I  was  under 
the  impression  that  the  report  of  the  com- 
mittee would  be  made  accordingly,  recom- 
mending the  suspension  of  the  rule.     It  was 
not  due  to  any  negligence  that  the  publica- 
tion was  insufficient,  but  as  I  have  explain- 
ed, through  a  mistake.     I  would,  therefore, 
give  notice  that  when  the  bill  comes  up  for 
the  third  reading  I  shall  move  the  suspen- 
sion of  the  49th  rule. 

BANKERS'  LIFE  ASSOCIATION  OF 
CANADA  BILL. 

REPORTED  FROM  COMMITTEE. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALLAN,  from  the  Committee 
on  Banking  and  Commerce,  reported  Bill 
(26)  "  An  Act  to  incorporate  the  Bankers' 
Life  Association  of  Canada,  with  amend- 
ments. He  said  : — This  bill  is  one  included 
in  the  same  category  with  the  one  which  has 
just  been  under  consideration  in  the  report 
of  the  Standing  Orders  Committee.  The 
amendments  are  not  of  an  important  char- 
acter. The  principal  one  is  that  with  regard 
to  the  title  of  the  bill.  Originally  it  was 
"  An  Act  to  incorporate  the  Bankers'  Life 
Association  of  Canada."  Objection  was 
raised  at  the  second  reading  of  the  bill  that 
this  title  might  give  rise  to  misapprehension 
and  accordingly  the  word  "  Insurance  "  was 
added  to  the  title,  and  it  now  reads  "An 


Act  to  Incorporate  the  Bankers'  Life  Insur- 
ance Association  of  Canada." 


Hon.  Mr.  LOUGHEED  moved  that  the 
amendments  be  taken  into  consideration  to- 


Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— This  report  places 
members  of  the  Hou^  who,  on  the  second 
reading  of  the  bill,  took  exception  to  the 
title,  in  an  embarassing  position.  No  change 
has  been  made  in  the  title  of  the  bill  that 
would  meet  the  objection  which  was  raised 
when  the  bill  was  first  introduced.  It  seems 
extraordinary  that  the  promoters  of  the  bill 
should  persist  in  stealing  a  title — the  word 
is  not  too  strong — a  title  that  will  deceive 
and  defraud  the  community.  We  know 
very  well  that  the  line  which  insurance 
agents  take  in  seeking  for  business  is  to 
furnish  evidence  of  the  stability  and  sound- 
ness of  the  comptany  which  they  represent. 
Can  they  point  to  any  stronger  evidence  of 
the  stability  of  this  company  than  by  re- 
presenting it  as  being  the  Bankers'  Life 
Insurance  Association  1  This  House  ought 
to  have  some  respect  for  itself  and  not  allow 
a  fraud  to  be  perpetrated  on  the  community. 
The  promoters  of  the  bill  are  very  much  to 
blame.  The  same  protest  was  made  in  the 
other  house  and  no  attention  was  paid  to  it. 
One  does  not  like  to  throw  out  a  bill,  but  if 
they  persist  in  adhering  to  the  name,  I  think 
it  is  the  duty  of  Parliament'  to  reject  this 
bill  as  one  liable  to  defraud  and  mislead  the 
public.  I  give  notice  that  at  the  third 
reading  I  shall  move  the  three  month's  hoist, 
unless  the  promoters  choose  another  name. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLEMOW— This  matter  was 
discussed  in  the  committee,  a  majority  of 
whom  were  as  much  opposed  to  the  name  as 
my  honourable  friend  is,  but  they  were 
informed  by  the  Inspector  of  Insurance  that 
companies  with  that  name  were  transacting 
business  in  the  United  States  and  were  likely 
to  do  business  in  Canada  if  we  did  not  pass 
this  bill.  It  w;is  thought  advisable,  there- 
fore, to  grant  the  request  of  the  promoters. 
The  banking  committee  took  very  strong 
objection  to  it,  and  were  only  influenced  to 
support  the  bill  when  the  additional  word 
"  Insurance "  was  added  to  the  title  to 
show  that  they  had,  at  any  rate,  performed 
their  duty  as  for  as  possible.  I  do  not  see 
how  they  could  avoid  recommending  the  bill. 
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Hon.  Mr.  LOUGHEED— I  give  notice 
that  I  will  move  the  suspension  of  the  49th 
rule  in  reference  to  this  bill. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  give  notice  that  I 
shall  move  an  amendment  to  change  the  title 
of  the  bill. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALLAN — I  was  asmuch  opposed 
to  the  title  of  the  bill  as  anyone.  I  was  opposed 
to  it  when  the  bill  first  came  into  the  House, 
but  of  course  it  was  my  duty  simply  to  report 
what  a  majority  of  the  committee  had  decided 
upon,  and  having  the  advantage  of  tlie  pre- 
sence of  the  gentleman  in  charge  of  the 
Department  of  Insurance,  and  hearing  his 
statement  with  respect  to  similar  insurance 
companies  in  the  United  States,  and  one 
particularly  which  at  one  time  had  intended 
to  do  business  in  Canada,  which  bore  the 
same  name  and  which  he  stated  would  not 
have  been  refused  a  license  had  (hey applied, 
the  committre  was  satisfied  that  the  explana- 
tion was  sufficient  and  that  the  difficulty 
was  sufficiently  met  by  inserting  the  word 
"  Insurance  "  in  the  title  of  the  bill. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  should  like  to  a.-.k  if 
the  question  was  put  to  him  as  to  whether 
the  government  were  bound  to  issue  a  license 
to  do  business  in  Canada  to  any  company, 
no  matter  what  their  name  is  ?  If  so,  I 
think  the  sooner  we  amend  the  law  the 
better. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLEMOW— We  could  not 
refuse  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  cannot  understand 
that  it  is  the  duty  of  the  government  to 
absolutely  issue  a  license  to  any  company 
under  any  name  they  select. 

Hon.  Mr.  LOUGHEED-The  hon.  gentle- 
man had  better  give  notice  of  a  motion  to 
amend  the  Insurance  Act,  and  obviate  the 
difficulty  in  that  way. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— It  is  the  duty  of  those 
who  enforce  the  law  to  look  after  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  DESJARDINS— The  more  I 
think  of  the  matter  the  more  I  share  the 
opinion  expressed  by  the  hon.  member  for 
Ottawa.  I,  myself,  was  deluded  by  this 
title.  When  I  saw  it,  I  thought  it  was  a 
company  of  bankers  in  Canada,  but  I  found 
out  to  my  surprise  that  there  were  no  bankers 
among  the  promoters  of  the  bill.     If  the 


company  is  organized  under  that  name,  iu 
agents  will  very  likely,  like  all  other  intur- 
ance  agents,  take  any  advantage  they  cu 
of  a  title  which  would  brings  to  the  mind*  d 
the  public  the  names  of  those  most  accept- 
able to  any  people  who  like  to  insure  their 
lives.  I  think  it  would  be  much  better  if 
the  title  could  be  amended. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON  (Niagara)-! 
quite  agree  with  the  remarks  of  the  hon. 
gentleman  who  has  just  spoken,  and  tLe  hoc 
member  from  Ottawa.  This  title  would  be 
misleading  to  the  public.  Why  they  shoald 
take  the  bankers'  name  I  do  not  know,  ex- 
cept to  lead  the  people  to  believe  that  the 
banks  had  something  to  do  with  it.  I  thiol 
this  House  should  prevent  any  deluding  or 
entrapping  of  the  public  by  use  of  snch  a 
name. 

Hon.  Mr.  MacINNES  (Burlington)- 
When  the  matter  was  discussed  in  commit- 
tee I  rais'.d  the  question  that  the  name  vas 
misleading,  and  it  was  discussed  in  the  com- 
mitter. It  was  stated  there  that  the  Com- 
mercial Travellers'  Insurance  Association  or 
the  Manufacturers'  Insurance  Companv  for 
example  were  allowed  to  use  those  names 
although  the  commercial  travellers  or  maaa- 
facturers  might  not  be  shareholders  or  hare 
much  to  do  with  the  companies.  It  is  simplr 
a  name  given  to  the  company,  which  it  was 
thought  might  be  misleading,  and  it  was 
amended  by  adding  "  Insurance." 

Hon.  Mr.  OGILVIE— I  mentioned  the 
other  day  that  I  thought  the  name  was 
likely  to  lead  people  astray,  and  that  I  hard- 
ly thought  it  was  fair  to  other  companies. 
To-day  I  asked  one  of  the  gentleman  that 
was  on  the  committee  about  it,  and  I  under- 
stood from  him  that  it  was  not  an  insurance 
company  at  all,  but  a  comp<iny  like  these 
benevolent  societies.  If  that  is  the  ca.**, 
they  should  not  have  the  name  of  a  Life 
Insurance  Company,  because  under  that 
name  they  will  have  to  go  under  the  hands 
of  Mr.  Fitzgerald,  and  they  will  not  fancy 
that  very  much.  The  name  is  not  a  proper 
one  to  be  taken  for  an  insurance  couipanVi 
and  I  should  like  to  see  the  title  amended 
if  possible. 

Hon.  Mr.  ANGERS- -Notwithstanding 
the  report  that  has  been  brought  in,  I  thint 
the  feeling  of  the  House  is  opposed  to  using 
the  word   "banker."     The  Manufacturers' 
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Xdfe  Insurance  Company  has  been  men- 
tioned as  a  precedent,  but  that  would  not 
deceive  anybody.  It  is  not  a  nime  which 
would  give  it  any  special  credit  with  the 
people,  while  "  bankers  "  would  at  once  bring 
to  the  mind  of  those  who  wish  to  be  insured 
the  idea  of  wealth,  of  capital  accumulated 
to  meet  insurance  claims.  I  think,  there- 
fore, the  sense  of  the  House  being  opposed 
to  the  using  of  the  word  "  bankers,"  that  the 
hon.  member  should  move  to  modily  the  title 
of  the  bill. 

Hon.  Mr.LOUGHEED  -I  most  decidedly 
object  to  strictures  of  the  kind  that  we  have 
heard   to-day   in  reference  to   the  charter 
now   being  applied  for,  the  promoters  of 
which  are  reliable  men  as  far  as  we  can 
ascertain.     I  ask    hon.    gentlemen    to    re- 
serve their   opinions  till    tomorrow,  when 
I  shall  have  an  opportunity  of  pointing  out 
to  the  House  tl<at  in  Great  Britain  and  the 
United  States  there  are  numerous  companies 
bearing  names  of  this  character — companies 
which  we  are  bound  to  admit  to  do  business 
in  C.inada  if  they  make  application  to  the 
Department  of  Finance  for  a  license  to  do 
such  business.     I  give  more  credit  to  the 
people  of  Canada  than  some  hon.  gentlemen 
apparently  do ;  they  are  not  deceived  to  the 
extent,  which  may  be  apprehended  by  some 
hon.   gentlemen,    when   they    come    to    do 
business  with  an  insurance  company  or  any 
other    commercial    enterprise.       The  mere 
fact  of  adopting  a  name  is  not,  I  take  it, 
for  the  purpose  of  deceiving  the  public,  but 
for  the  purpose  of  convenience.     When  the 
bill  comes   up   for  discussion  to-morrow,  i 
shall  be  able  to  point  out  to  this  House  that 
the  people  of  Great  Britain  and  also  the 
people  of  the  United  States  have  not  labour- 
ed under  such  very  grave  misapprehensions, 
as  members  of  this  House  think  the  people 
of  Candida   would  be  under  by  the  adoption 
of  a  name  of  this  character. 

Hon.  Mr.  DE8JARDINS— Does  the  hon. 
gentleman  think  he  would  prevent  insurance 
companies  in  the  United  States  and  else- 
wh3re,  bearing  a  similar  name,  from  coming 
here  because  of  the  name  of  thi9  company  1 
I  do  not  think  so. 

THE  MANITOBA  SCHOOL  QUESTION. 

MOTION. 

Hon.  Mr.  BERNIER  moved— 

That  an  hnmble  Address  be  presented  to  His 
Excellency  the  Uovemor  General,  praying  that  His 


Excellency  will  cause  to  be  laid  before  the  Senate, 
a  Return  of  representations,  if  any,  made  by  the 
Government  of  Manitoba,  or  any  member  thereof, 
to  the  Dominion  Government,  on  the  working  of 
the  educational  system  in  force  in  the  province  of 
Manitoba,  prior  to  the  Ist  of  .May,  1890. 

He  said  :  The  continual  recurrence  of  this 
Manitoba  school  question  must,  to  a  certain 
extent,  be  a  source  of  some  weariness  to  the 
House.  It  has  been  hanging  on  for  so  many 
years,  and  the  other  duties  devolving  upon 
you  require  so  much  of  your  attention,  that 
I  quite  realize  the  peculiar  difficulties  I  am 
placed  in  when  approaching  anew  this  ques- 
tion. On  the  other  hand,  it  must  be  admitted 
that  the  question  has  to  be  dealt  with,  and 
as  one  coming  from  the  province  where  the 
trouble  aros-,  it  fa. Is  upon  me,  more  than 
I  upon  anybody  else,  to  b"  the  exponent  of 
;  the  grievance  and  of  the  just  claims  of  the 
minority  in  Manitoba.  And  i  have  no 
doubt  that  the  indulgence  and  kindness 
shown  to  me  by  this  House  on  previous 
occasions  will  ever  be  extended  to  me  when- 
ever I  rise  to  fulfil  my  duties  in  that  respect. 
I  more  particularly  crave  your  forbearance 
on  the  present  occasion,  as  I  have  to  deal 
with  matters  clad  wiih  some  unpleasantness. 
The  nature  of  the  observations  I  have  to 
offer  is  indicated  by  my  motion.  Judging 
from  the  public  utterances  of  some  of  the 
members  of  the  Manitoba  Government,  I  am 
led  to  believe  that  some  representations,  or 
rather  misrepresentations,  may  have  been 
made  to  thi-*  Government,  in  view  of  their 
possible  action,  on  the  working  of  the  school 
system  in  existence  in  Manitoba  prior  to 
1890.  Otherwise,  it  would  surely  strike  the 
mind  of  everybody  that  it  is,  to  say  the 
least,  a  very  questionable  way  of  dealing 
with  so  serious  a  subject  to  go  before  the 
public,  and  now,  without  any  warning  to  the 
parties  interested,  or  to  the  government 
here,  raise  objections  unheard  of  before,  ob- 
jections which  were  not  raised  at  the  be- 
ginning of  this  turmoil,  nor  have  been 
since  during  the  five  yrars  of  contention 
just  elapsed.  That  sudden  change  of 
front,  this  volley  of  accusations,  so 
tardy  and  new,  must  at  once  excite  dis- 
trust in  the  accusations  and  in  the  accusers 
themselves.  If  their  intention,  when  con- 
templating changes  in  the  educational  system, 
was  simply  to  cure  an  evil  and  foster  the  edu- 
cational interest  of  the  people  (I  mean  the 
whole  people,  not  one  section  only),  why  did 
they  not  begin  by  making  a  proper  invest!- 
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gation  of  the  whole  subject  1  Why  did  they 
not  call  upon  the  interested  parties  then  ? 
Why  did  they  not  advise  the  Roman  Catho- 
lics that  they  had  good  reason  to  believe 
that  there  was  something  wrong  in  the  man- 
agement of  their  schools?  Why  did  they 
not  urge  upon  the  minority  the  necessity  of 
improving  their  system,  and  why  did  they 
not,  after  mature  consideration  and  loyal 
negotiation  with  the  representatives  of  the 
Catholic  section  bring  down  some  measure  as 
framed  as  toraeettherequirementsof  thecase, 
while  respecting  the  constitution,  the  vested 
rights  of  the  minority  and  the  honest  and 
conscientious  feelings  of  ihe  pioneers  of 
education  in  that  country  ?  For,  as  I  will 
show  you  hereafter,  we  were  the  first  to  open 
schools  in  the  North-west.  If  they  had  acted 
in  that  way  they  would  have  shown  their 
sincf-rity,  they  would  have  found  men  and  a 
whole  population  most  willing  to  discuss 
with  them  the  educational  interests  of  the 
province  and  to  accede  to  any  reasonable 
suggestions,  and  thereby  save  the  Dominion 
from  an  agitation  antagonistic  to  peace,  union 
and  the  consolidation  of  our  political  fabric. 
But  withoutany  warning  except  in  the  public 
press,  without  visiting  our  schools(which  they 
had  the  power  of  doing,  as  I  will  show  you 
hereafter)withoutapproachingtherepresenta- 
tives  men  of  the  Catholic  population,  with  the 
view  of  considering  the  best  way  of  curing 
the  alleged  evils,  without  suggesting  any 
mode,  regulations  or  legislation  in  harmony 
with  the  principles  laid  down  by  the  pro- 
vince at  its  creation  and  for  twenty  years 
afterwards  in  the  matter  of  education,  they 
proceeded,  seemingly,  to  replace  the  old  sys- 
tem by  a  new  one,  but  in  reality  to  wipe 
out  the  Catholic  schools,  and  revive,  under 
the  name  of  public  schools,  the  Protestant 
schools,  just  as  they  were  before.  We  were 
given  no  alternative,  to  improve  our  schools 
or  to  lose  them.  It  is  the  destruction  of 
our  schools  they  wanted ;  that  is  the  only 
thing  that  was  signified  to  us  under  the 
form  of  bills  which,  with  some  immaterial 
dmendm»nts,  came  into  force  on  the  first 
day  of  May,  1890,  and  which  accom- 
plished the  purpose  that  the  Manitoba  Gov- 
ernment had  in  view,  viz. ;  the  exclusion  of 
the  Catholics  from  participating  in  the 
financial  advantages  offered  to  others  by 
the  province  in  educational  matters  unless 
they  would  consent  to  conditions  which 
were  known  beforehand  of  impossible 
acceptance.     Let  mo  quote  the  utterance  of 


a  gentleman   highly     respected   here,    Mr. 
Hugh  J.  Macdonald : 

There  can  be  no  doubt,  he  has  repeat«<ily  tti  \. 
that  the  law  was  brought  into  force  in  the  mxt 
brutal  manner,  and  for  purely  political  porpnees. 
The  men  who  kept  themselves  in  power  by  tiicc 
appeals  in  favour  of  national  schools,  cared  \iry 
little  about  the  matter,  yet  tbey  knew  by  raL-^as: 
such  a  cry  they  would  draw  the  public  mind  «» a  r 
from  the  short  comings  of  the  government  aad  u* 
general  policy. 

Mr.  Macdonald  is  not  alone  in  his  app^^ 
ciation  of  the  unfair  way  we  have  bem 
treated.  A  provincial  newspaper,  the  Mor- 
den  Monitor,  published  in  1892  the  foUovii^; 
lines : 

This  measure  was  carried  through  by  bnit.U 
force,  without  regard  to  the  feeling  or  sentiment  ft 
the  minority.  No  compensation,  no  conciliutii  a. 
no  compromise  was  at  all  attempted , .  The  couutrj 
never  asked  for  such  legislation. .  It  wasa  meisirf 
of  revenge . .  instead  of  a  measure  basetl  no 
impartiality  and  justice  to  all.  Mr.  01adgtt>D<:,  is 
his  Irish  church  disestablishment  bill  laid  downtbr 
splendid  principle  that  no  interest  shonld  Ik 
etfected  without  fair  compensation,  and  no  living 
person  should  be  disturbed  in  the  exercise  of  his 
right  and  privilege  or  position.  That's  statesman- 
ships ;  that  measure  contained  no  such  fairnew. 
All  that  is  held  dear  to  a  large  number  of  our 
fellow  country  men  must  be  swept  away  .  The 
ruthless  way  this  act  was  carried  through  th? 
Manitoba  House  woidd  disgrace  the  actio.is  of  iht 
uncivilized  savages  of  the  South  Sea  Islanders,  or  oi 
a  buccaneering  crew  on  the  high  seas. 

This  paper  is  published  by  a  Protestant 
and  is  very  much  opposed  to  the  Catholic 
church,  as  you  may  judge  by  the  way  it 
speaks  of  the  Catholic  clergy  in  the  same 
article  from  which  I  have  taken  the  abovfl 
quotation:  "The  ruthless"  it  says,  "and 
tyrannical  methods  of  the  Quebec  hierarchy 
have  been  copied  and  introduced  in  Manitoba 
by  the  Protestants  ".  This  shows  that  there 
is  no  partiality  in  our  favour  on  the  part  of 
that  newspaper,  and  it  gives  great  force  to 
its  views.  Does  not  that  retrospective  view 
of  what  took  place  in  1890,  tell  the  story  of 
to-day?  Is  not  the  unfaimeas  of  that  time 
suggestive  of  the  probable  unfairness  of 
to-day  1  Can  we  not  assume  at  once  that 
deeds  and  legislation  bom  in  injustice  and 
brutality  are  sought  to  be  maintained  by 
abuse  and  slander  ?  What  reliance  is  to  be 
attached  to  the  utterances  of  public  men 
who,  for  the  sake  of  party  advantages, 
pledged  their  party  and  their  government 
to  the  maintenance  of  institutions  which 
they  knew — which  had  been  in  operation 
under  their  eyes  for  many  and  many  years, 
and  who,  afterwards,  for  party  advantages 
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a.lso  broke  their  pledges,   and  sullied   the 
bonour  and  the  dignity  of  this  province  )  It 
is  not  out  of  place  to  recall  the  fact  that 
tilie  government  of  Manitoba  has  been  con- 
-vinced,  by  incontrovertible  evidence,  from 
'bhe  ranks  of  their  own  party  as  well  as  from 
our  ranks,  of  having,   through  Mr.  Green- 
^way,   undertaken  to  maintain  our  schools, 
our  language  and  our  electoral  divisions  as 
fchey  were  at  the  time  he  was  called  to  form 
a  government.     That  was  the  time  for  an- 
nouncing their  f>olicy  and  of  indicating  to 
"the  people  the  reforms  they  had  in  contem- 
plation ;  that  was  the  time  for  p  linting  out 
the  evils  of  our  schools,  if  any  there  were  j 
hut  no,  then  they  were  satisfied  with  the 
existing  condition  of  things,  so  much  so  that 
they  did  not  hesita^e  to  pledge  themselves 
to    its   maintenance.     Two  years   had   not 
elapsed,  however,  when,  false  to  their  prom- 
ises and  to  their  own  word,  they  faced  about 
and  threw  the  country  into  a  state  of  dis- 
content and   almost   endless   agitation,    by 
wiping  out,   without  any  attempt  at  com- 
promise,  the  very  things  which  they  were 
bound,  in  honour  and  in  good  policy  to  up- 
hold.    Again,  I  ask,  what  credibility  can 
be  attached  to  the  utterances  of  such  false 
public  men.      None  whatever.     It  seems  to 
me  we  should  have  been  exempt  from  going 
through  the  ordeal  of  defending  institutions 
which    they  had    committed    themselves  to 
maintain   and    which    they    could    control. 
The  malicious  aspersions  to  which  we  have 
been  lately  subjected  from  these  gentlemen 
have  evidently  no  other  foundation  than  the 
necessity  in  which  they  now  find  themselves 
to  raise  fivlse  and  side  issues,  in  order  to  make 
good  before  a  certain  public  the   hopeless 
position  which   the   decision  of  the  Privy 
Council  has  placed  them  in.     They  believe 
by  exciting  passions  and  prejudices  that  they 
may  succeed  for  some  time  longer  in  defeat- 
ingtheendsof  justice.     Let  us  hope  that  the 
good  sense  of  the  people  will  carry  our  country 
safely  through  this  new  whirlwind,  and  that 
the  two  sisters  known  by  the  names  of  peace 
and  justice,  will  conquer  the  hearts  of  all  the 
provinces,  and  draw  to  them  the  best  part  of 
the  nation.     The  question  that  is  now  before 
the  public  is  not  a  question  of  expediency ; 
it  is  a  question  of  right.     It  is  not  a  ques- ; 
tion  of  regulations  ;  it  is  a  question  of  prin- 
ciples.    Are  the  Catholics  entitled  to  their 
schools  ?  that  is  the  question.     How  to  re- 
gulate them  comes  next.     The  schools  might 
have  been  the  contrary  of  what  the  minority 


claim  they  were ;  they  might  have  been  a 
thousand  times  worse  than  what  they  are 
represented  to  have  been  by  our  opponents ; 
that  would  not  df^stroy  the  constitutional 
and  equitable  right  of  the  Catholics  to  their 
existence,  and  to  have  the  same  restored. 
The  management  of  the  schools  is  quite  a 
different  thing  from  their  constitutionality, 
or  from  the  vested  right  of  the  Catholics 
to  have  them.  Let  the  Catholics  have  their 
schools,  and  let  the  management  of  tht^  same 
be  properly  attended  to  afterwards.  If  the 
government  of  Manitoba  in  1890  had  the 
evidence  and  the  conviction,  which  they 
contend  now  they  had,  that  our  schools  were 
in  a  state  of  inefficiency,  or  otherwise  im- 
properly managed,  they  simply  have  been 
twice  derelict  to  their  duties — first,  in  not 
taking  the  proper  means  of  putting  them  on 
a  better  footing,  and  second,  in  encroaching 
upon  the  rights  and  privileges  of  the  min- 
ority. For,  let  us  not  be  deceived  by  what 
they  say  ;  they  had  full  power  and  oppor- 
tunity of  exercising  control  over  our  schools, 
as  I  will  show  hereafter.  Since  they  had 
that  power  and  that  duty,  since  they  have 
not  thought  proper  to  avail  themselves  of 
such  power  and  to  fulfil  their  duty,  they 
cannot  base  an  argument  now  on  their  own 
fault  and  ask  fur  an  investigation  the  results 
of  which,  whether  good  or  bad,  cannot  have 
any  beaiing  on  the  merit  of  the  case  as  it 
stands  to-day.  This  idea  of  having  an  in- 
vestigation now  is  only  an  afterthought,  a 
new  device  to  postpone  the  settlement  of 
this  important  matter.  We  have  been 
suffering  for  too  many  years  now  to  afibrd 
to  be  put  off  again  by  such  a  procrastinating 
process  as  has  been  sugges'ed.  It  was 
thought  by  this  Parliament  five  years  ngo 
that  it  might  be  better  to  refer  the  matter 
to  the  judicial  tribunals.  It  has  been  so  re- 
ferred. The  highest  court  of  the  empire  has 
adjudged  in  our  favour.  This  government 
has  very  properly  taken  action  on  that 
judgment.  So  far  the  Catholics  are  satisfied, 
but  they  are  now  looking  to  the  carrying 
out  of  the  government's  policy  as  announced 
by  the  Prime  Minister  on  the  floor  of  this 
House  at  the  beginning  of  this  session,  and 
I  hasten  to  add  that  they  are  confident  that 
that  policy  will  be  carried  out  without  any 
undue  delay. 

I  repeat  that  the  re-establishment  of  our 
schools  must  take  place  as  a  matter  of  right. 
It  cannot  depend  on  the  state  of  efficiency  or 
inefficiency  in  which  they  might  have  been 
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prior  to  1890  ;  it  cannot  depend  on  any  facts, 
disclosures,  statements  or  evidence  that  might 
be  adduced  one  way  or  another.  We  have 
an  inherent  right  to  them  outside  of  any 
extraneous  circumstances.  That  is  the  con- 
struction put  upon  the  constitution  by  the 
Privy  Council.  Hence,  the  uselessness  of 
such  an  investigation.  Moreover,  that  would 
not  cure  past  evils,  if  there  were  any.  As 
to  the  future,  it  can  be  taken  care  of  without 
the  expyense  to  the  country,  the  hardships  to 
the  minority,  and  the  trouble  to  the  whole 
Dominion,  that  the  appointment  of  any 
commission  now  would  entail. 

But,  for  all  that,  hon.  gentlemen,  the 
Catholics  of  Manitoba  are  not  averse  to 
speaking  of  their  schools,  which  were  the 
equal  in  every  respect  to  the  schools  of  the 
other  section,  and  in  some  respects  superior. 
They  were  superior  inasmuch  as  the  two 
languages,  French  and  English,  were  taught 
in  them,  while  the  English  language  only  was 
taught  in  the  schools  of  the  Protestant 
section.  They  were  immensely  superior  again 
in  as  much  as  positive  and  definite  Christian- 
ity was  taught  in  them  and  a  higher  course 
of  religious  training  given,  while  in  the 
others,  they  were  satisfied  with  very  little 
in  that  direction.  I  propose  now  to 
take  notice  of  the  charges  that  have  been 
directed  again><t  our  schools  and  deal 
fully  with  such  slanderous  accusations. 
As  I  said  at  the  outset,  the  fact  that  these 
accusations  are  launched  by  the  very  men 
who  have  been  convicted  of  having  been 
false  to  the  electors,  false  to  their  own  word, 
and  false  to  their  own  pledges;  who  are 
under  the  ban  of  a  verdict  from  the  highest 
court  of  the  Empire,  charging  them  with 
injustice  towards  a  section  of  their  own 
countrymen,  which  is  much  more  serious 
than  if  they  had  been  simply  declared 
erroneous  interpreters  of  the  constitution; 
who  did  not  attempt  to  prune  the  tree 
that  displeased  them,  *  ut  simply  cut  it 
down  and  sot  it  on  fire — that  fact,  I 
say,  should  lead  everybody  to  hesitate 
before  crediting  those  denunciations.  But 
there  are  good  people  who  are  apt  to  be 
led  astray  by  these  charges  constantly  re- 
peated, and  it  is  but  right  that  there  should 
be  given  some  explanation  and  contradiction. 
The  first  evidence  that  I  will  cite  is  an  ex- 
tract from  the  speeches  of  Mr.  Martin,  the 
author  of  the  law.  It  will  at  once  throw 
light  on  the  subject.  He  was  the  strongest 
advocate  of  the  measure  and  had  no  consider- 


I  ation  for  our  views  or  our  feelings.  Ki 
]  he  took  his  position  on  public  ground-",  lea- 
lessly  and  boldly,  and  I  have  yet  ti>  leam 
that  he  descended  to  the  abuse  to  which  ««■ 
are  subjected  to-day.  When  introducing  ta^ 
measure  in  the  local  House,  he  said : 

The  government's  action  had  not  l>een  detemiis' 
because  they  were  dissatisfied  with  the  manner  ii 
which  the  affairs  of  the  department  are  canda-.-tr*. 
under  this  system,  bat  because  they  are  dissatl'ar  i 
with  the  system  itself. 

So  dissatisfaction  as  to  the  managemen: 
of  the  schools  was  not  the  cauKe  of  iLe 
Manitoba  Government's  action.  Mr.  Mar'.is 
was  dissatisfied  with  the  system  itself,  as  net 
agreeing  with  his  views  as  to  what  s^bonki 
be  u  system  of  national  schools.  That  is  alL 
We  may  differ  from  him  as  to  that.  I  d" 
strongly  diflTer  from  him  in  that  resjKct. 
both  as  to  the  matter  of  policy  and,  in  our 
peculiar  case,  as  to  tlie  constitutional  po«ef 
of  the  legislature  to  pass  that  measure.  Bat 
that  is  a  stand  which  rests  on  public  ground* 
and  which  can,  on  that  account,  be  honestiv 
defended  without  descending  to  abuse  or 
slander.  This  declaration  of  Mr.  Martin  is 
clear  evidence  that  the  Government  of  Mani- 
toba was  bound  then  to  have  the  system 
changed.  It  was  not  a  question  of  efiicienry 
or  ineflSciency.  They  wanted  the  chanjie 
under  any  circuins  ances.  They  needed  no 
investic^'ition  and  they  did  not  make  anv. 
Without  going  into  any  inquiry  as  to  the  in- 
ternal efficiency  or  inefficiency  of  the  .sj-stem 
they  made  the  change,  and  from  that  -tf 
are  justified  to-day  in  saying  that  the  ne* 
stand  now  taken  by  that  government  l« 
nothing  but  a  subterfuge.  And  right  here 
may  I  be  allowed,  hon.  gentlemen,  to  place 
before  your  eyes  practical  evidence  of  the 
efficiency  of  our  schools  1  I  have  placed  on 
the  table  specimens  of  work  from  different 
schools  which  everybody  may  look  at,  and  I 
am  confident  that  no  one  will  find  any  faul*. 
with  them.  Some  are  admirable  specimens 
All  these  are  the  work  of  the  pupils.  The 
maps  are  done  from  memory.  Of  course 
these  come  from  our  best  schools,  but  the 
teachers  in  these  schools  are  also  the  teacher; 
in  a  great  many  other  schools.  In  fact  these 
teachers  are  twenty-five  per  cent  of  the  whole 
staff,  and  fifty  per  cent  of  the  other  teRchers 
are  their  pupils,  and  had  a  normal  school 
training  in  these  institutions  from  which 
these  specimens  are  taken.  Such  pupils 
having  had  the  advantage  of  such  teachers 
must  surely  have  some  ability  of  their  own 
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Iso,  and  be  considered  as  fit  for  the  position 
{  teacher  in  the  rural  part  of  the  country. 
'.  will  no'w  proceed  to  the  consideration  of 
.he  accusations  laid  against  us.  For  the 
;ake  of  convenience  I  will  take  the  indict- 
nent  as  brought  by  the  Attorney  General 
}f  Manitoba.  It  will  be  found  in  the  Globe 
>f  the  25th  April,  1895  : 

THE  OLD  SYSTEM. 

Mr.    Sifton  then  explained  the   state  of  thinss 
prior  to  1890.    There  were,  he  said,  what  might  Ke 
called  two  systems  of  public  schoois  in  existence, 
a  Protestant  system  and  a  Catholic  system,  with  a 
Board  of   Education  having  a  Catholic  section  and 
a    Protestant  section.     The   Board    of  Education 
absolutely    controlled    the   system,    the  Catholic 
section  their  schools  and  the  Protestant  section  the 
Protestant    schools.      Each    section    received   its 
grant,  and  the  Government  was  not  seen  at  all  in 
the  ay-Item.     This  state  of  things  lasted  from  1871 
to  1890,  and  the  people,  therefore,  had  had  ample 
time  to  see  how  it  worked  out.     The  way  that  it 
di.l  work  out  was  that  the  teachers  placed  in  charge 
of  the  schools  were  not  fit  to  teach  anywhere.    The 
examination  papers  on  which  they  got  their  certi- 
ficates were  such  as  would  be  set  for  boys  of  nine 
years  of  age.     Then  the  attendance  at  school  was 
not    looked   after  at  all.     The    schools   were  not 
opened  regularly,  and  there  was  no  inspection.  The 
monev    grants  were  paid  all   the  same,  although 
schoo'ls   might  not  have  been  opened  more  than 
three  or  four  days  a  week,  or  for  only  two  or  three 
months  in  the  year.     Another  objectionable  thing 
about  the  old  system  of  Catholic  schools  was  that 
the  accommodation  was  simply  almminable  except 
in  the  case  of  about  twelve  or  fifteen  out  of  the 
whole  number.     Although  this  was  the  case,  these 
Catholic  schools  were  getting  about  twice  as  much 
under   the   Government  grant   as   the   Protestant 
schools  were.    The  result  of  all  this  was  that  under 
this  system   one  generation  of  French  Catholics 
grew    up  almost  absolutely  illiterate.     Mr.  Sifton 
here  referred  to  petitions  sent  to  the  Government, 
in  which  six  out  of  seven  of  the  petitioners  were 
unaMe  to  sign  their  names  and  had  to  make  their 
marks.     Since  he  had  come  to  Ontario  on  this  pre- 
sent visit  he  had  received  an  urgent  petition  sent 
to  the  Government,  and  signed  by  27  French  half- 
breeds.     Of  these  24  made  their  marks,   and  only 
three  signed  their  names.     This  was  not  a  pleasant 
thing  to  tell,  but  it  was  true,  and  was  the  result  of 
the  old  system,    which  it  was  the  desire  of  the 
(iovemment  to  restore.  One  could  go  from  one  end 
of  Manitoba  to  the  other,  and  he  would  not  find  ; 
among  the  business  or  professional  men  a  young 
man  from  any  of  those   families.     The    children 
of  such  families  remained  on  the  farm  where  they 
were  bom.     There  was  no  idea  of  progress  among 
thetn.    If  this  system   were  imposed  upon  them 
permanently  it  would  simply  make  them  hewers 
of  woo<l  and  drawers  of  water. 

This  is  indeed  a  very  severe  and  pretty 
extensive  indictment.  The  misfortune  about 
it  is  that  it  is  groundless,  abusive  and  un- 
worthy of  a  man  occupying  in  his  province 


the  position  of  an  adviser  of  the  Crown,  and 
of  a  sworn  guardian  of  the  honour  and  of  the 
interests  of  all  sections  of  the  province  and 
of  the  whole  population  without  distinction 
of  creed  or  race.  The  statements  of  Mr. 
Sifton  are  not  only  misleading,  but  untrue, 
slanderous  and  ungenerous.  In  a  very  brief 
manner  I  will  dispose  of  them.  Before, 
however,  considering  them  seriatini,  I  want 
to  make  this  House  aware  of  an  important 
fact.  It  is  this  :  Never  before  the  Manitoba 
Government  had  announced  their  policy  on 
this  matter  in  1889,  never  was  any  remark 
made  to  us  about  the  alleged  inefficiency  of 
our  schools.  Never  was  a  suggestion  thrown 
out  to  us ;  never  was  blame  cast  upon  us  ; 
never  was  a  hint  given  us  as  to  any  draw- 
back that  was  supposed  to  exist  or  as  to  any 
improvement  that  could  have  been  desired. 
We  were  not  averse  to  any  fair  criticism,  if 
any  had  to  be  made.  If  any  desire  had  been 
expressed  to  us  as  to  some  advisable  reform, 
we  would  have  received  the  intimation  in  the 
most  cordial  way,  and  given  it  the  most 
serious  consideration.  But  far  from  that, 
our  schools  had  been  generally  praised.  Very 
often  people  after  visiting  our  settlements 
and  our  institutions,  came  to  us,  and  ex- 
pressed their  surprise — they  could  not  refrain 
from  letting  us  perceive  that  our  ways,  our 
thrifty  and  prosperous  condition,  the  excel- 
lence of  our  educational  appliances  were  a 
revelation  to  them.  So  much  so  that  Pro- 
testant families  were  prompted  l>y  that  excel- 
lence, and  by  the  care  that  the  children 
received  in  certain  institutions,  to  have  their 
children  educated  in  those  institutions.  On 
this  point  I  can  give  such  testimony  as  that 
of  Captain  Clark,  which  I  again  ask  permis- 
sion to  lay  before  this  House,  although  it 
has  already  been  read  to  you  : 

I  can  speak  with  experience  with  reference  to 
the  excellence  of  your  section,  two  of  my  daughters 
having  been  for  a  long  time  with  the  good  sisters 
of  St.  Boniface,  where  their  progress  was  as  satis- 
factory to  me  as  it  was  pleasant  to  them. 

I  take  the  following  extract  from  the 
Canadian  Gazette  of  London,  published  on 
the  4Lh  November,  1886,  and  speaking  of 
our  school  exhibits  at  the  Indian  and  Colo- 
nial Exhibition  : 

The  collection  contains  samples  of  hooks,  exer- 
cises, scholastic  material,  &c.,  coming  from  the 
Catholic  schools  as  well  as  from  the  Protestant 
schools  of  the  province. 

The  excellence  of  the  work,  and  especially  of  the 
geographical  charts,  is  incontestable.  This  is  the 
more  pleasing,  if  we  consider  the  fact  that  many 
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exhibiU  are  dated  from  the  year  1884,  and  the  be- 
ginning of  the  year  1889.  It  is  evident  the  exhibit 
is  composed  of  the  ordinary  duties  of  the  schools 
in  all  parts  of  the  province,  and  not  of  work  special- 
ly prepared  for  the  occassion. 

Ko  pretension  has  been  made  to  eclipse  the 
school  exhibits  of  the  other  provinces,  but  the  col- 
lection that  is  under  our  eyes  denotes  that  in  one 
of  the  most  recently  organized  provinces  of  the 
confederation,  there  exists  a  school  system  which, 
although  respecting  the  faith  and  religious  convict- 
ions of  the  population,  offers  to  every  one  an  edu- 
cation capable  of  fitting  for  the  highest  rank  in 
society,  the  child  who  is  placed  under  its  care. 

So,  hon.  gentlemen,  up  to  the  time  of  the 
extraordinary  change  of  mind  of  these  gentle- 
men of  the  Miinitoba  Government,  instead 
of  being  remonstrated  with,  we  had  on  all 
occasions  been  praised,  especially  for  the  ex- 
cellence of  our  educational  institutions.  On 
several  occasions,  men  in  th<-  highest  position 
in  the  land,  Governors  General  and  Lieute- 
nant-Governors, and  other  distinguished 
visitors,  paid  to  our  educational  institutions 
the  highest  compliments.  One  day,  one  of 
the  trustees  of  the  Protestant  schools  in 
Winnipeg  was  invited  to  visit  one  of  our 
schools  in  that  city.  He  had  only  words  of 
praise  to  address  to  the  pupils  and  teachers. 
How  could  we  suspect  then  that  our 
schools  might  afterwards  be  arraigned  in 
such  a  general  and  violent  way  ?  But 
let  us  admit  for  a  moment  that  there  were 
some  deficiencies  in  our  schools,  in  the  teach- 
ing or  in  the  management,  what  was  the 
duty  of  the  government  ?  Was  it  necessary 
to  demolish  the  whole  structure  to  remedy 
the  defects  1  Most  assuredly  not.  All  the 
subjects  of  complaint  could  have  been  cured 
insomeother  way.  If  we  were  not  considered 
sufficiently  in  touch  with  the  government, 
it  was  an  easy  matter  to  make  such  amend- 
ments to  the  law  a.s  would  have  been  equally 
satisfactory  to  both  parties.  It  was  an  easy 
matter  to  approach  the  general  board  of 
education  and  to  intimate  to  any  section 
that  reforms  and  improvements  were  desired. 
And  if  amendments  to  the  law  were  neces- 
sary, it  was  an  easy  matter  to  have  framed 
them  so  as  to  respect  the  feelings  and  the 
rights  of  all  sections  of  the  people.  If  there 
was  any  mismanagement  the  fault  was  due  to 
some  indi\'iduals.  Why  not  remove  those 
individuals  and  put  in  better  men  instead 
of  punishing  the  whole  Catholic  population? 
Such  amendments  might  have  been  resorted 
to  as  a  trial  at  least.  It  would  have  gone  a 
long  way  toward  convincing  our  people  that 
no  barm  or  injustice  was  intended ;  but,  far 


from  that,  all  of  a  sudden,  without  any  vj^rs. 
ing,  we  were  put  face  to  face  with  the  prefc-;- 
difficulties,  our  schools  were  annihilated,  -ja 
properties  confi.scated,  and  the  schools  th&: 
were  known  before  as  Protestant  sch(»_.i 
were  continued,  in  the  same  shape  and  iorzL. 
under  substantially  the  same  r«^latit.-u. 
under  the  name  of  public  schools.  Tcr- 
absence  of  regard  for  our  feelings  and  ft-i 
our  rights  is  the  clearest  evidence  that  s-cc- 
other  motives  than  the  improvement  of  ibf 
schools  were  at  the  bottom  of  that  campaign 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  Mr.  Fisher,  the  thfn 
president  of  the  Liberal  Associaiioa  ic. 
Manitoba,  informed  the  country  what  tlR=-r 
motives  were.  They  were  for  party  advan- 
ages,  and,  after  having  adopted  soch  a 
policy  for  party  advantages,  they  persist  tr. 
it  for  the  samo  purpose ;  but  as  there  L- 
some  need  to  disguise  that  purpose,  iher 
resort  to  slander  and  abuse  in  the  hope  <jt 
raising  the  strongest  prejudices  to  blind  tbn- 
people  as  to  the  real  issue  now  confrontis.- 
the  country.  Let  us  look  more  carefoLT 
into  Mr.  Sifton's  statements.  Jle  begins  hy 
describing  the  school  system  in  Manitota 
and  is  pleased  to  inform  his  audience  that 
we  had  two  systems  of  schools.  This  fir^ 
statement  ia,  to  say  the  least,  inaccurate.  I 
have  already  shown  that  we  had  only  one 
system  of  schools.  That  was  a  system  of 
public  schools,  which  were  more  national 
than  those  by  which  they  have  been  re- 
placed. That  system  provided  for  the  netd? 
of  all  sections  of  the  people,  and  not  for  a 
part  only.  The  law  itself  (statutes  1881 
says  that  it  was  to  establish  a  system  of 
public  schools.  There  was  only  one  law. 
applying  to  all  the  schools,  and  it  gave,  as 
it  should,  the  control  of  the  schools  to  the 
parents,  according  to  their  religious  convict 
tions.  It  was  so  framed  and  carried  out 
that  the  term  of  "  separate  schools  "  which 
is  applied  to  the  Catholic  schools  very  often 
is  quite  inappropriate.  Our  Catholic  schoois 
were  no  more  separate  schools  than  were 
the  Protestant  schools.  Each  one  had  to- 
wards the  other  the  same  status.  The 
Protestant  schools  were  us  much  separate 
schools  as  the  Catholic  schools.  There  was 
no  inferiority  in  the  one  as  to  the  other ; 
they  were  on  an  equal  footing.  You  can  go 
all  through  that  law  and  you  will  find  its 
provisions  applicable  to  all  the  schools.  One 
of  our  strongest  opponents.  Rev.  Dr.  Bryee, 
has  himself  confessed  the  fairness  of  the 
system  in  the  following  terms  in  1877.   The 
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50-vernment  grant  is  voted  for  one  system 
of  soliools.  *  *  No  special  rights  are  given  to 
eit;lier  Catholics  or  Protestants.  In  Manitoba 
tilie  Homan  Catholic  schools  are  as  much 
national  as  the  Protestants. 

ISCr.  Sifton  complains  that  the   action  of 
'tHe     government  was  not  seen  at  all  in  the 
systiem.      This  again  is  inaccurate.      The 
hnnd  of  the  government  was  directly  felt  in 
Tiia.t;ter8  of  money.     As  a  matter  of  fact  the 
government  had  the   controlling   power  in 
fin.a.ncial  matters.     The  law  itself  provided 
for  the  payment  to  the  schools  of  the  gov- 
ernment grant.     That  grant  was  retained 
t>y  the  government,  whose  treasurer  was  the 
guardian  of  the  school  funds.     The  govern- 
ment themselves  had  the  power  to  fix  the 
appropriations  of  the  sections  of  the  Board 
of  Ekiucation,  and  no  payment  was  made  ex- 
cept through  the  government  and  after  hav- 
ing been  submitted   to  the  control  of  the 
provincial  auditor,  and  received  his  watch- 
ful    consideration    and     approval.      So  in 
£Ln.ancial   matters   not  only   the  control  of 
government  was  seen,  but   they  had  their 
hands  completely  upon  the  funds,  their  dis- 
tribution and  their  pajrment.     They   were 
all  powerful  as  to  the  whole  expenditure  of 
the  two  sections,  and  they  exercised  their 
power,  and  sometimes  they  did  it  in  a  very 
high-handed   way.     In  1889,   for   instance, 
-were  had  a  reserve  fund  amounting  to  nearly 
914,000.      The    government    of    Manitoba 
although  not  authorized  by  law  to  do  so, 
demanded  our  board  to  had  over  to  them 
that  reservejfund.  In  that  demand,  however, 
they  fully  acknowledged  that  fund  to  be 
ours,  and  gave  us  assurance  that  it  would 
be  available  to  our  section  at  any  time. 

After  having  thus  given  us  the  assurance 
that  the  money  would  always  be  available  to 
us,  they  went  back  on  their  own  decision,  and 
deprived  us  of  that  amount,  they  refused  to 
distribute  that  money  to  ourschools,  although 
wej  had  regularly  applied  for  the  same,  and 
put  before  them  a  regular  requisition  and 
apportionment.  That  is  another  instance 
of  the  utter  disregard  with  which  we  have 
been  treated.  As  I  have  already  said,  this 
campaign  commenced  in  1888,  at  the  St. 
Francois  Xavier  election,  by  false  promises. 
It  has  been  ever  since  followed  by  trea-son 
and  hardships,  which  it  is  hardly  possible 
to  describe.  TJntrue  to  their  pledges  from 
the  first,  they  have  been  untrue  to  their  own 
policy  as  laid  down  by  Mr.  Greenway  when 
he  went  to  the  late  Archbishop  Tach6,  with 


the  view  of  receiving  from  His  Grace  help 
in  the  forming  of  his  government,  help 
which,  on  his  pledge,  was  so  willingly  given 
to  him  only  to  bring  afterwards  to  the 
lamented  prelate  such  bitter  disappointment 
that  it  may  be  said  to  have  hastened  his 
death. 

The  government  had  in  another  way  its 
hand  on  the  Bureau  of  Education,  inas- 
much as  they  had  the  appointment  of  the 
members  of  the  board.  Each  year  the  term 
of  three  members  of  our  section  expired. 
On  the  government  devolved  the  privilege 
and  the  power  of  appointing  successors  to 
the  retiring  members.  In  this  particular 
also  they  used  their  power  in  their  own  way, 
and  for  their  own  advantage,  in  appointing 
at  one  time  other  parties  than  those 
recommended  by  the  Catholics,  and  at 
another  time  in  neglecting  to  make  appoint- 
ments. The  appointment  of  the  superinten- 
dent was  also  the  privilege  of  the  govern- 
ment. More  than  that,  during  the  whole 
time,  from  the  accession  to  power  of  the 
Liberal  government  in  Manitoba  till  the 
coming  into  force  of  the  law  of  1890,  the 
government  was  represented  on  our  Catholic 
section  of  the  Education  Board  by  one  of 
their  members,  and  for  the  last  six  months 
at  least  there  was  also  a  member  of  the 
government  on  the  Protestant  section  of  the 
Board  of  Education.  So  the  government 
had  two  of  their  members  closely  connected 
with  the  administration  of  the  school  law 
under  the  old  system. 

The  members  of  the  government  and  of 
the  legislature  were,  by  law,  visitors  of  the 
schools.  A  book  was  there,  in  which  they 
could  record  their  comments.  AVhy  did  not 
avail  themselves  of  it  t  From  all  this,  it  will 
clearly  appear  to  everybody  that  the  govern- 
ment had  a  closer  connection  with  the 
administration  of  educational  affairs  than 
one  would  be  led  to  believe  by  the  utterances 
of  Mr.  Sifton,  and,  consequently,  that  gentle- 
man must  be  held  to  have  disgracefully 
attempted  to  mislead  public  opinion,  unless 
we  come  to  the  conclusion  that  he  has  no 
knowledge  of  the  old  law,  which  would  be  no 
surprise  to  me.  On  that  point,  I  think  I  may 
safely  say  that  at  least  four-tif  ths  of  the  mem- 
bers of  the  legislature  which  passed  that  law 
of  1 890  were  not  adequately  acquainted  with 
the  old  law.  That  ignorance  of  the  old  law 
was  perceptible  in  the  bill  that  was  pre- 
pared. For  instance,  it  designated  as  separate 
schools,  the  schools  attended  and  controlled 
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by  the  Catholics,  and  public  schools  those 
controUed  by  the  Protestants.  The  fact  was 
that  both  wero  simply  common  schoo's 
That  is  the  appellation  which  the  law  of 
1881  gave  them. 

Mr.  Sifton  says  that  the  system  was  in 
force  from  1871  to  1890,  and  therefore  the 
people  had  had  ample  time  to  see  how  it 
worked  out.  Although  in  discussing  this 
question  I  am  bound  to  reserve  the  constitu- 
tional question,  I  am  quite  prepared  also 
to  consider  what  was  the  opinion  of 
the  people  at  the  end  of  that  period, 
since  there  is  an  appeal  made  to  that 
opinion  on  the  other  side.  Is  it  necessary 
for  me  to  recall  to  you  that  in  1888  an 
election  took  place  in  one  of  the  constituencies 
of  Manitoba,  in  which  election  the  fate  of 
the  administration  and  of  the  opposition  res- 
pectively was  at  stake  1  What  took  place, 
then  ?  That  question  first  came  up  in 
that  election  incidentally  and  soon  became 
the  turning  point.  Mr.  Fisher,  then  the 
president  of  Liberal  association,  said  in  1893  : 

This  became  practieally  the  leading  qnestion 
of  the  campaign  and  the  contest  was  a  crucial  one. 
Should  the  Libemls  win,  it  was  plain,  in  the  view 
of  the  losses  sustained  by  the  government,  that 
they  must  resign.  So  the  success  of  the  Liberal 
candidates  means  that  the  party  wonid  nt  once 
attain  power,  while  the  election  of  Mr.  Burke 
would  almost  certainly  have  insured  the  continuance 
of  the  Liberals  in  opposition  till  this  day. 

Tt  is  an  clear  as  daylight,  then,  that  the 
question  came  before  the  people  at  that 
election.  Let  us  see  how  it  was  dealt  with. 
The  Conservatives, by  their  candidate, wanted 
to  maintain  the  school  system  then  in  txist- 
ence.  Did  the  Liberals  take  the  opposite 
view  ?  Not  at  all.  Feeling  that  the  people 
wanted  to  maintain  that  system,  they  de- 
clared the  pi  'licy  of  their  party  in  this  matter, 
otherwise  the  election  would  have  fione 
against  them,  and  would,  to  use  the  words 
of  Mr.  Fisher,  "insure  the  continuance  of 
the  Liberals  in  opposition  to  this  day." 
They  then  declared — and  here  I  again  use 
the  words  of  Mr.  Fisher — that "  the  Liberals 
had  no  idea  of  interfering  with  those  insti- 
tutions ; "  and  Mr.  Martin  gave  a  positive 
pledge,  in  the  name  of  the  Lil.eral  party, 
that  they  would  not  do  so.  Mr.  Greenway 
was  a  party  to  the  giving  of  that  promise. 
The  pledge  was  given  in  the  name  of  the 
Liberal  party,  for  a  party  purpose.  With- 
out that  promise,  the  party  could  not  have 
carried  the  election,  and  by  that  election 
alone  they  attained  power.     Now,  hon.  gen- 


tlemen, you  have  here  the  two  politsi. 
parties  making  an  appeal  to  the  people  a:  -. 
crucial  time  on  that  very  question ;  the  C'-.- 
servatives  pointing  to  their  past  reconi  z 
favour  of  the  maintenance  (^  that  ^dk- 
system  ;  the  Liberals  desiring  to  attain  poa?- 
and  for  that  purpose  declariug  that  tL-r 
future  policy  would  be  to  maintain  in  rb? 
integrity  the  same  in.«titutiong.  These  dr- 
clarations  were  made  by  the  leaders  oo  be 
half  of  their  respective  parties.  They  wrr- 
the  declarations,  not  only  of  the  leaders,  he 
of  their  followers  also.  That  is,  you  have  ii 
this  instance  the  electors  requiring  bxi 
parties  to  pledge  themselves  to  the  mainmr 
ance  of  tbe  school  system  which  had  existcti 
for  twenty  years.  "The  people,"  to  use  tir 
words  of  Mr.  Sifton,  "  had  had  anipip 
time  to  see  how  it  worked  out,'*  and  \i.^ 
same  people,  far  from  being  dissatis£« 
with  the  system,  felt  on  the  contrary  .-. 
strongly  in  favour  of  its  maintenajice  tfaa: 
both  parties  (that  is  the  whole  of  the  eleet<wi 
had  to  pledge  themselves  to  that  effect.  Tots. 
was  the  verdict  of  the  people  at  that  tint*. 
Afterwards  Mr.  Greenway,  when  formiLC 
his  government,  went  to  Archbishop  Tsct'^ 
and  again  pledged  his  party  to  tbe  main- 
tenance of  that  school  system,  as  ia  prow' 
by  the  declarations  of  Rev.  Father  AlWd 
and  of  Mr.  AUoway,  himself  a  Liberal.  After 
that  Mr.  Greenway  had  a  general  electios 
in  the  pro\'ince.  The  platform  of  his  partv. 
as  declared  in  the  previous  election  betw«-n 
Mr.  Burke  and  Mr.  Francis,  was  public  and 
fresh  to  the  memory  of  the  whole  provinw 
and  still  standing.  Did  thepeoplethendeciar? 
themselves  against  it  ?  Not  at  all.  Nothin;: 
was  said  against  that  policy.  Mr.  Greenway. 
pledg  d  as  he  was  with  his  party  to  maintaib 
that  school  system,  was  returned  to  power 
with  the  largest  majority  that  ever  exi-ted 
in  Manitoba  in  favour  of  any  government. 
That  verdict  is  evidpn.;e  that  the  pe<>p'«- 
who  had  had  ample  time,  and  good  opportu- 
nities to  judge  of  the  working  of  t  hat  system, 
were  satisfied  wit  h  it.  We  have  other  exprn-- 
siona  of  the  satisfaction  of  the  people  with 
that  system  in  the  following  fact :  In  18.S8, 
the  same  year  that  Mr.  Greenway  came  to 
power,  the  superintendent  of  the  Prote.>;iant 
schools,  Mr.  Sonimerset,  expre-sses  himself  in 
this  way  at  a  meeting  of  teacher: — 

In  connection  with  its  working  (thelawtdnrin^ 
the  last  seventeen  years  it  may  l)e  pointed  nut  tlut 
the  schools  of  the  province  have  been  manaml 
without  a  particle  of  the  denominational  fricuon 
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"t^hat  has  caused  disturbance  and  bitterness  io  other 
provinces  of  the  Dominion  *  *  the  past  history  of 
't:lie  province  encourages  the  hope  that  perfect 
justice  to  each  interest  shall  result  in  a  continu- 
Gbnce  of  the  ham:ony  that  now  exists. 

These  words  surely  do  not  indicate  any 
desire  for  a  chwige  in  the  system,  althrough 
some  of  the  details  of  the  law  might  require 
change  to  suit  the  circum<=tance8.  Another 
gentleman,  Mr.  Morrissan,  who  is  himself  a 
Protestant,  an  Orangeman,  and  was  for  a 
tame  an  inspector  of  Protestant  schools  in 
our  province,  published  last  ^ear  a  paper  in 
■which  he  says  : 

Throughout  all  these  years,  from  187 1  to  1888, 
no  compuiiDt  was  ever  made  with  the  workings  of 
the  separate  schools  system.  •  •  •  The  peo- 
ple, Protestant  and  Catholic  alike,  were  perfectly 
content«d  with  the  school  system  as  it  then 
existed. 

And  here,  let  me  recall  to  you  this  state- 
ment of  the  Morden  Monitor  which  I  have 
already  quoted  :  "  The  country  %iever  asked 
for  such  legislation." 

But,  honourable  gentl'-men,  above  all,  the 
best  evidence  of  the  satisfaction  of  the  peo- 
ple of  Manitoba  in  connection  with  the  late 
school   system   was    the   entire   absence  of 
complaints  about  it.     They  "  had  had  ample 
time  to  see  how  it  worked  out,"  ami  they 
did  not  complain,  showing  thereby  that  they 
were  satisfied   to  maintain  it.     The  query 
must  very  naturally  arise  in  tlii-  minds  of 
the   honourable  members    of   this    House : 
How,  then,  did  the  1e5;isliiture  come  to  pass 
the  law  of  1 890  ?     In  answer  to  that  I  would 
say  that  the  question  was  suddenly   thrown 
upon  the  attention  of  the  public  by  acouplo 
of  public  men  without  any  authorization  on 
the  part  of  their  leader.     Mr.    Greenway, 
who  hejiriiig  fur  the  first  time  of  the  new 
platform  that  twomembersof  his  government 
were   iidvucating,  w.is    reported  an  sayin;; : 
"It's  all  bosh."  It  was  come  drd  at  the  time 
by  aleadin.;  newspaper  that  ag<in  this  move 
was  inauguratefl  for  party  purjMi  es,  and  the 
accusation  has  not  l)een,  up  to  the  present, 
successfully   repelled.       However,   in    18''0, 
the  govemnient,  which  had  attained   power 
on  the  pledge  that  they  would  not  interfere 
with  the  langUHge  or    institutions    of    the 
French   Catholic  population,    introduced  in 
the  legislature  two  bills,  by  which  ihey  pro- 
posed to  interfere  with   those    institutions, 
and  the  legislature,  which  itself  had  been 
elected  upon  that  platform  of  non-interfer- 
ence, disregarded  the  mandate  it  had  received 
from  the  people  and  passed  those  iniquitous 


laws,  with  the  view  in  all  likelihood  to  serve 
party  purposes  again.  And  now,  I  am  quite 
ready  to  admit  that  if  the  question  was 
squarely  and  solely  put  before  the  people  at 
present  there  is  a  probability  tliat  it  would 
be  decided  against  ,us,  because  the  passions 
and  the  prejudices  of  the  people  have  been 
raised,  and  between  the  judgment  of  the 
people  in  1888  declaring  itself  for  the  main- 
tenance of  the  school  system  then  in  force, 
and  the  contradictory  judgment  of  the 
same  people  to-day,  I  would  say  that  the 
first  was  a  calm,  deliberate,  cool  and  un- 
prejudiced judgment,  while  the  second 
would  not  be,  and,  consequently,  the  par- 
liament of  Canada  must  in  all  fairness 
and  equity  give  their  preference  to  the 
former,  and  declare  that  the  people  "  having 
had  ample  time  to  see  how  the  system 
worked  out,"  and  being  satisfied  with 
that  system,  it  was  an  extreme  injustice  to 
interfere  with  established  institutions,  an 
injustice  to  the  Catholic  population  and  an 
injustice  to  the  country  at  large,  inasmuch 
as  t'e  peace  of  the  whole  country  has  been 
disturbed  by  such  action.  As  a  conclusion 
of  my  argument  on  this  point,  I  am  safe  to 
say  that  there  is  no  foundation  for  the  asser- 
tion that  the  people  of  Manitoba  have  ever 
asked  for  a  ch'nge;  I  may  even  say  that 
there  was  practically,  in  1888,  at  the  date 
of  the  liistgeneial  election  previous  to  1890, 
a  unanim  -us  consent  that  the  existing  insti- 
tutions should  l>e  maintained,  and  the  legis- 
lature, ill  passing  the  laws  of  1890  went 
directly  against  the  mandate  it  had  received 
fri^m  the  people.  A  grave  accusation  againi't 
our  people  is  made  by  Mr.  Sifton  in  the 
following  words  : — 

One  could  go  from  one  end  of  Manitolia  to  the 
other  and  he  would  not  Hud,  among  business  or 
urofcssional  men,  a  young  man  from  any  of  these 
families;  \h>s  rhililren  of  "vch /amilieji  nmaiiied  on 
he/ami  where  Ihey  were  horn. 

Although  unwillingly  given  and  not  in- 
tended as  so,  it  is  the  mast  eloquent  test  to 
our  sclioii'  svstein.  If  the  hon.  gentleman 
had  first  )>ut  himself  to  the  trouble  of  making 
the  incjuiry  he  was  inviting  his  audience  to 
make,  he  would  have  f4>und  that  he  was  mis- 
leading them.  Right  in  Winnipeg  and 
throughout  the  Catholic  sett'ements  there 
are  young  men  who  are  engaged  in  business, 
some  in  professional  studies.  They  cannot  be 
as  numerous  »s  the  young  men  of  other 
nationulitie!>,  for  the  simple  season  that  the 
group  of  population  to  which  they  belong  is 
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a  small  minority.  The  fact  of  a  great  major- 
ity of  the  population  being  of  a  different 
creed,  and  having  a  different  language,  re- 
duces to  a  great  extent,  for  our  children,  the 
natural  field  'which  others  have  for  the  dis- 
play of  their  ability ;  and,  consequently,  it 
hinders  them  and  reduces  their  desire  to  en- 
gage in  professional  and  mercantile  pursuits. 
But  apart  from  this  there  is  another  reason 
which  Mr.  Sifton  has  given  himself,  and 
although  that  gentleman  has  done  so  very 
unwittingly,  that  reason  is  one  of  the  best 
compliments  that  could  be  paid  to  our  young 
generation  and  our  school  system.  "  The 
children  of  such  families,"  said  he,  "  remain 
on  the  farm  where  they  were  born."  True 
most  of  our  children  remain  on  the  farm. 
If  that  is  the  result  of  our  school  system,  by 
all  means,  for  the  welfare  of  the  country,  let 
us  preserve  that  system.  What  is,  in  our 
days,  one  of  the  evils  complained  of  and  con- 
fronting the  normal  a^lvance  of  the  social 
movement  t  Is  it  not  the  migration  of  the 
rural  population  to  towns  and  cities  ?  Is  it 
not  the  inordinate  and  disproportionate  in- 
crease in  the  number  of  business  and  pro- 
fessional men  1  Not  more  than  two  or  three 
weeks  ago  our  distinguished  colleague,  the 
member  for  Hopewell,  speaking  in  this 
House,  said  that  "  many  of  those  who  go 
into  business  should  remain  on  the  farm." 
And  this  honest  and  wholesome  truth  is  in 
harmony  with  the  views  of  all  thinking  peo- 
ple. The  Ottawa  Citizen  of  the  2nd  of  May 
last  contained  the  following  editorial  on  the 
subject : — 

TOO  MAN"V  PROFE.SSIOKAL  MKX. 

In  Kiiglaiul  the  cry  is  ' '  Buck  to  the  land. "  Tltere, 
as  elsewTicTe,  farmers  liave  Ijeen  leaving  the  soil  to 
plunge  into  the  whirl  of  city  life.  The  glitter  and 
movement,  the  roar  and  noise,  of  large  centres 
attract  the  countryman,  who  begins  to  lind  his 
existence  on  the  farm  monotonous,  and  wljo  sees 
possible  prizes  for  which  lie  thinks  he  may  strive 
with  good  chances  of  success. 

Back  to  the  farm,  even  iu  this  new  country,  we 
might  well  desire  our  people  to  go.  All  kinds  of 
business  feel  the  stress  of  sharp  competition.  All 
the  professions  are  overcrowded.  The  Canadinn 
AteJiral  Hcfiew  states  that  in  Toronto  there  are 
scores  of  medical  men  not  making  ^2  a  day, — a 
very  poor  return  indeed  for  the  long  years  spent 
upon  their  education  and  for  the  amount  of  money 
devoted  to  it, — a  very  unsatisfactory  sum  on  which 
to  keep  up  the  style  of  living  that  a  professional 
ma!i  iisyires  to.  The  BamWsr,  a  legal  publication, 
deals  with  the  same  subject  in  its  .-Kpril  numljer. 
It  says  :  "  It  is  prolwble  that  the  inromes  of  ninety 
per  cent  of  the  profession  do  not  average  ^00  a 
year,  while  fifteen  years  ago  the  average  was  about 
Ijl,0(t0  a  year."    In  other  words,  hundreds  of  soli- 


citors throughout  the  country  are  working  fuc  U~ 
than  brick-layers  and  carpenters.  Yoang  nws  •  • 
the  farm  would  do  well  to  bear  these  tacta  in  a. : . 
when  their  ambition  is  aroused  by  reading  tu  r# 
of  the  brilliant  successes  of  Lord  Erskioe,  V  • 
Kldon  and  other  great  men  who  began  vith  not'  ■.. 
but  achieved  high  distinction  and  won  rich  re«  <ir  • 
Necessarily  the  number  of  the  Erskinesaud  EI<Ji  :.- 
is  limited. 

If  we  take  into  consideration  the  drcuc- 

stances  of  our  own  province,  we  could  not  t.  • 

strongly  emphasize  not  only  the  opporturii-.i 

but  even  the  necessity  for  our  own  sons  : 

remain  upon  the  fatius — the  necessity  n< ' 

only  for  their  own  sake,  but  also  for  ti-. 

sake  of  the  country.     East  and  west,  north 

and  south  of  Winnipeg  we  have  iniraeii--^      I 

prairies,  amongst  the  most  fertile  land  ia 

the  world.     Our  province  is  above  all  •ml 

almost  exclusively  an  agricultural  oountrr. 

Would  it  be  an  intelligent,  patriotic  ai»'. 

well-conceived  policy  to  ioduce  our  yoniis 

people  to  leave  their  farms  and  go  into  tfc? 

cities  and  towns,  where  every  year  there  i- 

an  influx  of  half-educated   or   lazy   peup.t- 

constantly  swelling  that  unfortunate  p<>rt:<>c 

of  the  population,  whose  lot.  it  is  to  be  & 

burden  on  the  community,  whil.st  if  they  had 

remained  on  their  farms  they  could  vert 

likely  have  been  counted  amongst  the  m<£t 

useful  citizens  of  the  land  ?     This  does  n'>t 

mean  that  the  farmer  should  not  be  edncatotL 

but  the  fact  that  he  is  a  farmer  is  no  evidence 

of  his  being  uneducated.     And  even  if  li<- 

was,  I  contend  that  an  illiterate  but  honest 

hard-working  and  fair-minded  tiller  of  the 

soil  is  a  better  citizen  than  the  philoaiphtr 

whose  instruction  only  serves  him  to  bett-  r 

bla.spheme  his  God.     The  illiterate  farmer  i< 

a  better  citizen  than  Tngersoll  with  all  Lis 

I  so-called  science  ;  the  illiterate  farmer  w!iu       j 

I  lives  and  lets  others  live  in  peace  and  ^u.siitv 

,  is  a  better  citizen  than  Mr.  Greenway  or       i 

'  Mr.    Sifton,  who  go   through   the   countrr 

1  disseminating  fals'^  information,  slandcrini: 

I  a  loyal  aid  intelligent  people,  and    duius 

;  their   utmost   to   excite   a   section   of    the 

!  community  against  the  other  for  the  purpose 

■  of  maintaining,  against   the  wish   of  Her 

I  Majesty,  the  injustice  of  which  they  have 

I  been  convicted  by  the  highest  tribunal  of 

]  the  empire. 

I  The  country  is  simply  distressed  by  these 
I  politicians,  whilst  its  prosperity  and  the  de- 
velopment of  its  natural  resources  are  pro- 
mote<l  by  the  quiet,  thrifty,  righteou.s,  in- 
dustrious and  intelligent,  though  perhaps 
underrated  husbandman.       "I    wish,"  said 
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^Lr.    Oladstone,  one  day  in   1889,  "to  dis- 
>el     iiny  notions  that  may  be    entertained 
>list'b      manual    industry   is    necessarily   an 
^rtoHle  thing      Rely  upon  it,  manual  labour 
a  lionourable,  not  only  because  it  is  useful, 
3ufc     honourable  beyond  the  measure  of  its 
iirect  utility,  when  directed  to  honourable 
Lims  and  honourable  purposes."    Fancy  now 
t  ho  young  Mr.  Sifton  opposing  his  dictum  to 
blie  opinion  of  the  GranJ  Old  Man,  and  dis- 
crerJi  ting  manual  labour   in  the  persons  of 
tlie  farmers  and  of  those  of  their  sons  who 
elioose  to  remain  on  the  farms  where  they 
%v«»re  lx»rn.     These  young  men  were  given 
education  Ijefore  1890,  and  we  continue   to 
^ive  them  the  best  education  we  can  provide, 
notwithstanding  the  hardships  to  which  we 
are      now    being  subjected.       We     believe 
in    education.      There   is,   however,   some- 
thing which  is  above  education,  and  that  is 
proper  education.      When    Mr.   Sifton   is 
discrediting  that  kind  of  education  to  which 
he  attributes  the  fact  of  so  many  young  men 
remaining  on  the  farms,  he  shows  that  he 
has  no  sound  idea  of  what  a  good  education 
sliould  be,  or  of  the  results  that  such  educa- 
tion should  produce.     He  is  advocating  that 
kind  of  education  which,  according   to  the 
chitif  of  the  detective  force  in  San  Francisco, 
"  makes  the  pick,  shovel  and   wheelbarrow 
repugnant  to  American  youth."     Speaking 
about    the   same  kind   of  education,   Prof. 
Koyce,    in    his  book,     "Deterioration  and 
l<,ace    Education,"    says    that    "the  public 
schools  system  in  the  United  States  (which 
is  the  pattern  of  the  system  that  is   tried  to 
be   established  in  our  community)  kills  in 
the  child  all  inclination  for  physical  work  ; 
it  fills  the  country  with  office  seekers,"  ifec. 

With  the  kind  permission  of  the  House  I 
will  read  a  picture  which  a  gentleman  writ- 
ing in  a  United  States  newspaper,  draws  of 
the  kind  of  education  obtained  in  the  public 
schools  of  that  country  : 

Xeither  the  boys,  ho  says,  nor  the  girls  taught 
(I  won't  say  e<lucate:I)  m  the  public  schools  want 
actual  work  for  a  living.  Veryfew  of  the  boys  are 
willing  to  leani  trades,  especially  if  they  are  kept 
at  school  long  enough  to  get  notions  about  being 
"  jcentlemen."  Nearly  allexpect  to  get  into  some 
light  occupation,  something  "  respectable  "  and  not 
i'e<|uiring  them  to  soil  their  hands  or  wear  work- 
shop clothing.  They  are  willing  to  l)e  book-keepers 
or  salesmen,  or  general  "clerks,  'or  to  be  taken  into 
Imnks,  and  many  of  them  have  an  eye  on  broker's 
offices  in  Wall  streets,  and  many  more  on  the 
offices  the  politicians  are  lighting  for.  But  they 
don't  want  to  turn  to  and  learn  to  be  carpenters 
or  blacksmiths,  or  plumbers,  or  bricklayers,  or 
26 


stonecutters,  or  anything  jlse  that  seems  a  stcsidy 
day's  work  with  the  hands.  This  is  why  New 
York  is  swarming  to-day  with  fairly  taught  young 
men  looking  for  situations  as  clerks  or  bookkeepers 
or  as  conductors  on  the  street  cars,  or  as  cauvassers 
of  all  sorts,  and  unable  to  get  them.  These  thou- 
sands were  prmluced  largely  by  a  false  education, 
twenty  or  thirty  years  ago,  and  we  are  producing 
other  thousands,  many  more  thousands  to-day  to 
replace  them  when  they  go. 

In  conclusion  this  writer  says  : 

The  fancy  schools  of  to-day  are  in  some  respect 
a  positive  evil.  Instead  of  "  fitting  our  youth  to 
earn  a  living,''  they  unfit  them  tu  a  large  extent 
and  tend  to  make  them  idlers  instead  of  workers. 

The  same  complaint  is  becoming  general 
all  over  the  world,  and  in  Canada  also  ex- 
pression has  been  given  to  the  same  ideas. 
However,  Mr.  Sifton  wants  it  to  be  forced 
upon  the  people,  and  he  makes  a. crime  of 
the  unwillingness  of  a  section  of  the  country 
to  adopt  his  view.s.  He  finds  fault  with  a 
system  of  education  which  instead  of  pro- 
ducing a  distaste  for  rural  life  tends  to  keep 
our  sons  on  the  farms  ;  he  would  prefer  a 
system  of  education  which  might  tend  to 
take  the  young  men  away  from  the  farms 
and  make  of  them  such  olBce-seekers  as  I 
have  just  mentioned,  a  system  that  would 
swell  the  already  overcrowded  ranks  of  pro- 
fessional men  in  our  cities  and  towns,  whilst 
around  all  these  cities  and  towns  there  are 
splendid  farms  unoccupied  and  unproductive 
to  the  great  disadvantage  of  the  province 
and  of  the  country  at  large.  I  repeat,  in- 
stead of  demonstrating  the  inferiority  of  our 
teaching,  the  fact  that  our  youth  remain  on 
the  farms  is  strong  evidence  of  its  soundness 
both  in  its  conception  and  in  its  results. 

Mr.  Sifton,  speaking  of  the  attendance  at 
our  schools,  said  : 

The  attendance  at  school  was  not  looke<l  after 
at  all. 

From  this  remark  one  would  think  that 
our  schools  were  deserted.  The  figures  that 
I  will  place  before  you  will  be  a  surprise  to 
you,  as  are  many  other  assertions  of  our 
enemies.  However,  before  giving  these 
figures  I  should  like  to  call  your  attention 
to  a  social  aspect  of  the  population  of  the 
North-west.  This  kind  of  preface  is  im- 
portant inasmuch  as  it  warns  the  public  at 
once  that  matters  in  the  far  west  should  not 
be  looked  at  in  the  same  way  as  one  would 
regard  them  in  the  east.  Everybody  knows 
that  there  is,  in  the  province  of  Manitoba, 
a  section  of  the  population  whose  origin 
has  much  influence  upon  its  views,  customs 
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methods  and  whole  behaviour.  I  nm  allud- 
ing to  the  half-breeds.  These  half-breeds 
are  possessed  of  a  noble  character ;  they  are 
brave  and  intelligent.  But  you  must  not 
forget  that  they  were  once  almost  the  kings 
of  the  immense  prairie.  Then,  they  were 
isolated  and  the  rest  of  the  world  had  not 
much  existence  for  them.  They  had  no  idea 
of  the  approaching  change  which  took  plaice 
in  1871,  through  the  acquisition  of  the 
North-west  by  Canada.  They  were  roaming 
through  those  solitudes  without  any  appre 
hension  of  what  was  coming,  and  while 
proud  of  the  white  lilood  circulating  in  their 
veins,  the  blood  from  their  mother  made  it- 
self felt  strongly.  In  their  estimation,  the 
freedom  of  their  life,  while  fishing  and  hunt- 
ing, was  superior  to  our  cares  of  our  civiliza- 
tion. T-hat  was  a  time  of  liberty  for  them, 
and  such  was  the  force  of  the  Indian  blood 
quickening  their  pulse,  and  the  influence  of 
the  prairie  breeze  fawning  their  brows  that  to 
convince  them  the  time  had  come  when  they 
should  put  a  stop  to  their  free  life  and  adopt 
our  methods  of  life,  was  a  task  fraught  with 
difficulties  unknown  to  the  larger  portion  of 
the  present  population  of  the  far  west.  If 
you  take  into  consideration  the  instincts  of 
those  people,  their  love  of  a  wandering  and 
unrestrained  life,  resulting  from  nature, 
from  their  origin,  you  will  not  wonder  at 
the  indifference  at  first  of  some  amongst 
them  to  education.  The  Catholic  church 
■counts  in  its  rank,  by  far  the  largest  pro- 
portion of  that  element.  Yet,  notwith- 
-standing  that  disadvantage,  which  necessa- 
rily puts  us  at  a  disadvantage  in  a  compa- 
rison of  statistics,  I  am  sure  that  the  Senate 
will  find  that  after  all  we  did  not  make  too 
bad  a  showing.  In  going  back  to  1881, 
and  comparing  the  percentage  of  the  total 
school  enrolment  of  both  Protestant  and 
Catholic  children  to  the  whole  school  popu- 
lation, we  find  the  following  : — 

Percentaof.  of  the  Children   enrolment  to 

THE  total  school  POPULATION. 

1881. 

Protestant  schools 70-iV 

Catholic  schools 66iV 

1889. 

Protestant  schools 75,', 

Catholic  schools 69,", 

It  is  to  be  remarked  that  in  the  ca.se  of 
the  Catholics,  the  percentage  is  obtained  by 
taking  the  school  population  from  the  age 
of  5  to  16,  while  in  the  case  of  the  Protes- 


tants, it  is  obtained  Mrith  a  school  po;.. 
tion  ranging  from  the  age  of  5  and  ul>' 
up  to  21,  which  must  necessarily  niL«e'< 
certain  extent  the  percentage.  Bat.  lu-. 
as  it  is,  there  is  only  a  differfince  of  6  perc-j 
which  is  not  sufficient  to  justify  any  i-. 
cism.  Let  us  now  take  another  poir:  : 
comparison,  that  is,  the 

Percentage  of  the  average  attesdasci!  pi  - 
total  school  popt'lation  :- 

1881. 

Protestant  schools 34, 

Catholic  schools Si" 

1889. 

Protestant  schools .'«!•. 

Catholic  schools. 4ti,', 

Here  again  the  difference  i^  only  fmr  . 
to  6  per  cent.  There  is  nothing  in  that  ■ 
have  a  storm  raised.  If  we  look  at  w:.v 
has  taken  place  under  the  new  eduratki 
laws,  inaugurated  in  1890,  what  do  we  hi. 
A  continual  decrease  in  the  average  attr. 
dance  to  the  school  population  at  the  so<a!> 
public  schools.  The  following  figures  =:■ 
taken  from  the  government  reports : 

Average  attendance  to  the  school   rvir. 

TION   since  THE  INAl'OrRATION   OF  THE  M" 
SYSTEM   IN   PCBUC   SCMOOLii  : 

1891. 

Protestants 43,- 

1892. 
Protestants 4.?,' 

1893. 

Protestants 41,' 

These  figures  show  a  continual  denw.* 
under  the  new  systom  ;  and  the  perct-nu-v 
is  less  than  it  was  in  the  Catholic  schools  a 
shown  by  the  figures  in  the  first  place  mf-- 
tioned  under  this  head.  There  is  a  tiuW 
basis  of  comparison,  and  which  is  the  true 
tost  of  the  interest  taken  by  those  in  ebaip 
of  the  schools  in  the  attendance.  It  i^  tl» 
percentage  of  the  average  attendance  to  tiK 
number  of  enrolled  children  and  here  iIk 
Catholics  are  ahead  of  the  Protestants. 

The  percentage  of  the  attendance  to  tin- 
whole  school  population  is  not  the  true  t«#t 
of  the  efficiency  of  the  schools  nor  of  thsr 
management.  In  all  countries,  there  is « 
proportion  of  the  school  population  which  i.- 
not  enrolled  on  the  school  attendance.  Tbt 
is  to  be  found  even  in  countries  where  com- 
pulsory education  is  the  law.  In  Ontnii'' 
for  instance  in  1891,  according  to  f'' 
Statiscal    Year    Book    there  were  78,51- 
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children  between  7  and  13  attending  schools 
less  than    100   days,    although    compulsory 
education  is  the  law.     It  has  always  been  so 
a.nd  it  will  ever  be  so  in  all  countries,  in  de- 
fiance of  all  laws  and  of  all  exertions  on  the 
part  of  those  in  charge  of  the  schools  to  en- 
sure regular  attendance.     In  those  matters 
success  is  never  equal  to  the  will  nor  to  the 
exertions.    And  the  country  which  has  come 
nearest  to  ]>erfection  in  tiiat   rr-'spect   is   a 
Catholic  country,  the  Luxemburg,  in  which 
the  census  has  proved  that  out  of  a  tjtal 
school  population  of  31,580,  the  number  of 
scholars     actually     attending     elementary 
schools  was  31,249,  so  that  only  341  children 
were  missing.     That  all  the  children  do  not 
attend  school,  can  easily  be  explained  by 
various  circumstances,  as  ior  instance  the 
distance,  the  severity  of  the  climate,  the  con- 
dition of  the  roads,  the  pressure  of  work  on 
the  farms,    the   natural  dislike   of  certain 
children  to  school  work,  the  lack  of  interest 
sometimes  in  education  on  the  part  of  the 
parents,  all  circumstances  which  are  entirely 
out  of  the  control  of  the  school  officials.     It 
is  not  quite  the  same  thing  with  the  percen- 
tage of  the  attendance  to  the  enrolment  at 
schools.     Here,  although  the  rule  should  not 
be  presented  as  an  inflexible  one,  yet  it  is 
conceivable  that  the  teachers   and  the  offi- 
cials can  moderately  influence  the  increase 
of  that  percentage,   because  they  are  more 
in  contact  with  the  children  who  are  better 
.situated  to  obey  theimpulseof  their  teachers. 
That  influence  we  have  made  it  felt  as  much 
as  possible  and  the  result  shows   our   com- 
parative success. 

Percestace   or  the   averaoe   attesdaxce   to 
the  number  of  enrou/ed  children. 

Protestants.  Catholic. 

1881 40-8 50-2 

1889 65rt 66"i'V 

1801 Se^Vl  Sin<^  the  inau- 

1892 55\\  guration  of  the 

]  89.3 . .  %  . . .  4875  J    new  system. 

The  figures  for  the  Catholic  schools  cannot 
be  given,  as  they  have  been  crippled  in  1890 
and  deprived  of  the  regular  means  to  as- 
certain their  condition.  But  the  public 
schools,  under  the  new  regime,  have  kept  in 
operation,  and  this  table,  based  on  the 
reports  of  the  education  department,  is  an 
evidence  that  they  are  keeping  on  decreasing 
under  that  so-called  public  school  system, 
that  system  which  is  held  before  the  public 
like  these  patent  medicines  as  a  cure  to  all 
disease, 
26J 


But  this  does  not  tell  the  whole  story.  In 
considering  their  own  reports  more  closely 
what  do  we  find  1  Under  the  -o-called  public 
system,  almost  half  of  the  whole  school  popu- 
lation did  not  attend  school  for  more  than 
half  year,  which  means  about  five  months 
only  of  school  in  the  year.  Here  are  the 
figures  taken  from  their  own  report. 

Attend-  Attend-    Attend- 
ance lets     anoe     ance  less    Total  school 
than  SO  Sl-100.    than  1(X)        population- 
days,  days  days. 


1891 . . 

.  6,636 

7,340 

13,996 

28,678 

1892. . 

.  6,075 

6,231 

12,306 

29,  .594 

1893.. 

.  7,339 

8,414 

15,9!)3 

34,417 

Fancy  those  people,  which  such  a  record, 
cheeky  enough  to  denounce  their  neighbours 
whom  they  do  not  know  but  whom  they  are 
bound  to  denounce  any  way. 

As  a  matter  of  fact,  while  the  Catholic 
school  authorities  exacted  as  a  rule  200  days 
of  attendance  during  the  year,  such  were 
the  difficulties  that  confronted  the  manage- 
ment of  the  Protestant  section,  that  they 
requested  the  legislature  to  permit  schools 
not  kept  over  6  months  to  receive  their  grants 
just  the  same.  That  was  an  amendment 
passed  in  1885. 

Moreover,  for  the  last  six  years  of  its 
existence,  our  board  with  the  view  of  stimu- 
lating attendance,  had  been  awarding  prizes 
for  attendance  in  all  the  schools.  This  is  an 
answer  to  those  who  affirm  without  any 
knowledge  of  what  they  say,  that  the  at- 
tendance was  not  looked  after.  In  Ontario 
the  attendance  was  only  ^^  in  1891, 
according  to  the  Statistical  Year-Book  — less 
than  in  the  Catholic  schools  in  Manitoba. 
If  I  have  referred  to  the  other  schools  it  is 
not  to  find  fault.  I  am  too  well  aware  of 
the  difficulties  that  have  to  be  encountered 
in  that  new  province ;  I  am  too  fair-minded 
to  bring  any  ill-founde  1  accusation,  but  if 
those  people  are  not  to  be  blamed,  why 
should  we  be  censured  while  labouring  in  the 
same  country  under  similar  circumstances, 
having  to  meet  the  same  difficulties,  and 
showing  as  good  results  as  others,  and  even 
better? 

Those  difficulties  are  well  described  in  the 
report  of  some  of  the  Protestant  inspectors, 
as  follows  : — 

Owing  to  the  extreme  youth  of  the  scholars,  it  is 
thought  best  to  close  the  schools  during  the  winter 
season. 

Another,  and  also  perhaps  to  some  extent,  neces- 
sary evil,  which  militates  against  the  standing  of 
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our  schools,  is  irregular  attendance,  the  exigencies 
of  haying  and  harvesting  seasons,  the  inclemency  of 
the  winter  weather,  the  sparse  settlement,  the  sor- 
did nature  of  some  parents  and  their  indiflference  to 
the  intellectual  welfare  of  their  children,  account 
largely  for  the  fluctuating  attendance.  (Report  of 
Rev.  J.  Pringle,  1886.) 

Another  one  speaks  in  the  following  way  :  — 

There  are  great  drawbacks  of  regular  attendance 
in  country  schools  in  this  province,  the  state  of  the 
roads  in  wet  weather,  the  severity  of  the  winter, 
the  long  distances  to  l)e  travelled,  the  requirements 
of  home  work  so  pressing  in  a  new  country,  all 
these  combine  to  make  regular  attendance  atschool 
extiemely  ditiicult.  Consequently  the  teachers 
are  at  a  disadvantage — due  allowance  must  be 
made  for  this  in  judging  of  the  results  of  their 
labours.     (Rev.  A.  E.  Cowley,  1886.) 

Th'^  Protestant  superintendent  sums  up 
the:e  (Ir.iwbaoks,  in  the  following,  in  his 
r<'p  rt : 

Some  allowance  can  be  made  for  the  irregu- 
larity of  attendance  *  ♦  •  the  distance  from 
school  lieiug  in  uiaoy  cases  two  or  three  miles,  and 
the  roads  or  trails  few  and  imperfect. 

Not«ithstaiicling  all  the  above  reports 
SOUK!  [eopie  continue  to  repeat  their  accusa- 
tions iigainst  our  schools,  as  if  theirs  could 
not  in  any  way  be  the  object  of  unfavourable 
comments.  Our  hope  is  in  the  sound  judg- 
ment and  fjood-will  of  Parliament. 

Our  opponents  now  turn  their  attention 
to  our  tfachers,  and  I  am  sorry  to  say  that 
the  sani'!  slanderous  way  of  dealing  with 
t'lem  is  re-:orted  to.  Fortunately  for  us,  and 
uiuortunateiy  for  theaccusers,  they  have  been 
so  ex.ig'.:eriited  in  their  denunciations  that 
any  miiii,  on  giving  to  them  his  earnest  con- 
sidei  atiun,  will  detect  the  imposture  that  is 
atteinvt  (I  to  be  foisted  upon  the  public. 
He  who  attempts  to  prove  too  much  does 
not  prove  anything. 

"  The  teachers,"  they  say,  "  placed  in 
charge  of  the  schools  were  not  fit  to  teach 
anywhere." 

As  you  see,  there  is  no  exception  ;  all  the 
toach'Ts,  according  to  this  assertion,  were 
unfit  for  their  positions. 

And  liy  whom  is  this  broad  accusation 
made  ?  Ky  p.irties  who  do  not  understand 
o  ir  language— the  language  of  our  schools — 
and  who  have  never  visited  those  schools.  It 
is  charaeterLst  io  of  those  who  assail  Catholic 
education  th^it  they  have  never  set  th' ir  foot 
in  a'ly  of  our  scliools  or  institutions,  and  yet 
thoy  take  upon  themse'ves  to  judge  without 
knowing,  not  doubting  for  a  moment  that 


they  are  doing  a  serious  injustice  to  an  Lii- 
portant  section  of  their  fellow  countrymen. 
Was  the  intention  of  the  gentleman  vh 
made  that  remark  intending  to  assiinik> 
the  condition  of  our  schools  to  that  of  tke 
Protestant  schools  at  a  certain  period?  Very 
likely  not.  However,  it  naay  be  interestiiii; 
to  quote  here  at  the  outset  wh;it  the  sn^cr 
intendent  of  the  Protestant  schools  said  in 
his  report  of  1887,  about  the  insuffider.t 
qualifications  of  their  teachers  : 

The  operation  of  many  of  the  rural  stli'"!i 
during  a  portion  only  of  the  school  yar  r*ii<i-r< 
the  task  of  keeping  up  a  full  supply  of  qualiri'  I 
teachers  for  the  province  a  peculiar  difficult  o* 
Upon  the  closing  of  their  schools  for  the  nim?r. 
many  teachers  retire  permanently  from  the  woii, 
and  these  schools  with  others  opening  for  the  ti^: 
time  the  following  spring  produce  a  dcmauil  tlwi 
severely  strains  the  resources  of  the  Boanl  c.f  El- 
ucation  to  supply,  and  necessitates  the  i^»'-  « 
tcmjmrary  lieeti-net,  to  a  number  of  persons  wliuu'- 
hol  fully  quaJift'ed  by  Iraiuiwj  or  literary  a/laiinH  ■■• 
for  leaching. 

If  that  broad  assertion  is  true,  nainelr. 
that  our  teachers  are  not  fit  to  teach  any- 
where,   then,   lion,    gentlemen,    the  Proto- 
tant    population  of  Winnipeg  must  be  very 
derelict  in  their  duties  towards  their  chi'dren 
— for,  just  at  this  present  moment,  when  I 
am  addressing  you,  in  one  of  the  Catholii' 
schools  in  that  city,      out   of  an  aggregate 
attendance  of  above  200  pupils  forty-five  of 
them  are  Protestant  children.     So,  at  a  time 
when,  on  account  of  the  hardships  that  have 
been  undergoing  for  five  years,  that  insti- 
tution must   be  presumed  not   to  have  the 
same  means  at  its  disposal  to  maintain  its 
high     standard,    yet    we    find    Protestant 
parents   and     children     sufficiently    conll- 
dent  as  to   the  ability  of   the  teachers  and 
as  to   the  general  equipment  of  the  insti- 
tution, as  to  send  their  children  to  be  edu- 
cated there,  and  in  such  numbers  as  to  form 
nearly  one-fourth  of  the  total  numbers  of 
pupils.     Surely  this   public  sympathy  and 
confidence  must  show  at  once  to  every  fair- 
minded  man  that  the  assertion  to  which  I 
refer  is  in  itself  morally  and  substantially  an 
impossibility,  and  consequently,  a  gross  injus- 
tice to  a  body  of  teachers,  to  the  efficiency 
of  whom  others  also  have  borne  testimony. 
I  have  already  quoted  the  evidence  of  Capt. 
Clarke.     Allow  me  again  to  refer  to  it.    So 
long  as  the  same  accusations  are  proposed,  ■'^ 
long  must  we  defend  ourselves  with  the  anus 
which  are  at  our  command.     Captain  Clarke 
is  a  Protestant  and  was  chosen  by  the  govero- 
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nient  of  Canada  to  be  one  of  the  assistants  of 
the  High  Commissioner  in  London  at  the 
Colonial  and  Indian  Exhibition.  His  high 
character  and  his  own  education  give  to  his 
testimony  which  I  have  already  quoted,  pecu- 
liar importance.  Can  it  be  said  with  any 
semblance  of  truth  that  teachers  who  are 
the  object  of  such  commendation  are  unfit 
for  their  situation  ?  If  the  teachers  were 
not  fit  for  their  position,  could  they  have 
f  .>rmed  pupils  of  sufficient  ability  to  send  such 
4-xhibits  as  those  to  which  the  Canadian 
0'<izette  alluded  in  such  complimentary  terms 
in  the  quctation  I  have  already  made  1  Mere 
honest  common  sense  directs  the  answer  ! 

About  25  per  cent  of  the  teaching  staff  in 
the  province  was  composed  of  those  teachers ; 
t  he  others  wei-e,  for  the  greater  part,  former 
pupils,  trained  under  their  care  during 
many  years,  first,  as  attendants  to  the  classes 
of  the  primary  schools,  and  finally,  as  pupils 
of  the  normal  classes.  We  had  normal 
scliools  which  had  been  in  existence  since 
1883.  To  get  admission,  the  applicants  had 
to  satisfy  the  Board  of  Education  that  they 
were  sufficiently  educated  to  be  able  to  at 
least  take  the  subjects  of  second  class  teacher 
certificates.  The  course  was  of  two  years, 
during  which  they  both  taught  and  were 
taught.  At  the  end  of  each  year  they  passed 
ail  examination  and  were  granted,  on  satis- 
factory evidence  of  their  ability,  the  certi- 
ficate of  second  class  after  the  first  year, 
and  first  clasd  after  the  second  year. 

The  course  of  training  comprised  the 
subjects  taught  in  our  schools,  but  to  a 
liigher  degree,  and  besides  a  special  course 
in  pedagogics.  Let  us,  for  the  safe  of  argu- 
ment, admit  for  a  moment  that  some  of  these 
teachers  might  not  have  realized  the  expec- 
tations of  the  school  authorities ;  surely 
when  it  is  said  that  none  of  them  were  fit 
for  their  position,  after  such  a  training,  it 
must  strike  your  mind  that  such  an  assertion 
is  of  necessity  and  to  say  the  last,  a  gross 
exaggeration  and  misleading.  And  any  man 
attempting  to  mislead  public  opinion  in  this 
way  gives  just  ground  to  the  public  for  not 
attaching  to  his  utterances,  on  any  subject, 
the  importance  which  they  might  otherwise 
merit. 

As  to  teachers  who  could  not  take  the 
normal  school  course,  they  had  nevertheless 
to  pass  an  examination  on  the  same  subjects 
as  the  normal  school  teachers.  The  subjects 
on  which  they  were  examined  were — in 
French  and  English  as  follows  : — 


EXAMINATION  FOR  TEACHEBS. 

Third  Ct<MH  Diploma. 

To  obtain  this  diploma,  the  candidates  must  get 
73  per  cent  on  the  total  marks,  and  thirty -five  per 
cent  on  each  subject. 

The  examination  is  on  the  following  subjects  : 

1.  Religious     instruction. — Rudiments     of     the 

Catholic  Doctrine. 

2.  Deportment. — Cleanliness,   due  regard  to  pa- 

rents, to  old  age,  to  dignitaries,  to  masters  ; 
reverence  in  the  House  of  God.  Benevo- 
lence and  politeness  towards  companions 
andstrangers;  good  demeanour  in  the  streets, 
in  society :  politeness  at  table,  in  private 
and  general  conversation. 

3.  Spelling. — From  the  .3  first  Readers. 

4.  Rieading.-  -The  H  first  books  of  Dominion  Read- 

ers, Latin  pronunciation,  reading  of  ma- 
nuscript. 

5.  Dictation  and    definiton. — .'^lecte<l    passages 

from  various  authors. 

6.  Grammar.--  Elements  of  Grammar,  parsing  and 

corresponding  exercises. 

7.  Composition.  -  -Narrations  on  easy  and  common 

subjects.  Correspondence. 

8.  Writing.-  On  copy  books  No.  1,  2,  3  and  4. 

9.  History.- -Sacred  History,  and  general  notions 

on  the  History  of  Canada. 

10.  Ueogi-aphy.—CJeographical  definitions,  Ame- 
rica—especially Canada— and  Europe. 

U.  Arithmetic-  Mental  exercises,  the  arithmetic 
up  to  Interest,  included. 

12.  Drawing.  --Ist  and  2nd  part  of  the  preliminary 

course — (Temple). 

13.  Vocal  Music. — Plain  chant. 

14.  Useful    knowledge.- -General    notion    of    the 

senses,  division  of  time,  measures  in  use, 
currency  ;  on  water,  dew,  clouds,  rain,  hail, 
snow ;  (m  the  earth,  the  suu,  the  moon,  the 
star,  lightning  and  thunder,  the  winds,  and 
points  of  the  compass. 

Second  Cta^^  Diploma. 
To  obtain  this  diploma,  the  candidates  must  get 
60  per  cent  on  the  total  marks,  and  30  per  cent  on 
each  subject. 

The  examiuation  is  on  the  following  subjects  : — 

1.  Everything  as  required  for  3rd  class  certificate, 

and  moreover  : — 

2.  Religious  instruction. — Historical,   Doctrinal, 

>Ioral  and  Liturgical  exposition  of  the  Ca- 
tholic Religion. — (First  half). 
.3.  Deportment.— Etiquette  in  writing  letters. 

4.  Siielling. — From   the  4th  and   5th   Dominion 

Readers. 

5.  Reading. — 4th  and    .">th    Dominion    Readers, 

Latin  pronunciation  and  reading  of  manu- 
script. 

6.  Dictation  and   definition. — Selected   passages 

from  various  authors,  and  the  use  of  syno- 
nyms. 

7.  Grammar. — Syntax,  correfiptmdinganalysis  and 

exercises. 

8.  Composition. — On  giving  subjects  with  or  with- 

out a  given  sketch,  analysis  of  selected  nar- 
rations and  of  discourses. 

9.  Writing. — On  the  whole  series  of  copy  Ixxjks. 
10.  History. — Complete  knowleilge  of  the  Histoiy 

of  (^ana<la,  up  to  our  times,  and  general 
noti(m8  on  the  history  of  France  and  En- 
gland. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


406 


[SENATE] 


11.  Geography. — Mathematical,  physical  and  poli- 

tical— Asia,  Africa,  Oceania. 

12.  Arithmetic. — The    whole  of    the    arithmetic, 

niensurati<m,  Imok-keeping. 

13.  Geometry. — Elementary  course. 

14.  Algebra. — To  the  end  of  the  equations  of  the 

1st  degree,  (exclusive  of  the  indeterminate. ) 

15.  Useful  knowledge. — Element  of  physics   and 

hygiene,  notions  on  the  animal  kingdom. 

16.  Yocaf  Music. — Anthems,  hymns,  psalms. 

17.  Drawing. — Linear    drawing  and    drawing  of 

maps. 

18.  Agriuulture. — General  notions  un  agricultural 

produce. 

FirDt  Clam  Diploma. 

To  obtain  this  diploma,  the  candidates  must  get 
5U  per  cent  of  the  total  marks,  and  25  per  cent 
on  each  subject. 

The  exaniination  is  on  the  following  subjects: — 

1.  Everj'thing   as  required  for  the  2nd  and  3rd 

class  diploma,and  moreover : 

2.  Religious  instruction. — Historical,    doctrinal, 

moral  and  liturgical  exposition  of  the  Ca- 
tholic Keligion — (second  half). 

3.  Deportment. — Order  of  precedence,  forms  of 

address  to  persons  of  rank. 

4.  Spelling,  Reading.— Poetry. 

5.  Dictation. — Selected  passages,  in  poetry,  from 

various  authors. 

Definition. — Of  poetical  expressions. 

(irammar. — Thorough  knowledge  of  grammar, 
prosody  and  logical  analysis. 

Composition.— On  various  subjects  and  dis- 
courses. 

Writing.  — On  the  whole  series  of  copy  books, 
and  exercises  on  commercial  forms. 

History. — History  of  France  and  England. 
11.  Geography. — Mathematical,  physical  and  poli- 
tical, complete  course. 

Arithmetic. — Cubic  measurement  and  book- 
keeping. 

Geometry. — Intermediate  course. 

Algebra. — To  the  end  of  the  equations  of  the 
1st  degree. 

Useful  knowledge.-  Elements  of  Botany  and 
Chemistry,  (organic  and  inorganic)  and 
general  notions  of  <>eoiogy,  especially  of  the 
Canadian  Provinces. 

16.  Vocal  Music. — Hymns  and  Songs. 

17.  Drawing. — Geometrical  figures. 

18.  Agriculture.  - -The  soil    and   its  preparation, 

cultivation  of  vegetables. 
And  moreover,  for  each  certificate  of  the  three 
classes,  every  candidate  must,  to  the  satisfaction 
of  the  examiners,  undergo  an  exaniination  on  the 
Art  of  teaching  in  general,  and,  in  particular,  of 
teaching  the  branches  corresjionding  to  the  degree 
of  the  diploma  applied  for. 

The  care  of  the  Board  of  Education  did 
not  stop  there.  Apart  from  the  first  class 
certificate.s,  which  were,  during  the  last  year, 
made  permanent,  the  other  certificates  were 
issued  only  for  three  years,  thus  obliging  the 
teachers  not  to  let  their  minds  rest  in  in- 
activity, forcing  them  to  continually  work 
and  study  in  order  Ut  post  themselves  for 
their  next  examination,   and   consequently 
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giving  ground  for  a  reasonable  hope  of  their 
yearly  improvement.  At  present  there  an 
some  of  those  teachers  engaged  in  their  {nr- 
fessional  work  in  the  North-west  at  hi^li 
salaries,  showing  that  they  have  been  foii-i<i 
fit  for  such  a  position.  Even  the  iaspeciif 
of  the  Manitoba  government  cannot  Kirin 
from  giving  them,  though  in  a  half-heart<-l 
way,  a  compliment  as  to  their  ability.  H- 
says  in  his  report  for  1894  : 

As  a  rule  the  teachers  have  the  ability  ^l' 
energy  to  do  good  work,  but  they  lack  the  norn.ol 
school  training. 

Can  teachers  who  possess  ability  and  tv;- 
ergy  to  do  good  work,  be  said  to  be  totally 
unfit  for  their  situation,  even  if  they  lack  i 
normal  school  training,  which  was  not  tk 
case  with  most  of  them  ?  One  province  «i 
Canada,  in  1893,  had  997,  teachers,  of  wh'O 
222  were  untrained,  392  who  had  bat  third 
class  certificates,  and  53  with  interim  ceni- 
ficates,  and  this  for  718  schools — a  total  ••'f 
445  teacheri  having  only  third  class  certid- 
cate,  or  no  certificate  at  all,  employed  in  "IS 
schools.  That  province  is  under  the  scho.'! 
regime  which  the  Catholics  of  Manitoba  are 
asked  to  accept.  Do  you  care  to  have  its 
name  ?  It  is  the  province  of  Manitoba,  on- 
der  the  new  regime.  Does  such  a  rewrJ 
entitle  the  government  of  Manitoba,  or  their 
supporters,  to  speak  disparagingly  of  the 
other  schools  1 

I  do  not  want  to  leave  this  matter  of  tlie 
teachers  without  mentioning  the  fact  that 
so  anxious  was  our  Board  of  Education  to 
help  the  teachers  in  their  work  and  toseture 
their  intellectual  advancement,  that  each  oni- 
of  them  was  regularly  supplied,  free  lohim, 
with  a  monthly  educational  publicatioa  Be- 
sides our  board  had  framed  cei  tain  rules  which 
they  had  constantly  before  them.  The»< 
regulations  are  as  follows  : — 

ArtMe  X  V.  Besides  the  duties  which  are  to  them 
prescribed  by  law,  the  teachers  ought  to  pay  stri'' 
attention  to  the  following  rules  : 

1.  To  begin  and  to  end  the  school  by  moniin? 
and  evening  prayers,  such  as  are  taught  iu  tM 
catechism. 

2.  To  l>e  watchful  as  to  cleanliness  and  Lf"' 
order  in  the  school  and  its  dependences. 

3.  To  exact  that  the  children  be  polite,  clean ,»" ' 
assiduous,  that  they  shall  avoid  in  going  to  ffli'"'' 
and  in  returning  home  all  that  wouUl  be  uaWvin- 
ing. 

4.  To  endeavour  especially  to  inspire  in  the  chil- 
dren the  love  of  (io<l  so  tliat  they  will  actratUr 
for  the  sake  of  duty  than  through  selfish  motivf- 

5.  To  never  lose  the  opportunity  to  inculcni*  in 
the  hearts  of  the  children  principles  of  hou»i>'- 
truthfulness,  and  all  those  virtues  without  whi.h 
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knoMrleclge  would  be  prejudicial  rather  than  profit- 
a.ble. 

6.  To  -^rin  the  respect  of  the  scholars  by  exem- 
plary conduct  in  all  things. 

7 .  To  encourage  the  affection  and  confidence  of 
their  scholars  by  worthyand  conciliating  behaviour. 

S.  To  avoid  and  abstain  from  triviality  and  a  too 
great  familiarity  in  manner  and  language. 

9.  To  beware  against  all  partiality  or  unjust  dis- 
tinction between  children. 

10.  To  never  allow  themselves  to  pass  any  un- 
favourable remarks  in  regard  to  the  parents,  espe- 
cially in  presence  of  the  children. 

1 1 .  To  subdivide  the  classes  and  teach  the  mat- 
ters according  to  the  programme  of  studies. 

Artirle  XVI.  When  the  number  of  children 
attending  a  school  regularly  is  more  than  fifty,  the 
trustees  shall  appoint  an  assistant  to  the  teacher. 

Ifc  has  been  alleged  that  the  standard  of 
our  teachers'  examination  was  not  sufficiently 
high.     I   have  shown  by  the   figures  just 
a-loove  mentioned  that  more  than  half  the 
schools  of  Manitoba  under  the  new  regime 
are  attended  by  low  grade  teachers  and  in 
'thatrespecttbey  have  no  right  to  assail  others. 
IBut  to  return,  and  in  support  of  the  above  as- 
sertion, some  questions  put  to  the  candidates 
at  snob  examination,  have  been  cited  as  an 
evidence  of  the  insufficient  qualification  of  the 
teachers.    The  way  that  kind  of  argument  is 
being  brought  forward  is  most  discreditable. 
It  consists  in  picking  out  of  a  large  number  of 
subjects  and  questions,  a  few  of  these,  so  as 
to   ctbst  ridicule  on  the  whole  examination. 
After  all,  it  only  shows  the  disingenuousness 
of  our  opponents.      For  instance,  they  cite 
examples  in  four  subjects,  but  they  leave  out 
ten  other  subjects,   including    pedagogics, 
grammar,  composition,  rhetoric,  logical  ana- 
lysis, arithmetic,  sJgebra,  drawing,  agricul- 
ture,    object    lessons,  the  latter  including 
some   rudiments   of   botany,  chemistry  and 
physics.     Evidently,  such  a  mode  of  dealing 
with  the  question  is  not  fair.     But  let  us 
examine  more  closely  into  these  quotations. 
One  of  them  has  reference  to  deportment : 

(1)  How  is  a  letter  addressed,  when  written  to  a 
prelate,  a  priest,  to  a  professional  man.  How  are 
such  letters  concluded  1 

In  conversation,  what  titles  do  you  employ  in 
si>eaking  to  those  same  persons  ? 

This  is  simple  enough,  I  admit.  Yet,  I 
know  some  quarters  where  there  is  still  more 
simplicity  in  that  respect :  they  dispense 
entirely  with  that  subject  in  education,  and 
it  is  no  wonder  that  the  result  is  thus 
indicated  in  the  United  States,  whose  system 
is  offered  us  as  a  model.  I  read  from  an 
article  in  the  Evening  Fost  of  New  York, 
published  in  1889  : 


The  result  is  that  in  all  probability  our  youth 
is  the  most  ill-bred  of  the  whole  civilized  world. 

Mr.  Ewart,  our  distinguished  solicitor 
before  the  court,  said  in  his  argument  before 
the  Cabinet  Council  in  Canada,  last  winter : 

As  to  those  questions.. ..all  can  say  is  that  I 
wish  that  they  had  been  taught  in  the  schools  when 
I  was  young. 

If  such  wishes  as  those  expressed  by  Mr- 
Ewart  were  realized,  such  instances  as  the 
following  would  not  perhaps  take  place  ; 
one  day  a  Catholic  clergyman  of  our  pro- 
vince, who  is  a  member  of  the  examining  staff 
in  the  University  of  Manitoba,  was  invited 
by  the  principal  of  a  Protestant  high  school 
to  pay  him  a  visit.  The  invitation  was 
accepted,  and  the  priest  went  to  the  high 
school,  but  in  exchange  for  this  courteous 
act  towards  the  principal  of  the  school,  he 
was  saluted  with  hissing  by  the  pupils. 
About  letters,  it  is  true  that  the  plain,  artless 
and  easy  forms  such  as  "  your's  truly  "  or 
even  the  shorter  "your's"  which  are  found 
at  the  bottom  of  so  many  letters,  do  not 
require  much  cleverness  or  application,  and 
perhaps  they  are  right  in  the  so-called  public 
schools  in  not  paying  much  attention  to  such 
trivial  matters,  but  since  they  choose  to 
dispense  with  that  sort  of  thing,  they  have 
no  right  to  complain  of  what  we  do  in  that 
direction,  however  little  it  may  be.  Be  that 
as  it  may,  we  are  not  left  entirely  without 
some  comfort,  if  we  proceed  to  make  com- 
parisons. 

In  one  of  the  public  teachers'  examina- 
tions the  following  question  was  asked : — 
"  How  many  legs  has  a  spider  1 "  I  do  not 
know  whether  the  candidate  answered  right, 
but  I  cannot  help  thinking  that  the  teaching 
of  good  deportment  to  children  is  much  more 
important  to  them  than  to  be  taught  about 
the  number  of  legs  of  a  spider.  Another 
question  which  is  found  fault  with  is  the  fol- 
lowing :  "  What  is  the  capital  of  England  1 " 
"Well,  this  is  not  the  whole  question  that 
was  put  on  geography,  but  it  has  been  pick- 
ed up  and  presented  as  above  in  order  to 
produce  a  better  effect.  There  were  other 
questions  on  the  same  subject,  such  as  the 
following  :  "  Draw  the  continental  limits  of 
North  and  South  America,  tracing  all  the 
countries,  rivers  and  mountains,  and  locat- 
ing the  capitals  and  most  important  cities  of 
each  country."  But  let  us  take  the  first 
question  as  it  was  brought  out  by  our 
opponents.  That  is  a  simple  question,  I 
admit,  but  if  I  look    at  the  examination 
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papers  of  the  Protestant  schools  I  find  such 
questions  as  this  for  a  first  class  teacher — 
for  instance,  "  What  is  a  verb  t "  Is  not  the 
latter  as  simple  as  the  former  ?  First-class 
teachers  were  asked  to  parse  such  words  as  : 
we,  voice,  like,  with,  etc.  Second  class 
teachers  were  asked  to  spell  the  words 
"sugar,  pleasant,  truly,  Wednesday,  Febru- 
ary, accommodation,"  and  a  few  other  words, 
and  the  examiners  in  their  report  say : 
"  The  number  of  mis-spelled  words  found  in 
the  pupils'  papers  was  professedly  unac- 
countable to  the  teacher,  but  extremely  sug- 
gestive to  the  examiner."  Here  is  another 
question  which  is  most  suggestive  : 

Wliicli  of  the  following  sentences  has  the  better 
arrangement  ?    Why  ? 

(a. )  The  French  idea  of  lilwrty  is  :  the  right  of 
every  man  to  be  master  of  the  rest ;  in  practice,  at 
least,  if  not  iii  theory. 

(/<.)  Whatever  it  may  be  in  theory,  it  is  clear 
that  in  practice  the  French  idea  of  liberty  is  :  tlie 
right  of  every  man  to  be  master  of  the  rest . 

Quoting  the  words  of  an  eminent  priest 
in  Winnipeg,  Rev.  Mr.  Cherrier,  I  might 
say : 

Xice  reflections,  is  it  not,  on  French  ethics ! 
Let  the  arrangement  of  the  sentence  be  as  it  may, 
I  have  no  hesitation  in  saying  that  in  the  present 
instance  the  examiner  could  not  but  instil  very 
strange  and  altogether  unjust  and  false  principles 
regarding  the  French  idea  of  lil)erty. 

I  would  add  :  How  can  we  rely  on  such 
people  for  the  education  of  our  youths? 
Shall  we  be  conijjelled  to  expose  our  children 
to  such  insults  to  our  own  blood  and  to  such 
a  distortion  of  facts  and  doctrine  ?  I  might 
give  these  (juotations  at  greater  lenoth,  but 
I  desire  to  turn  my  attention  to  something 
more  serious.  Reference  is  made  to  ques- 
tions as  to  religious  and  morals  in  a  way 
which  discloses  a  lamentable  ignorance  of 
our  Catholic  belief.  The  following  are  the 
questions  : — 

What  is  tlie  Church  ?  Where  is  the  true  chnrch  7 
Ouglit  we  to  Wlieve  what  the  Catholic  Church 
teaclic»  us,  and  why  ". 

These  are  the  question-?  which  are  sneered 
at.  Any  one  conversant  with  the  Catholic 
religion  and  morals  knows  that  to  answer 
these  questions  is  almost  giving  the  whole 
economy  of  the  Church  and  the  cardinal 
points  of  Catholic  belief.  It  does  not  become 
any  one  who  contemplates  divorcing  religion 
from  the  schools,  or  who  i-i  satisfied  with  the 
mere  reading  of  a  few  selections  from  the 
Bible,  such  only  as  are  authorized  by  the 
state,  to  speak  with  levity  of  our  examina- 


tion or  of  our  teaching  in  religious  matters. 
In  connection  with  this  subject  I  l-. 
mention  one  important  thinj;  to  be  considrr- 
ed  :  it  is  the  difference  of  the  circumstac*^ 
and  consequently  the  necessary  difference  . 
the  object  aimed  at.  In  the  examinari'-. 
held  by  the  other  section  they  aimxl  v 
qualifying  teachers  not  only  for  the  prima- 
schools,  but  also  for  high  schools,  cwllegu> 
institutes,  and  for  the  principalship  of  int»i 
mediate  institutions,  but  we  had  no  »i.  ■* 
organization.  Our  children  leaving  tL- 
primary  schools  go  direct  to  our  college,  ^i 
institution  receiving  no  public  money  m. 
where  they  find  professors  who  are  ttein 
selves  members  of  the  university  st.  f 
Owing  then  to  the  difference  of  the  »■<« 
they  were  called  upon  to  perform,  we  trl" 
and  I  still  feel  that  we  would  not  have  hcH. 
justified  in  exacting  from  them  such  qualii- 
cations  as  would  fit  them  for  such  hi^-i 
work  for  which  there  was  no  field,  and  whk  ■ 
was  not  in  our  gift. 

Now,  hon.  gentlemen,  it  seems  when  -^r 
hear  those  critics  that  everything  should  i* 
perfection  in  the  other  camp.  We  hair 
not  been  in  the  habit  of  looking  through  the 
windows  of  our  neighbours,  but  since  we  w* 
taken  to  task  so  severely,  let  us  for  oute 
pull  the  curtain  aside,  just  a  little  bit,  aijJ 
see  whether  one  could  not  also  find  fault.  I 
have  already  called  your  attention  to  thf 
low  grade  of  at  least  one-half  of  the  UAal 
number  of  teachers  in  the  other  schools  an-i 
to  the  deficiency  found  in  spelling  such  easy 
words  as  sugar,  Wednesday,  February,  &c. 
In  our  examinations  we  would  not  think  of 
giving  any  paper  on  spelling.  It  is  too  easy 
work,  in  our  opinion.  But  it  appears  that 
something  of  that  kind  is  needed  in  what 
are  called  national  or  public  schools,  and  to 
keeps  ourselves  at  their  level,  we  had  to  in- 
troduce that  subject  in  our  examinations.  I 
am  a  witness  to  the  fact  that  some  years  agn 
there  were  so  many  mistakes  in  the  gram- 
matical writing  of  the  English  candidates 
at  the  university  examinations  that  the 
matter  was  taken  into  consideration  by  some 
of  the  committees  of  thecouncil.  The  question 
arose  whether  those  mistakes  should  not  be 
counted  in  the  correction  of  these  papers, 
even  on  subjects  not  connected  witli  gram- 
matical examination.  Yet,  these  students 
came  from  the  so-called  perfect  schools, 
under  highly  qualified  teachers,  such  as  we 
were  held  incapable  of  having.  And  even 
during  the  last  years  what  do  you  find  ! 
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In     1887     some    of  the     inspectors    of 
"Protestant  schools  complained  of  the  "  con- 
tinued scarcity  of  trained  and  certificated 
teachers."      Another  said  :  "  The  principal 
defect  in  the  teaching  was  ignorance  on  the 
part  of  some  teachers  of  the  proper  methods 
of  instruction."     The  superintendent,  speak- 
ing of  certain  difficulties  they  were  labouring 
under,  concludes  by  saying  "  that  such  diffi- 
culties necessitate  the  issuing  of  temporary 
licenses  to  a  number  of  persons  who  are  not 
fully  qualified  by  training  or  literary  attain- 
ment for  teaching  "     I  do  not  refer  to  this 
with  a  view  to  finding  fault.     I  am  satisfied 
that  the  best  that  could  be  done  was  etfect- 
ively  done.     Considerable  allowance  must  be 
made  in  a  new  province  like  ours,  with  a 
scattered  popul.-ition  and  with   a  class   of 
population  not  supposed  to  be  well  oflf  at  the 
Iwginning  of  its  settlement.  The  immigrants 
are  coming  to  the  west  for  the  purpose  of 
improving  their  condition  in  that  respect ; 
but  if  allowance  is  made  for  the  Protestant 
section,  why  not  do  the  same  for  our  section  ? 
I   might  go  on  citing  instances,  I  might 
recall   the  letter  of  a  parent  in  the  jVo»-'- 
ir.'Mer  of  the  20th  or  21st  January,  1895, 
complaining   of    the    cramming   system    in 
vogue  in  the  public  schools  and  winding  up 
his  complaint  with    these  words :  "  If  the 
system  if  presisted  in  I  will  have  to  remove 
my  child,  as  I  had  to  do  with  an  older  sis- 
ter." 

I  could  also  refer  to  a  lecture  given  in 
"Winnipeg  by  Rev.  Prof.  Stewart  in  January 
last,  finding  fault  with  the  normal  school  of 
the  province,  and  referring  to  a  case  where 
a  young  lady  of  16  years  of  age  only  was 
appointed  principal  of  a  large  school.  In  the 
same  lecture  the  reverend  gentleman  com- 
plained of  the  direction  given  to  instruction  : 

At  present,  the  trend  is  all  towards  the 
teacher's  certifiuate.  As  soon  as  a  boy  a,ot  up  in 
his  class  he  began  to  think  about  a  third  class 
certificate.  And  when  he  got  that  certificate  he 
ha.l  either  to  get  a  schtjol  and  teach  or  else  become 
a  failure.  Tlie  pupil  had  becouiu  too  far  advanced 
to  soil  bis  fingers  with  a  trade  or  with  farming. 

In  1893,  the  Free  Press,  of  "Winnipeg,  said 
that  out  of  every  twenty  children  there  was 
not  one  who.se  writing,  on  leaving  the 
schiioLs,  had  the  required  qualifications  for 
business.  What  is  called  the  public  school 
.sy.<!tem,  as  distinguished  from  the  separate 
public  school  system,  does  exist  elsewhere. 
It  i<  in  operation  in  Ontario  and  especially 
in  the  United  States.  Is  everybody  satisfied 


I  with  it,  even  amongst  the  non-Catholics  ? 
j  In  November,  1893,  a  correspondent  of  the 
Globe  wrote  as  follows  : 

The  educational  advantages  (?)  offered  by  the 
much  vaunted  public  school  system  of  Ontario, 
as  exemplified  by  some  of  the  schools  in  this  city, 
are  not  quite  up  to  the  standard  claimed  by  inter- 
ested advocates  for  them.  In  these  days  of  keen 
competition,  the  only  thing  needed  is  a  goo<l  com- 
mercial education.  The  public  schcmis  were  speci- 
ally designed  to  impart  this  knowledge,  but  on  the 
whole,  have  signally  faileil  to  do  so. 

The  Daily  Spectator,  Hamilton,  of  Novem- 
ber 28,  1894,  said : 

We  find  that  while  Mr.  Ross's  system  (Ontario) 
with  10,000  separate  exhibits  won  only  47  awards — 
3  of  them  given  to  please  somelxidy — the  much  de- 
spised schools  of  Quebec,  unenlightened,  ignorant, 
unleai-ned  Quebec,  with  Kt.OOO  separate  exhibits, 
won  (iO  awards,  none  of  them  begge<1.  Put  it 
another  way  :  Ontario  leceiveil  one  award  for 
every  213  exhibits  ;  Quebec  one  award  for  every 
1U6  exhibits. 

....  The  time  may  come  when  Ontario  people 
will  cease  to  make  the  worn  out  haaat  that  this 
province  has  the  Iwst  system  of  education  in  the 
world.  The  time  will  come  when  deluded  Ontario 
people  will  acquire  some  knowledge  of  some  other 
system  of  education. 

The  Empire  of  24th  April,  1890,  speaks 
of  the  oppressive  monopolies  for  publishing 
school  text  books  established  for  a  term  of 
years  : 

The  outrageously  high  prices  charged  to  pupils 
whose  parents  have  to  foot  the  bills. 

The  holding  of  )>ogus  arbitrations  so  transpa- 
rently absurd  as  to  constitute  an  insult  to  the 
electors. 

The  gradual  growth  of  bureaucracy  and  political 
scheming  in  educational  administration. 

Continual,  vexaticnis  and  unnecessary  changes  in 
the  text  books  to  increase  ministerial  patronage. 

It  must  be  obvious  that  a  system  open  to 
so  many  objections,  is  not  perfect  enough  to 
justify  its  advocates  in  thinking  themselves 
superior  in  point  of  wisdom  to  the  bishops 
of  the  Catholic  church. 

Inspector  Kelly,  of  the  county  of  Brant, 
in  1893,  reported  : 

Wo  in  Ontario  are  prone  to  boast,  and  not  with- 
out a  show  of  reason,  of  the  excellence  of  our 
school  system.  Theoretically  it  is  better  than  that 
of  any  of  the  neighbouring  states,  and  so  far  as 
the  primary  schools  go,  bettor  than  that  of  Eng- 
land, Ireland  or  .Scotland.  But  it  is  not  perfect ; 
those  who  say  so,  merely  show  how  narrow  their 
intellectual  horizon  is.  Its  cost,  especially  in  the 
cities,  is  ever  present  with  us,  but  its  results  have 
for  the  most  jmrt  yet  to  declare  themselves. 

In  the  report  of  the  Minister  of  Education 
in  1889,  Inspector  Mitchell,  of  I^anark 
county,  stated : 
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A  large  number  of  rural  pupils  over,  say,  thirteen 
years  of  age,  are  receiving  practically  no  instruc- 
tion. 

Inspector  Johnston,  of  Leeds  county,  said  : 

The  only  serious  obstacle  in  the  way  of  educa- 
tional advancement  is  the  low  grade  of  teachers — 
the  teacher  sometimes  does  not  know  history  or 
ceoffraphy  enough  to  give  the  class  a  few  minutes' 
(iriil  without  the  aid  of  the  book.  Grammar  in 
some  schools  is  viewed  with  reverential  fear  and 
dread ;  the  pupils,  apparently,  think  that  it  is 
worse  than  useless,  and  the  teacher  has  not  suffi- 
cient tact  to  dispel  unmeaning  prejudices. 

In  the  1892  report  of  the  Minister  of  Edu- 
cation for  Ontario  we  find  the  following  : 

In  the  county  of  Lanark  there  were  1.34  teachers 
in  1S91  ;  3  first  class,  8  second  class,  97  third 
class,  28  temporarily  qualified.         »  »  • 

It  seems  to  be  a  reproach  to  the  intelligence 
and  progressiveness  of  a  county  such  as  ours  that 
so  many  third  class  recruits  are  constantly 
employed. 

Inspector  Craig,  in  1893,  reported  : 

The  condition  of  the  schools  in  the  inspectorate 
is  not  very  satisfactory  :  there  is  an  evident  lack 
of  interest  in  educational  matters  in  many  of  the 
rural  sections,  and  in  some  cases  this  lack  of  interest 
has  developed  into  a  positive  opposition  to  improve- 
ment and  progress  in  school  matters  ;  too  often 
the  rate-payer  elected  to  fill  this  office  of  trustee  is 
a  person  whose  sole  object  is  to  curtail  expenses 
and  reduce  the  school  tax  to  a  minimum.  This 
leads  to  a  demand  for  cheap  and,  consequently, 
inferior  teachers,  and  as  a  necessary  result,  inferior 
schools. 

The  investigation  in  the  Toronto  Univer- 
sity has  revealed  weak  spots.  Are  we,  there- 
fore, to  condemn  that  very  high  institution, 
and  its  professors  7 

And  now,  if  I  am  permitted  to  turn  my 
attention  to  the  results  obtained  in  the 
United  States,  here  is  a  sample  of  the 
judgments  which  have  been  passed  upon 
them. 

A  newspaper  in  California,  The  AUa,  said 
in  1872,  "  that  if  we  are  to  judge  this  system 
by  its  apparent  fruits,  we  shall  have  to  pro- 
nounce it  not  only  a  melancholy,  but  a  most 
disastrous  failure."  If  we  come  back  to  the 
eastern  states,  we  find  one  Mr.  Greorge  A. 
Walton,  agent  of  the  Massskchusetts  State 
Board  of  Education,  setting  forth  as  fol- 
lows the  condition  of  the  public  schools 
in  a  locality  bordering  on  Boston  where  the 
inhabitants  are  somewhat  exceptional  in 
wealth.  His  report  in  summarized  by  the 
Chicago  Times,  and  it  says  : 

The  examinations  were,  in  the  fiwt  place,  of 
the  simplest  and  most  practical  character.  The 
showing  made  by  some  of  the  towns  was  excellent. 


In  the  case  of  others,   and   of  many  othen,  i-  ;• 
evident  that  the  scholars  of  fourteen  years  <■:  j.- 
did  not  know  how  to  read,  to  write  or  to  cii>h- : 
They  could,  it  is  true — rattle  off  rules  in  granir.  i 
and  arithmetic,  uot  one  word  of  which  they  uit- 
stood — if  they  were  called  upon  to  write  the  tiur: 
est  of  letters  or  the  simplest  oi  compositioni.  <t  ; 
go  through  the  plainest   of  a'rithnietical  axM. 
ations,   their  failure  was  complete.     They  tuxL 
fact,  been  taught  what  to    them  were  conmuii.-  ^ 
without  end  ;  but  the  idea  that   the   teaching:  %  •- 
to  be  of  any   practical   use   in   the   Itres  oi  tL-.>c 
children,  when  they  grew  to  be  Americsm  tuku  i:  . 
women,  formed   no  part  of  the   system,   an<l  c . 
dently  had  never  entered  into   the  heads  of  thnr  ^ 
structors.     Then,   when  the  letters   and  c™n[t.- 
itions  were  brought  in,  the   ingenuity  in  ha/i  i\rZ 
ing  seems  simply   incredible.     Unless  the  diffi:.!ri- 
mispellings  of  the   word    ' '  scholar  "    for  inMai.  • . 
were  given,  as  in  this  volume  they  are,  who  *•  _ 
believe  tliat  they  would  lie  some  two  hundrei'.  .:••: 
thirty  in  number  ?    Then,  sixty-five  differ«ic  ti»' 
ings  are  enumerated  of  the  word  "  depot  "  :  <- 
hundred  and  eight  of  the  common  word  "  refKi--.   : 
and  fifty-eight  of  "which."     Out   of   eleven  n- ; 
dred  and  twenty-two  pupils  who  used  the  ail .  tr'-> 
"  too  "  in  the  narrative,  eight  hundred   and  0:7 
nine  or  nearly  seventy-five  per  cent  of   the   » i.  « 

spelled  the  word  incorrectly Then  we  ..-- 

given  /acinmile  lithographs  of  these  letters  and  i ••«  ■ 
positions,  showing  their  average  excellence  in   • 
tain  of  the  towns,  and  anything  worse  it  woul  I  - 
hard  to  conceive. 

Mr.  Charles  Francis  Adams,  jr.,  in  a  par'.-r 
on  "New  departure  in  the  Common  Sch'".= 
of  Quincy,"  wrote : 

It  appeared  as  a  result  of  eight  years'  k)  • 
teaching,  that  the  children,  as  p  whole,  o-i. 
neither  write  with  facility  nor  read  fluently. 

Mr.  Richard  Grant  White,  one  of  tii« 
foremost  and  brightest  thinkersin  the  Uniit^i 
States,  wrote  an  article  in  the  Xorth  Am'-:- 
can  JRevietc,  December,  1880,  on  the  Ameri- 
can school  system.  In  the  course  of  ihit 
article  he  says : 

There  is  prolmbly  not  one  of  those  various  svi .. 
contrivances,  political  en^nes,  or  modes  of  tt '. 
mon  action  called  institutions,  which  are  ^eg:lI<^^ 
as  characteristic  of  the  United  States,  if  not  \>-^ 
liar  to  them,  in  which  the  people  of  this  coiiir  -' 
have   placed   more   confidence,  or   felt   a   grvat-r 
pride,  than  its  public  school  system.     Tlierc  i.-  n- : 
one  of  them  so  unworthy  of  either  confideme  • 
pride,  not  one  which  has  failed  so  coiiiplL-if!\  v 
accomplish  the  end  for  which  it  was  cstabli>l.'  - 
•     *     *    According  to  independent  and  couiiK-'tr: 
evidence  from  all  quarters,  the  inaS9  of  the  p»>|>'l- 
of  these  public  schools  are  unable  to  reatl.  in;«;i 
gently,  !o  spell  correctly,  to  write  legibly,  to  •'•'• 
8cril)e  understaudingly  the  geography  of  their  ••r.i 
country,  or  to  do  anything  that  reasonably  «i. 
educated  cliildren  should  do  with  ease.     They  <  -: 
not  write  a  simple  letter  ;  they  cannot  do  n-a.  ;;• 
and   with  quick  comprehension  a  simple  "  .-u  :. 
in  practical  arithmetic  ;  they  cannot  tell  the  n>-.i'.- 
ing  of  any  but  the  commonest  of  the  words  t..  ■ 
they  read  and  spell  so  ill.     •     ♦     ♦     Crime  (!• 
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oe  hiwve  increased  almost  pari-patiu  with  the  de- 
;Ioi>inent  of  the  public  school  system,  which, 
i.ste«i.<.l  of  liftiog  the  masses,  has  given  us  in  their 
lci.oe  a.  non-descript  and  hybrid  class. 

T  may  be  asked  what  is  my  object  in 
aakiiig  those  quotations?  Is  it  intended 
u  use  them  as  a  condemnation  of  the  public 
clnool  question  ?  My  answer  is  that  it  is 
lot.  It  may  be  or  may  not  be  a  condemnsr 
ion  of  that  system,  but  that  is  not  my 
»bject  now.  My  only  object  is  to  show  that 
.Ills  system  also  partakes  of  human  weakness, 
intl  that  if  our  Catholic  schools  have  weak 
joints  the  others  are  not  without  their  own 
lefects.  I  will  add  this :  Up  to  the  present 
:ii£ie,  we  have  refrained  from  passing  judg- 
iiierit  upon  the  public  schools.  We  have 
stood  upon  the  defensive.  But  I  am  bound 
b(j  say,  if  that  kind  of  warfare  is  maintained 
against  us,  we  will  have  to  change  our  ways. 
^V'e  will  take  the  offensive.  We  will  carry 
tlie  war  into  the  other  camp.  The  quota- 
tions that  I  have  made  must  show  to  all 
sensible  people  how  easy  it  would  be  for  ua 
to  indict  the  so-called  public  school  system 
under  all  its  aspect.  I  have  a  pile  of  such 
information  and  documents.  I  might  add, 
for  instance  that  according  to  the  Census 
Bulletin  No.  17,  it  is  shown  that — 

The  adult  population — 

— these  are  the  words  of  the  bulletin — 
of  Xew  Brunswick  is  not  as  generally  able  to  read 
au<l  write  as  it  was  was  twenty  years  ago  ;  whereas 
the  advance  in  education  of  the  juvenile  population 
of  Quebec,  between  ten  and  twenty  years  of  age, 
ha!»  l)een  greater  than  that  of  any  similar  group  in 
iu  any  of  the  other  provinces. 

Is  it  not  a  strange  retribution  1  Twenty- 
four  years  ago  the  great  argument  thundered 
forth  against  separate  schools  in  New 
Brunswick  was  that  they  would  lead  to  the 
same  illiteracy  that  existed  in  Quebec. 
Accordingly,  New  Brunswick  refused  to 
give  a  legal  status  to  the  separate  schools, 
and  has  ever  since  been  retrograding. 
Quebec  keeps  her  separate  schools  und  has 
made  greater  strides  than  any  other  part  of 
the  Dominion.  That  is  the  testimony  of  the 
census.  Whilst  on  this  subject  I  desire  to 
enlarge' the  scope  of  my  remarks.  It  is  not 
only  the  Catholic  schools  of  Manitoba  that 
are  assailed  ;  it  is  the  whole  system  of  Cath- 
olic education,  and  use  is  made  of  the  alleged 
inferiority  of  Catholic  educati  va.  elsewhere 
to  convince  the  country  at  large  that  it 
would  be  bad  policy  to  restore  to  the  minor- 
ity of  Manitoba  its  rights.     It  gives  to  that 


general  aspect  of  the  qua-tion  an  undeniable 
importance.  Nothing  is  further  from  the 
truth,  hon.  gentlemen,  than  the  broad  and 
persistent  accusations  against  the  Catholic 
church  that  she  aims  at  keeping  the  people 
in  ignorance.  From  the  very  beginning  of 
her  existence  she  undertook  to  dispense 
largely,  and  gratuitously,  not  education  only, 
but  instruction.  She  opened  schools  and 
already  in  the  second  century  there  were 
Catholic  institutions  flourishing  in  Alex- 
andria, which  was  then  a  centre  of 
learning.  All  the  arts  and  sciences  of 
the  time  were  taught  in  those  schools.  A 
panagerist  of  Origen,  who  was  a  professor  in 
that  city,  speaks  in  the  following  way  of  his 
methods  : 

Before  receiving  students,  he  used  to  examine 
them  by  a  series  of  questions  to  discover  their 
defects,  and  to  try  and  correct  them.  He  then 
taught  them  logic  to  whet  their  understanding — not, 
however,  the  logic  common  with  ordinary  philoso- 
phers, but  the  logic  of  common  sense,  which  is 
necessary  to  all,  (i  reeks  or  barbarians,  the  learned 
and  the  unlearned,  in  short  for  all  men  whatever 
vocation  they  may  choose  to  follow.  To  logic  he 
added  natural  philosophy,  which  he  taught  in  such 
a  manner  as  to  illustrate  and  classify  every  single 
object,  to  reduce  it  by  a  simple  exposition  to  its 
first  elements,  and  explain  the  nature  of  the  whole 
and  its  parts,  and  the  serious  changes  to  which  it 
has  subject.  This  he  did  to  inspire  the  pupil  with 
a  rational  instead  of  an  irrational  admiration  of 
nature.  Then  the  student  was  introduced  to  the 
study  of  geometry,  the  firm  and  unshaken  basis  of 
all  the  other  sciences ;  and  astronomy,  which  con- 
templates the  firmament,  and  leads  to  the  sublime 
and  heavenly.  After  these  preparatory  studies,  he  is 
taught  moral  philosophy,  and  herein  Origen  ex- 
hibited to  all  in  himself  a  golden  mirror  of  virtue 
and  piety.  He  taught  the  student  particularly  to 
enter  into  his  own  spirit ;  to  provide  for  the  soul 
above  all  other  things,  and  to  practise  piety.  He 
then  read  with  them  the  writings  of  ancient  philo- 
sophers and  poets,  except  those  who  denied  the 
Providence  of  God,  for  these  were  not  considered 
fit  to  be  read,  lest  by  them  the  soul  should  be 
defiled.  The  student  was  Uisde  familiar  with  all 
the  philosophical  systems,  wherein  the  teacher 
accompanieif  him  in  spirit,  as  on  a  journey,  and  led 
him,  as  it  were,  by  the  hand  when  any  thing 
abstruse,  doubtful  or  deceptive  presented  itself ; 
or  like  an  expert  swimmer,  to  whom  no  feat  is  un- 
known or  untried,  who  being  himself  secure  from 
all  danger,  stretches  forth  his  hand  to  extricate 
and  save  others  from  drowning.  The  course  of 
study  was  concluded  with  the  exposition  of  the 
sacred  books  and  the  christian  philosophy. 

This  long  passage  shows  how  the  church, 
from  the  earliest  ages,  was  solicitous  to 
teach  not  only  the  christian  doctrine,  but 
the  whole  cyclopiedia  of  the  known  sciences. 
Alexandria  was  not  the  only  christian  seat 
of  learning  of  this  kind  in  the  first  centuries. 
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There  were  similar  institutions  in  Jerusalem, 
Antioch,  Edessa,  Caesarea,  Nisibis,  Neocae- 
sarea,  Nicomedia,  Smyrna,  Naziansus,  By- 
zantium, Rome,  Carthage,  Hippo,  Lyons, 
and  other  places.  These  were  for  adults, 
which  presupposes  the  existence  of  primary 
schools  where  these  adults  had  received  the 
rudiments  of  knowledge  before  going  to 
those  high  institutions.  In  fact,  there  were 
schools  attached  to  the  churches  and  sup- 
ported by  them.  In  the  second  century  we 
trace  a  priest,  named  Protogenes,  who  at 
Ede.=ssa  taught  the  children  to  read  and 
write  and  sing  the  pmims.  In  the  fourth 
century  we  find  St.  Basil  the  Great,  making 
the  education  of  the  youth  one  of  the  chief 
ministries  of  the  monks,  and  giving  them 
circumstantial  hints  on  the  method  of  teach- 
ing. Soon  the  priests  exerted  themselves 
to  gather  a  circle  of  boys  around  them  to 
whom  they  imparted  the  rudiments  of  know- 
ledge. This  practice  was  sanctioned  by  the 
ecumenical  council  at  Constantinople  in  681, 
which  prescribed  that  schools  be  opened 
in  all  parishes.  So  a  school  was  attached 
to  each  monastery.  And  when  the  tide  of 
the  barbarians  had  almost  swept  away  every 
vestige  of  civilization  in  Europe,  from  whence 
did  come  the  light  which  dispelled  the  dark- 
ness hovered  over  the  face  of  the  continent? 
There  was  a  tiny  islet  in  the  western  sea, 
and  in  that  "  Gem  of  the  Ocean,"  almost  out 
of  the  reach  of  civilization,  were  found 
schools  by  the  hundreds  and  students  by 
tens  of  thousands,  who  soon  shed  their  lustre 
all  over  the  world.  The  fame  of  those  in- 
stitutions were  such  as  to  attract  students 
from  all  parts  of  Europe,  even  from  the 
classic  shore  of  Hellas.  And  the  sons  of 
the  Catholic  and  enlightened  Ireland  turned 
out  and  went  to  bear  the  good  tidings  of 
the  Gospel,  of  science  and  civilization  to  the 
Scot,  to  the  Anglo-Saxon,  to  the  German,  to 
the  Swiss  and  the  Gaul.  Such  were  their 
exertions  and  influence  that  a  German  writer 
of  the  ninth  century  (Emmerich  von  Reich- 
enau)  exclaims  with  the  warmth  peculiar  to 
his  times:  "O,  how  could  we  ever  forget 
Erin,  from  which  such  light  and  splendour 
has  dawned  upon  us  !  " 

Before  the  reformation  there  were  no  less 
than  66  European  Catholic  universities  of 
note,  of  which  Italy  had  .17  ;  Germany,  14  ; 
France,  12  ;  Spain  and  Portugal,  10;  Eng- 
land, 2  ;  Scotland,  3  ;  other  countries,  5.  In 
the  fourteenth  century  the  University  of 
Boulogne   numbered    13,000  students,   and 


(including    fellows,   tutors    and    stni^- 

foi-med  a  body  of  30,000.     The  nnmU- 

years  devoted  to  study,  exclusive  of  the  r- 

paratory  course,  was  generally  7  for  -- 

and  12  for  professional  branches  (tbe.i!  : 

medicine  and  law),  making  in  all  at  lea>: . 

years  of  higher  studies.      These  institoti . 

turned   out  men    like   Alfred    the  (Jr. 

Alcuin,  St.  Bernard,  Albertus   Magntj.  •>■ 

Thomas   Aquinas,    St.  Bonaventure.  I'. 

Scotus,  Alexander  of  Hales,  Roger  B*.  ■  - 

Dante,  Petrarch,  Chaucer  or   Sir  Tln- 

Moore,     thinkers,     writers     and    piju-:- 

geniuses,  who  not  being  subjected  tu  ■  .• 

barbarous  and  criminal  cramming,  had  jm- 

thing  more  in  their  intellects  than  a  !.-.'• 

smattering   of    everything,    and   to  fii 

humanity  and  education  owe  more  tlw. 

the  noisy  educationist  of  our  days.    Trtf ' 

may   be,  natural  sciences  were  not  a*  iv 

advanced  as  they  are  to-day,  but  to  nuir . 

reproach   of  that  would   be    equiralen'  : 

blaming  Sir  Isaac  Newton  for  not  invon"i. 

the   telephone  or   the  electric  light.   I- 

church  had  then  not  only  provided  for  V;.. 

education,  but  she  had  also  primary  ."th'  • 

established.     At  the  beginning  or  the  n 

teenth  century  the  diocese  of  Prague,  w*.  ■■ 

covered  a  comparatively  limited  area,  ]).w  i' 

least  640  elementary  schools.      Takingti..' 

number  as  a  basis,  it  would  have  given  :'" 

Germany  alone  40,000  elementary  sck- ■ 

In  the  year  1378  we  find  sixty- thr«  ■-': 

teachers  occupied  in  elementary  schou/*.    • 

could  go  on  in  the  same  strain  with  all  ".- 

countries,  but  is  not  this  sufficient  eriatt- 

that  the  church  is  far  from  l)eingopp«^i;' 

\  education  ?   She  has  founded  the  first  >ctn'<- 

in  Christendom.     She  has  saved  the  r-i-- 

uants  of  ancient  civilization.    She  hasp'- 

birth  to  those  great  institutions  of  learn.'i. 

which    have    been   the    cradles  of   SK'^''" 

land    seats  of    literature  and     philwiij!; 

I  With    many    it    seems    as  if    the  noiaw 

j  schools  were  of  a  recent  foundation.   !'• 

I  fact  is  that  as  far  back  as  the  year  IfeJ. '' 

I  find  a  priest,   the  venerable  Jean  Bap'.:-'' 

jde  la  Salle,  establishing  a  normal   .«e)>' 

I  under  the  name  School  Teachers  Semin»i;- 

I  The  course  which  he  advocated  c(«it«i*' 

I  for  elementary  or  primary  schools :  W'-'^' 

I  history,  religious  instruction,  reading,  »ti'; 

1  ing,    grammar,    arithmetic,    rudimeni*  'j 

I  book-keeping,    coin    system,    weights  *''■''. 

measures,  drawing,  singing,  the  draftiw  '^ 

I  the  forms  used  in  the  ordinary  civil  acts,  vA 

deportment ;  for  the  Model  school,  h^  '*- 
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sides,  history,  geography,   literature  and 
etoric,    book-keeping,   geometry,  architec- 
re,     naturul    history,    mechanics,    cosmo- 
apliy,  music,  and  t-ovae  other  subjects,  like 
odern  languages,  <kc.     In  his  instructions 
!  say."  ;  "  "We  must  teach  to  children  but 
ieful  things,  of  which  they  may  be  able  to 
•ail  themselves  in  afterlife.     The  teaching 
ust  be    practical,  and  in  connection  with 
le  state  of  life  to  which  the  child  is  des- 
ned.      To   teach  children  the  theory  and 
le  advantages  of  the  art  which  they  study 
,  a  very  UKcful  thing,  but  practice  is  more 
ecessary  than  theory."     These  rules,  which 
re    still    at   the  bottom   of    the    Catholic 
ducation,    show  that  we  are  not  content 
k-it\\  the  reciting  of  prayers  or  of  the  cate- 
■hism,  as    some  are  inclined  to  believe,  but 
hat  we  strive  for  a  good,  practical,  and  use 
'ul  education,  in  order  to  put  every  child  in 
I  position  to  bold  his  own  in  this  world  and 
;o  be  a  good  citizen  and  a  good  christian. 
This  aim  has  been  so  successfully  attained, 
md  that  result  is  so  widely  known,  that  our 
teaching   religious  orders  have  been  called 
upon  to  open  schools  all  over  Canada  and 
the  United  States.     From  Halifax  to  Van- 
couver, from  New  York  to  San  Francisco, 
ironi  the  Gulf  of  Mexico  to  the  Arctic  Ocean, 
these  able,  devoted,  and  unselfish  teachers 
are  found  giving  their  whole  and  undivided 
attention,  untrammelled  by  all  earthly  ties, 
free  from  the  clogging  influences  of  wordly 
aftVictions,  to  the  work  of  education.     We 
find  them  amongst  the  Tndians,  knowing  no 
differences,  and   imparting  to  all   with  the 
same  love  and  zeal,  the  godly  gift  of  know- 
ledi;e.     If  those  teachers  were  not  fit  for 
their  work,  would  they  be  so  universally  de- 
sired  and   invited   to  take  charge  of    the 
schools,  whether  primary  or  high  schools  1 
They  would  not  be  able  to  subsist ;   they 
would  be  wiped  out  of  existence.     But  in- 
stead of  that,  the  requests  they  receive  are 
so  numerou.t,  that  they  are  obliged  to  refuse 
some  of  the  calls  made  upon  them.     Their 
achievements  in  the  United  States  have  been 
such  as  to  elicit  the  following  remarks  from 
a  Protestant  paper  in  San  Francisco,  speak- 
ing of  a  Catholic  institution   in   Oakland, 
California,  under  the  control  of  the  same 
order  to  which  are  entrusted  some  of  our 
schools  in  Manitoba  : 

It  is  a  home  where  moral  and  religious  teaching 
go  hand  in  hand  with  mental  and  physical  training 
giving  healthy  action  to  both  brain  and  soul.  The 
secnmr  curriculum  is  of  the  highest  order,  and  the 


convent  of  the  Sacred  Heart  has,  in  the  thorough- 
ness of  its  niethods  and  the  scholarship  of  those 
who  have  been  educated  within  its  walls,  attalne<l 
an  enviable  reputation  throughout  the  state. 

I  have  already  referred  to  the  success 
achieved  by  the  Catholic  schools  of  Quebec 
at  the  Chicago  Columbian  Exhibition.  I 
desire,  however,  to  put  on  record  here  some 
testimony  of  the  high  appreciation  of  which 
they  have  been  the  object.  I  wiH  first  quote 
from  the  report  of  our  Canadian  superinten- 
dent of  the  liberal  arts  at  Chicago  during 
the  exhibition.  Mr.  Morton  says  in  his 
report,  page  42,  of  the  general  report  of  the 
Executive  Commissioners  of  Canada  : 

The  province  of  Quebec  in  this  her  almost  first 
school  exhibit  presented  to  the  many  millions  who 
visited  the  fair  an  extensive,  artistic  and  instruct- 
ive display.  Tlie  Reverend  AbW  Bruchesi  had 
under  his  charge  nearly  four  hundred  schools,  re- 
presenting various  religious  institutions  through- 
out the  province,  the  primary  schools,  the  Univer- 
sity of  Liival  and  Laval  Xormal  School.  The  dis- 
play made  by  the  10()  schools  of  the  convent  of 
Notre  Dame  of  Montreal  representing  24,0<K)  pupils, 
elicited  much  admiration.  The  excellence  at- 
tained in  those  studies  peculiar  to  young  hidies, 
was  the  most  characteristic  feature  of  this  exhibit. 
The  Christian  Brothers' schools  were  largely  repre- 
sented by  exhibits  in  drawing,  writing  and  stuilies 
in  commercial  work.  Th^y  represented  nearly 
20,000  pup^s,  and  their  most  marked  character- 
istic was  the  excellence  of  the  writing,  penmanship 
that  was  equalled  by  none  at  the  Worhl's  Fair. 
The  primary  schools  Imd  a  good  showing  in  every 
day  school  work.  The  result  of  this  exhibit  made 
by  Quel)ec  must  <lispel  the  idea  wherever  it  pre- 
vails that  she  is  not  progressing  in  education. 

The  report  of  !Mr.  Morton  contains  also 
the  following  lines  : 

Mr.  Serrurier,  representivtive  of  the  French 
Minister  of  Kducatinn,  and  author  of  the  inductive 
metho<l  of  teaching,  said  :  He  had  made  a  minute 
examination  of  the  several  school  exhibits,  and 
declared  they  were  the  finest  of  the  whole  exhibi- 
tion, not  alone  in  intrinsic  value,  but  Ijcciuisc  of 
their  admirable  arrangement.  At  this  great  fair 
Canada  gives  an  example  which  should  be  followed 
by  the  older  nations  of  the  earth. 

I  know  that  these  remarks  of  Mr.  Serru- 
rier refer  more  particularly  to  the  exhibit  of 
the  province  of  Quebec.  That  gentleman 
wrote  to  the  Abb^  Bruchesi  in  this  way  : 

1  have  been  amazed  by  the  intelligent  way  in 

which  your  exhibits  are  cltissified  *  *  *  Your  copy 

books  are  the  only  ones  having  clear  and  |>i'ecise 

,  headings  conveying  to  the  observer  the  informa- 

I  tion  desired  as  to  the  school,  the  standard,  number 

;  of  pupils,  the  age,  Ac,  I  have  also  noticed  with 

pleasure  that  the  every  day  school  work,  in  all  the 

I  Htandards,  bears  with  it  a  tone  of  sincerity  which 

I  is  very  seldom  found  at  exhibitions. 
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The  Pilot  of  Boston  also  said,  June  dth, 
1893: 

These  exhibits  speak  for  themselves.  They 
reveal  the  devotedness,  the  ability  of  the  teachers, 
the  attention  and  talents  of  the  pupils.  Nothing 
l>etter  could  be  found  in  the  art  gallery. 

On  the  29th  of  August,  1893,  the  Daily 
Sun,  of  St.  John,  New  Brunswick,  said  : 

The  province  of  Quet)ec,  the  oldest  in  Canada, 
has  made  an  exhibition  of  her  school  system  which, 
to  judge  from  the  quality  and  of  the  number  of  the 
exhibits,  will  contribute  to  dispel  many  false  ideas 
as  to  her  degree  of  civilization  *  *  In  drawing, 
writing  nio<!els  for  teaching  the  blind,  education  of 
deaf  and  mutes  and,  in  fact,  generally  all  that 
leads  to  the  advancement  of  a  country  and  a  people 
in  an  e.lncational  point  of  view,  Quebec  schools  to- 
day are  in  the  front  ranks. 

Mr.  Joncas,  a  distingui.'shed  member  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  who  had  gone  to  Chicago  i 
with  prejudices  against  some  of  the  Quebec 
school,  declared  after  a  careful  examination 
of  the  Quebec  school  display  that  he  had 
"  to  shake  off  his  own  prejudices  "  and  he 
adds :  "  Our  school  exhibition  is  the  most 
practical  of  all  that  I  have  ever  seen,  and  I 
have  seen  quite  a  number  "  *  *"  With  a  great 
deal  of  pride  I  say  that  the  Canadian  school 
exhibition  is  one  of  the  finest,  perhaps  the 
best,  in  the  whole  Liberal  Arts,  Gallery." 
The  success  of  Quebec  in  Chicago,  our  own 
schools  had  elsewhere,  under  quite  similar 
circumstances.  Though  I  have  already  laid 
before  the  Senate  evidence  to  that  effect, 
allow  me  to  put  again  on  record  a  statement 
of  our  success  at  Portage  la  Prairie,  in  1883, 
where  we  obtained  prizes  in  cash,  and 
diplomas  for  our  school  exhibition ;  at  Lon- 
don, at  the  Indian  and  Colonial  Exhibition, 
where  we  obtained  diplomas,  the  only  reward 
given  there. 

The  late  Superintendent  of  Education  in 
the  province  of  Quebec,  is  a  man  of  recognized 
experience  and  authority  in  the  Dominion. 
On  the  occasion  of  the  celebration  of  his 
tenth  year  in  the  administration  of  the 
department,  the  Protestant  Committee  in 
Quebec  passed  a  resolution  in  which  they 
placed  on  record  : 

Their  high  sense  of  the  equity  and  ability  with 
which  his  duties  have  been  discharged  and  to  con- 
gratulate hii.1  upon  the  advance  which  under  his 
energetic  superintendence,  education  has  made, 
and  IS  making,  in  the  province. 

This  resolution  justifies  me  in  attaching 
a  high  importance  to  his  testimony.  Writ- 
ing to  the  Catholic  superintendent  of  the 
schools  in  Manitoba,  while  at  London,  and 


after  a  careful    examination   of   the  <-.. 
exhibition,  he  said  : 

After  mature  consideration,  my  opinion  i>  - 
our  Quebec  system  and  yours,  i?  aa  perfect  u 
other  now  in  force  elsewhere. 

Our  opponents  may  talk  as  much  as  '.:- 
please  after  that  of  our  alleged  illitjf. 
they  will  not  be  believed.  There  is  no  i.  - 
illiteracy  amongst  the  Catholics  than  amo:. 
the  non-Catholics.  There  is  less  boastii. 
but  there  is  as  much  eagerness  for  educsi 
and  as  much  knowledge.  That  charge  <' 
illiteracy,  as  I  have  already  said,  is  aut(>-.. 
liar  to  our  province.  It  is  the  old  and  os^ 
charge  that  is  always  made  by  some  pfo.  • 
against  Catholics  generally  and  their  chi'ri 
a  charge  of  which  honest  and  ■well-ini'.m.- 
Protestants  disapprove.  A  man  whose  repr- 
does  not  necessarily  fall  before  that  <.<*  it- 
men  composing  our  Manitoba  GoveruB^:.: 
Mr.  Gladstone,  has  said  : 

Since  the  first  three  hundred  years  of  per«>.i:i 
the  Roman  Catholic  charch  has  marched  for  lo- 
hundred  years  at  the  head  of  human  eivibo'v; 
and  has  driven  harnessed  to  its  chariot  aa  the  b-  ■-- 
of  a  triumphal  car,  the  chief  intellectual  ani!  3.^:. 
rial  forces  of  the  world  ;  its  learning  has  Wl  - 
learning  of  the  world  ;  its  art  the  art  of  thtMi"f> 
its  genius  the  genius  of  the  world  ;  its  gn-iti  — 
glory,  grandeur  and  majesty  have  been  alu-'' 
though  not  absolutely,  all  that  in  these  resf:  - 
.he  world  has  had  to  boast. 

"The  praise  of  having  originally  e-t..- 
lished  schools,"  says  Hallam,  "  belongs  :■ 
some  abbots  and  bishops  of  the  sixth  ce: 
tury." 

Ranke  also  says : 

A  sure  and  unbroken  progress  of  intellrcti- 
culture  has  been  going  on  in  the  bosom  i4  :-• 
Catholic  Church  for  a  series  of  ages.  The  i.i- 
and  pnxluctive  elements  of  human  culture  vrr 
here  mingled  and  united. 

A  Presbyterian  writer,  lAing,  in  h- 
"  Notes  of  a  Traveller,"  made  the  foUowi;  i 
statements  in  1842  : 

The  education  of  the  clergy  of  the  Cath!: 
Church  is  positively  higher  and,  beyond  dtnil-:. 
comparatively  higher  than  the  education  of  u- 
Scotch  clergy.  *  *  It  is  much  to  the  zeal  :u.: 
assiduity  of  the  priesthood  in  difipusing  instructii 
in  the  useful  branches  of  knowledge,  that  t!;; 
revival  and  spread  of  Catholicism  have  bevL  •• 
considerable  among  the  people  of  the  contiDent. 

Speaking  of  the  assertion  that  the  Catho- 
lic clergy  leave  people  in  ignorance,  tl> 
same  writer  says : 

This  opinion  of  Protestants  is  more  arthoi<''i 
than  charitable  or  correct.  In  Catholic  Gennan;.. 
France,  Italy  and  even  Spain,  the  educatioo  of  tht 


Digitized  by 


Google 


[JUNE  25,  1895] 


415 


■common  people  in  reading,  writing,  arithmetic, 
inusiu,  manners  aud  morals  is  at  least  as  generally 
tliffuaed  and  as  faithfully  promoted  by  the  clerical 
body  as  in  Scotland.  Education  is  in  reality  not 
only  not  repressed,  but  is  encouraged  by  the  popish 
church.  In  every  street  in  Rome,  for  instance, 
there  are  at  short  distances,  public  primary  schools 
for  the  education  of  the  children  of  the  lower  and 
middle  classes  in  the  neighbourhood.  Rome  with 
a.  population  of  158,678  souls,  has  37*2  public  prim- 
arj-  schools,  with  482  teachers  and  14,099  chililren 
attendiug  them.  Has  Edinburgh  so  many  public 
schools  Tor  the  instruction  of  those  classes!  I 
doubt  it.  Berlin,  with  a  population  about  the 
double  that  of  Rome,  has  only  264  schools.  Rome 
has  also  her  university  with  an  average  attendance 
of  fi«0  students  ;  and  the  Papal  States  with  a  pop- 
ulation of  two  aud  one-half  millions,  contains  seven 
universities.  Prussia,  with  a  population  of  four- 
teen millions  has  but  ?even.  The  statistical  fact 
that  Rome  has  above  a  hundred  schools  more  than 
Berlin,  for  a  population  of  little  more  than  half  of 
that  of  Berlin,  puts  to  flight  a  world  of  humbug 
about  the  systems  of  national  education  carried  on 
by  governments  and  their  moral  effects  on  society. 

Coming  to  a  more  recent  date,  we  find  in 
the  official  statistical  books  of  Rome  for  1869, 
the  following  data  ; — 


Pupils, 
Free. 

Pupils, 
Paying 

Scientific  inst  it  utions. 
Elementary  schools. . 

3,829 
6,341 

V,567 

Convent  and   conser- 
vatories   

2,954 
6,490 

553 

Elementary  schools.. . 

2,171 

19,614 


4,291 


Grand  total,  23,905,  for  a  population  at 
the  same  date  of  220,532.  This  showing 
forbids  all  adverse  criticism,  and  with  the 
exception  of  a  few,  these  students  were 
tau(;ht  free. 

To  those  who  concern  themselves  about 
having  the  inner  thoughts  of  the  Roman 
catholics  on  the  progressive  education  which 
is  their  aim  I  would  say :  listen  to  these 
words  of  the  present  Pope,  Leo  XIII. : 

How  grand  and  full  of  majesty  does  man  ap- 
pear when  he  arrests  the  thunderbolt  *  *  summons 
the  electric  flash  *  *  how  powerful  when  he  takes 
possession  of  the  force  of  steam  *  *  Is  there  not  in 
man  when  he  does  these  things  some  spark  of 
creative  power  ?  *  *  The  church  views  these  things 
with  joy. 

The  perfection  of  primary  education  is  to 
be  found  in  CathoUc  Luxembourg.  The 
governor  of  that  province  said  in  1872  : 

Luxemboorg  counts  at  the  present  time  507 
elementary  scnools — that  is  to  say,  one  school  to 
every  four  hundred  inhabitants,  and  such  results 


have  not  been  attained  in  anj*  other  country  in 
Europe. 

The  number  of  pupils  in  the  elimentary  schools 
exceeded  fifteen  per  cent  of  the  whole  popula- 
tion. The  year  preceding  the  census  proved 
that  there  were  31,580  children  of  an  age 
to  go  to  school,  and  the  number  of  scholars  actually 
attending  the  elementary  schools  was  31,239,  so 
that  only  341  children  were  missing,  which  pro- 
duces one  per  cent,  a  result  which  has  never  been 
attaine<l  in  any  country  in  Europe,  under  any 
educational  system. 

In  the  Dictionary  of  Statistics,  by  Michael 
G.  Mulhall,  Fellow  of  the  Royal  Statistical 
Society,  figures  are  given  showing  France  at 
the  head  of  the  list  for  the  average  attendance 
of  school  children  with  170  per  1,000 
children,  Belgium,  135  per  1,000,  whilst  the 
United  States  and  England  have  only  130 
and  123  respectively.  Another  table  worthy 
of  examination  is  to  be  found  in  the 
report  of  the  United  States  Commis- 
sioner of  Education.  There  the  proportion 
of  the  enrolment  of  the  children  in  school 
per  1,000  of  population  is  given,  and  two 
Catholic  countries,  Bavaria  and  Baden,  come 
at  the  head  of  the  list  with  212  enrolled 
children  per  1,000  of  population  for  the 
former  country  and  206  for  the  latter,  while 
Prussia  has  only  196,  England  and  Wales, 
166;  Scotland,  164.  Two  countries,  one 
Protestant  and  the  other  Catholic,  Denmark 
and  Spain,  may  be  bracketed,  so  small  is  the 
difference  ;  Denmark  being  110  and  Spain 
104. 

As  to  the  efficiency  of  the  Catholic  schools, 
itmaybe  appreciated  bythe  followingfacts: 

Out  of  .339  pupils  who  obtained  prize  exhibitions 
in  Paris  in  1878,  242  belonged  to  the  Christian 
Brothers'  schools.  Between  1847  and  1877,  out  of 
1,445  such  exhibitions,  1,145  were  carried  off  by 
the  Christian  Brothers'  boys,  the  public  school 
candidates  being  the  larger  number,  and  the  public 
schools  had  received  40,000  friuics  for  support. 
(The  Church  Review,  Protestant  Episcopadian, 
July,  1890.) 

In  the  same  period  of  thirty-one  years,  of 
the  whole  number,  620,  consisting  of  the 
first  twenty  leading  scholars  of  each  year, 
the  Catholic  boys  numbered  527 — thirty-one 
victories  in  thirty-one  years,  without  a 
break.  Another  test — the  obtaining  of  the 
certificats  d'Audes,  granted  to  all  deserving 
students — was  kept  up  for  nine  years.  The 
results  for  that  period  show  that  of  9,499 
certiiicates,  the  Catholic  boys  were  613  in 
the  majority ;  and  that  the  sum  of  the 
averages  per  school  amounted  to  194  for  the 
Catholics,  against  only  55  for  the   public 
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Catholic     • 

139-4 

Public 

14-2-1 

Catholic      "       142-6 

Public 

136-2 

Catholic     ' 

137-8 

Public 

146-0 

Catholic     • 

15«)-4 

school  boys.  In  Belgium,  the  official  gazette 
of  that  country,  the  Monileur,  gives  the  per- 
centage obtained  by  the  Catholic  and  public 
schools  respectively  at  competitions  for  the 
years  1890,  1891,  1892,  1893.  In  1890  the 
Catholic  schools  obtained  5-52  per  cent ;  the 
public  schools  only  3-96.  In  1891,  the 
Catholic  schools  obtained  5-52  ;  the  public 
schools,  3-.55.  In  1892,  the  Catholic  schools 
obtained  5-33 ;  the  public  schools,  3*56.  In 
1893,  the  Catholic  schools  obtained  6-79; 
the  public  schools,  4-39. 

The  average  marks  for  each  competition 
was  as  fellows  : — 

1890.  Piiblic  schools,  132-1  on  200. 


1891. 

(t 

1892. 


1893. 


The  above  figures  and  quotations  must 
convince  any  fair  minded  man  that  there  is 
no  desire  on  the  part  of  the  Catholic  church 
to  keep  the  people  in  ignorance,  and  that  the 
Catholic  schools  are  turning  out  good 
scholars. 

They  answer  fully  the  falsification  of 
figures  which  are  mtide  purposely  to  arouse 
hostility  against  the  Catholic  schools.  Such 
has  been  the  case  in  the  United  States, 
where  one  Mr.  Hawkins  has  impudently 
fabricated  figures  to  suit  his  fancy  and  his 
animosity  against  parochial  schools.  Those 
Hawkins  statistics,  although  refuted  more 
than  once,  are  made  use  of,  are  quoted  and 
hurled  at  us  from  newspapers  and  public 
platforms  by  unscrupulous  enemie.s,  and  they 
make  their  way  through  the  people  and  suc- 
ceed in  deceiving  .friendly  citizens  who 
would  otherwise  be  disposed  to  have  the 
kindest  regard  for  their  fellow  citizens  and 
their  feelings.  And  so  are  the  accusations 
hurled  at  the  Catholics  of  Manitoba  at  the 
present  time.  Those  assertions  are  repeated, 
and  in  25  or  fifty  years  from  now  they  will 
be  re-edited  by  some  parties,  ignorant  of  the 
refutation,  and  again  the  public  sentiment 
will  be  stirred  up  injudiciously,  unfairly  and 
unpatriotically.  Let  us  hope,  however,  that 
day  by  day,  the  chances  of  those  agitators 
will  be  lessened,  and  that  a  time  may  come 
when  they  will  have  no  hold  on  the  great 
majority  of  the  people. 

At  six  o'clock  the  Speaker  left  the  chair. 


After  Recess. 

Hon  Mr.  BERNIER  resumed  hisspe-c.. 
He  said :  I  have  already  stated  the  \'. 
culiar  difficulties  we  had  to  contend  with  -.l 
our  province  on  account  of  a  large  port:-.-, 
of  the  original  population  having  Imiiuz: 
proclivities.  The  Protestant  had  not  ' 
contend  with  such  difficulties  to  the  f-vc- 
extent  that  we  had.  If  it  were  true,  a>  :: 
has  been  said,  that  only  25  per  cent  o'  iL? 
half-breeds  can  read  we  should  be  credit-i 
with  the  fact  that  so  many  have  receiv*,i 
any  education.  Mr.  Ewart,  speaking  is 
Winnipeg  lately,  said  : 

I  am  surprised  to  hear  that  it  is  so  great.  I>:. 
Bi-yce  has  compared  the  French  half-l)ree<U  tv  :  :•• 
wild  mustang,  and  the  English  to  the  patient  r  >i  i 
sters,  and  he  is  right.  The  mother  tongue  of  nu!  ■. 
of  those  called  French  is  Ci-ee,  and  their  habits  sr.-.:! 
recent  years  have  Ijecn  those  of  roving  hunters  »a  i 
I  voyageurs.  Why  then  charge  the  illit«racy  to  ti 
Catholic  schools.  Why  not  as  well  charge  it  1 1 
the  Protestant  schools  ?  Of  this  2.5  j)er  cent,  !i>^. 
many  owe  their  education  to  others  than  Catholi<  ^ ' 
Credit  the  Catholics?  I  say,  with  2.">  per  cent.  r>-i 
not  debit  them  with  7.>  per  cent.  Be  fair.  I^  i' 
not  absurd  also  (even  were  Catholics  respon.-ii'i- 
to  ask  the  same  results  from  wild  mnRtangs  as-  ii'^x.. 
patient  roadsters  ?  In  the  United  States  e<lr.>..t- 
tional  census,  there  is  a  separate  column  for  .iu- 
lized  Indians,  coloured  people,  £c.  It  is  not  :h - 
best  column. 

Let  US  consider  that  accusation  in  thr 
light  of  the  statistics.  I  have  already  s-hown 
that  in  the  percentage  of  the  enrolment  of 
children  to  the  school  population,  there  was 
only  six  per  cent  difference  between  the  Prot«- 
tant  and  Catholic  schools,  and  that  we  were 
ahead  in  the  percentage  of  the  attendance  i<) 
the  enrolment.  Such  being  the  case,  it  i-i 
an  impossibility  that  we  should  be  behind 
the  other  section.  To  controvert  thai 
evidence  it  is  alleged  that  a  petition  pre- 
sented to  the  Government  was  covered  with 
names  of  parties  unable  to  sign  it  for  them- 
selves. Even  if  that  were  the  case  it  would 
not  be  fair  to  condemn  the  whole  system  un 
one  particular  fact,  which  may  be  the  re.sult 
of  certain  particular  circumstances.  It  is  a 
fact,  for  instance,  that  too  many  amongst 
our  farmers,  and  especially  amongst  the 
half-breeds  (and  for  that  I  do  blame  them) 
very  often  by  a  misapprehension  of  the  im- 
portance of  their  act,  for  fear  of  boast- 
ing, do  not  sign  themselves  their  own  names, 
although  able  to  do  so,  but  ask  somebody 
else  to  do  it  for  them.  This  is  wrong,  but  it 
cannot  afford   sure  ground   to  judge    the 
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illiteracy  of  the  people.  But  in  this  par- 
ticular case  there  is  something  more.  The 
assertion  has  been  met  by  the  following 
challenge.  Rev.  M.  Cherrier,  speaking  at 
Winnipeg  about  two  months  ago,  said  : 

As  I  wish  to  give  a  flat  denial  to  Dr.  Bryce's 
assertion  that  4  only  out  of  the  140  French  half- 
bred  ratepayers  referred  could  sign  their  names, 
here  is  my  proposal  to  the  learned  doctor  :  let  him 
prtxluce  the  list,  and  I  will  volunteer  to  go  with 
'witnesses  chosen  by  him  to  all  the  survivors  under 
.*><>  years  of  age,  of  those  named  in  the  said  list,  and 
I  agree  to  pay  all  expenses  if  I  fail  to  bring  back 
another  list  showing  a  fair  percentage  of  names 
•written  in  the  signers  own  writing,  he  to  sustain 
the  Maid  expenses  if  I  succeed  in  proving  that  many 
more  than  four  out  of  140  could  sign  their  names. 

This  is  the  challenge,  hon.  gentlemen,  and 
it  ha<»  never  been  taken  up  or  answered. 

And  if  we  judge  of  public  schools  by  th 
following  they  have  no  right  to  throw  stones 
at  our  windows.     Inspector    Lang — report 
of  the  Department  of  Education  Manitoba, 
1893,  page  30,  says: 

In  nearly  every  school  in  this  division  a  test 
wa.1  made  to  discover  how  many  of  the  pupils 
a1>ove  second  standard  could  use  correctly  the  fol- 
lowing words  :  done,  did  ;  seen,  said  ;  set,  sit.  It 
wa8  found  that  about  ,Vo  of  the  pupils  "  done  " 
their  exercises,  "  seen  "  the  cows,  "  set  "  in  their 
seats,  and  were  in  the  habit  of  "  laying  "  down. 

In  the  same  report,  page  29,  he  says  : 

There  is  considerable  time  lost  during  each  day 
in  many  of  the  schools  owing  to  lack  of  system  in 
arranging  the  day's  work. 

There  was  no  inspection  of  the  Catholic 
schools,  it  is  said.  This  again  is  an  inaccu- 
rate statement.  We  had  a  staff  of  inspec- 
tors who  did  their  work  regularly  at  a  sacri- 
fice to  themselves.  The  Protestant  section 
had  appointed  clergymen  to  inspect  their 
schools.  It  can  be  ascertained  by  referring 
to  the  report  on  the  Protestant  schools  in 
1886,  page  35.  We  thought  that  we  might 
in  the  same  way  avail  ourselves  of  the  ability 
of  our  clergymen,  and  we  appointed  several 
of  them  as  inspectors.  But  while  the  in- 
spectors of  the  other  section  were  well  re- 
munerated from  the  public  funds,  our  in- 
spectors did  thpir  work,  for  a  nominal  sum, 
which  our  board  gave  them  as  a  mere  recog- 
nition of  their  devotion  to  our  educational 
interests.  The  instructions  given  to  those 
inspectors  were  that  their  duties  were  not 
only  to  visit  the  schools  twice  a  year,  but 
also  to  help  in  the  working  of  the  educational 
laws,  and  to  give  explanations  of  the  same 
to  trustees  and  teachers,  and  they  were  sup- 
27 


plied  by  our  board  with  a  series  of  31 
questions  bearing  on  all  the  details  of  the 
school  work,  both  as  to  teachers  and  pupils, 
of  the  school  apparatus  and  furniture,  and 
of  the  school  house  and  the  accommodation 
it  afforded.  Besides  that,  the  trustees  were 
urged  by  our  board  to  comply  with  the  School 
Act  and  visit  the  schools.  Here  is  an  extract 
of  a  circular  that  was  addressed  to  them  in 
1884: 

.School  trustees  are  re(|ueste<l  to  confonn  to  the 
clause  of  the  Act  which  obliges  them  to  visit  the 
the  schools  from  time  to  time  ;  it  is  desirable  that 
they  should  forward  to  the  superintendent  a  sum- 
mary of  their  observations  after  each  visit. 

Moreover,  by  the  School  Act,  clause  80, 
the  resident  priest  was  made  a  visitor  of  the 
schools  in  his  mission,  and  I  know  that  they 
did  visit  the  schools  and  urge  all  they  could 
the  progress  of  the  schools,  and  compliance 
with  the  law,  and  helped  the  cause  of  edu- 
cation by  their  advice  to  parents,  teachers 
and  pupils,  and  even  to  our  Board  of  Educa- 
tion. And  now,  hon.  gentlemen,  to  com- 
plete this  information,  I  may  add  that  the 
superintendent  himselif  visited  the  schools. 
He  had  made  it  his  duty  to  go  all  over  the 
province,  in  order  to  show  the  ratepayers 
and  the  pupils  the  interest  that  was  taken 
in  the  education  of  the  youth,  and  thereby 
to  encourasje  and  properly  direct  the  energy 
of  the  population  to  the  cause  of  popular 
education.  He  did  it  also  with  the  view  of 
making  himself  personally  acquainted  with 
the  population,  with  the  trustees,  with  the 
teachers,  with  the  locality,  the  school-house 
and  everything  belonging  thereto,  so  as  to 
be  able  the  better  to  fulfil  his  own  duties, 
to  supply  their  wants,  and  to  remedy  the 
evils  wherever  they  might  exist.  We  do 
not  contend  that  everything  was  perfect. 
We  are  human  like  others  ;  but — others  also 
have  their  deficiencies.  Protestant  schools 
had  their  drawbacks.  To  show  it,  it  is  only 
necessary  to  refer  to  their  own  reports.  I 
take  the  reports  of  the  inspectors  at  random. 
I  will  quote  from  some  of  the  inspectors  : 

My  examiuation  of  the  schools  has  lieen  uniform. 
In  several  schools  I  found  that  in  some  standards 
the  work  of  the  lower  standard  had  not  lieen 
mastered,  arithmetic  is  the  study  that  many  of  the 
stjinilards  are  backward  in,  but  when  schools  will 
be  longer  in  operation  than  six  mouths  in  each 
year,  this  weakness  will  be  removed. 

Another  inspector  speaking  of  the  school 
at  Dunstan  said  : 

The  progress  of  this  school  has  been  somewhat 
hindered  by  lack  of  proper  accommodation. 
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Another  inspector  speaking  also  of  another 
school  says : 

The  Ion  er  school  is  very  backward  and  will  re- 
quire the  best  efforts  of  the  teacher. 

Speaking  of  another  school  the  same  in- 
spector says : 

It  is  very  backward  and  will  require  great  dili- 
gence to  bring  it  to  good  standing. 

So  they  had  their  drawbacks  as  we  had 
ours.  As  to  ours  we  were  willing  to  lessen 
them  as  much  as  possible.  But,  hon. 
gentlemen,  there  is  more  to  be  said  about 
this.  It  is  well  known  that  this  was  not 
the  cause  of  the  change  of  the  law.  Politi- 
cal advantages  were  sought ;  that  is  all,  and 
we  were  made  the  bone  of  contention.  But, 
if,  as  they  contend  now,  that  was  the  cause 
of  their  action,  why  did  they  not  avail  them- 
selves, before  wiping  out  our  schools,  of  the 
power  given  them,  by  the  School  Act,  to 
improve  them?  By  clause  80,  they  were 
constituted  visitors  of  the  schools— Catholic  as 
well  as  Protestant  schools.  There  were  thirty- 
two  Protestant  English  members  of  the  legis- 
lature (including  the  Cabinet  ministers)  who 
had  the  right  to  visit  our  schools,  and  pass 
their  remarks,  and  write  them  down  in  a 
book,  which  was  ever  at  their  disposal  for 
that  purpose.  The  judges  of  the  Court  of 
Queen's  Bench  had,  by  law,  the  same  privi- 
lege. Did  they  avail  themselves  of  that 
privilege?  Not  at  all.  Not  one  of  those 
who  are  to-day  arraigning  our  schools  ever 
put  a  foot  in  them.  They  have  never  taken 
the  proper  means  of  acquainting  themselves 
with  the  working  of  our  schools.  As  our 
departed  illustrious  Mgr.  Tache  once  said  : 

They  know  nothing  but  their  own  schools,  and 
with  self-commendation  that  characterizes  men 
who  know  nothing  but  themselves  and  their 
immediate  surroundings,  pronounce  the  schools  of 
others  to  be  of  no  value. 

As  a  matter  of  fact,  I  may  add,  they  do 
not  w^ant  to  know.  They  prefer  to  resort 
to  current  prejudices  and  passions,  sure  to 
find  followers  ready  to  accept  their  un- 
founded assertions,  without  taking  the 
trouble  of  looking  into  them.  It  is  aston- 
ishing, as  well  as  painful,  to  see  how  men, 
otherwise  honest  and  intelligent,  are  some- 
times easily  led  sistray.  For  instance,  there 
are  many  who  base  their  objections  to  our 
schools  on  the  testimony  of  one  man,  Mr. 
O'Donaghue,  the  gentleman  sent  up  by  the 
government  of  Manitoba  as  an  accuser  of 
our  schools.  That  man  appeared  before  the 
Privy  Council  in  Ottawa ;  every  one  there 


present  had  an  opportunity  of  li><tenins  i  > 
him  and  of  judging  of  his  own  ability.  H- 
does  not  speak  or  understand  our  languap- . 
he  is  not  even  able  to  master  his  own  las 
guage  ;  he  is  not  in  a  position  to  judge  of  ti>r 
eflSciency  of  an  English  school.  Evrr; 
body  would  see  that  when  he  appeami 
before  the  Privy  Council  his  remarks,  if  at 
all  reliable,  applied  to  1883  and  1884,  uA 
not  to  more  recent  years.  Yet  the  goveni- 
ment  of  Manitoba  is  willing  to  let  its  poli<7 
rest  upon  that  man.  By  some,  not  otlj 
one  particular  school,  but  the  whole  scbc'i 
system,  the  whole  Catholic  population  i-f 
Manitoba,  in  so  far  as  education  is  c<in- 
cemed,  are  placed  at  the  mercy  of  such  s 
gentleman.  That  is  so  much  opposed  to 
ordina-y  common  sense,  that  many  wonii 
regret  their  hostility,  if  they  were  on.V 
willing  to  think  over  the  matter  for  liTf 
minutes. 

It  has  been  said  also  that  our  school-s  »-et« 
open  but  a  few  months  in  the  year,  but  a  few 
days  during  the  week.  This  again  is  conirarr 
to  the  facts.  We  exacted  200  school  days 
in  the  year  whUe  it  was  a  rule  amongsi 
a  great  number  of  Protestant  districts  to 
have  no  school  in  winter.  The  report 
of  the  superintendent  and  of  the  inspec- 
tors are  evidences  of  that.  That  ruk 
was  complied  with  and  those  who  did 
not  comply  were -but  a  very  few  exceptions, 
and  had  very  good  reasons.  It  is  very  difficult 
to  meet  such  general  assertions  :  ver}'  often 
a  mere  denial  is  all  the  answer  that  can  be 
made ;  fortunately,  however,  it  requires  but 
a  moment  of  reflection  to  discover  the  truth, 
We  have  the  reports  and  it  is  from  them 
that  the  high  percentage  of  the  averai;* 
attendance,  already  referred  to,  is  made  up. 
If  the  schools  had  not  been  regularly  opened, 
that  percentage  would  not  have  been  as  high 
as  indicated.  This  is  a  striking  fact,  whioh 
nobody  having  the  slightest  experience  in 
such  matters,  can  controvert.  Our  oppo- 
nents have  felt  the  weakness  of  their  posi- 
tion in  this  regard,  and  to  get  over  it  ther 
have  impudently  insinuated  that  our  reportii 
were  falsified.  Should  I  go  to  the  trouble 
of  denying  such  a  dastardly  charge  ?  Doetj 
it  not  strike  you  that  if  the  charge  was  true 
it  would  have  been  exposed  before  this  day  I 
They  have  been  very  careful  not  to  particu- 
larize their  accusations.  Why  not  give 
names,  dates  and  other  particulars  ?  We 
never  wanted  to  cover  any  misdoing.  3Iany 
years  ago  some  of  our  opponents  tried  that 
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kind  of  assault,  but  they  were  rebuked  by 
the  courts.  Here  let  me  quote  the  words  of 
our  distinguished  solicitor,  Mr.  Ewart,  a 
I*rotestant  gentleman,  as  everybody  must 
know  : 

Another  specific  charge  is  that  under  the  old 
system  the  Catholics  cooked  their  returns  «  ♦  * 
U]>ou  the  only  occasioii  upon  which  it  was  made 
speuitic,  it  was  proved  to  be  untrue,  and  that  in 
tlie  most  satisfactory  way  possible,  namely,  by  the 
finding  of  the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench  •  *  *  It 
was  made  as  to  the  city  of  Winnipeg.  It  was 
proved  to  be  false.  Since  then  it  has  *  *  *  taken 
to  the  woods. 

That  was  the  result  of  the  inquiry.     In 
addition  to  that  I  may  mention  a  fact  which 
■will  appear  to  you  almost  incredib'e.     Some 
years  ago,  right  in  Winnipeg,  Archbishop 
Tach^  was  entered  on  the  roll  as  a   Protes- 
tant ratepayer.     If  that  had  happened  with 
respect  to  a  man  less  known   than  Mgr. 
Tach^  it  could  have  been  excused  as  a  blun- 
der.    But  Archbishop  Tach^  was  so  widely 
known  as  the  head  of  the  Catholic  Church 
in.  that  part  of  the  country,  that  the  fact  of 
his  being  entered  as  a  Protestant  ratepayer 
is   most   suggestive   as  to  what  may  have 
happened   in   that   respect  with  regard  to 
otlier  Catholic    ratepayers    not    occupying 
such   a  prominent  position.      We   refrain, 
however,  from  calling  that  a  fraud  ;  we  pre- 
fer to  believe  in  the  honesty  of  the  perpe- 
trators of  such  blunders  than  to  recriminate 
and  to  injure  the  character  of  our  neigh- 
bours.   These  considerations  have  no  weight, 
however,   with    our    enemies.     For    them, 
there  is   nothing  but  dishonesty  amongst 
Catholics  from  top  to  bottom,  and  they  pul)- 
lish  it  and  proclaim  that  it  is  out  of  interest 
for  us  that  they  do  so,.    What  a  loving  peo- 
ple they  are  I     Be  our  brothers,  say  they  to 
us,  or  we  will  knock  you  down. 

Another  accusation  is  that  the  priests 
were  teaching,  and  illegally  and  fraudulently 
receiving  money  for  their  services.  To  this 
accusation  also  I  give  a  flat  denial.  No 
priest  has  fraudulently  or  illegally  received 
public  money  for  teaching.  Unorganized 
schix>l  districts  could  not  and  did  not  get 
any  public  money,  so  the  priest  could  not 
get  any  either.  In  every  organized  school 
district  there  was  a  board  of  trustees  in 
whose  charge  and  control  was  the  school. 
These  trustees  had  by  law  the  right  of  en- 
gaging the  services  of  teachers,  whether 
priests  or  laymen,  and  the  moment  those 
trustees  had  engaged  their  teachers  and 
kept  their  schools  in  operation,  they  had 
27i 


a  legal  right  to  their  share  of  the  taxes  and 
public  money.  The  fraud  and  the  illegality 
would  have  been  to  refuse  them  that  share 
of  money.  In  all  cases  the  money  went  to 
the  school  district,  and  not  to  the  teachers, 
the  latter  being  paid  for  their  services  by  the 
school  district,  according  to  their  engage- 
ment, and  if  in  certain  cases  public 
money  went  direct  to  the  teachers  it  was 
only  on  satisfactory  evidence  that  the  school 
district  was  owing  them  the  amount.  It 
was  not  a  claim  of  the  teachers  as  against 
the  board,  but  a  claim  of  the  teachers  as 
against  the  school  district  controlled  by  the 
trustees.  That  was  the  law,  so  that  as  a 
matter  of  fact  the  trustees  were  in  this  re- 
spect the  controlling  and  responsible  parties. 
The  moment  the  latter  were  satisfied,  the 
law  had  to  take  its  eflfect.  But  now,  hon. 
gentlemen,  what  are  the  facts  about 
the  priests  teaching  in  schools  ?  I  am  in  a 
position  to  assert  that  within  the  ten  years 
next  preceding  the  year  1 890,  there  had  not 
been  more  than  three  or  four  priests  who, 
occasionally,  taught  schools,  and  when  they 
did,  the  circumstances  were  such  that 
no  other  teachers  could  be  got.  They 
never  received  money  as  priests,  although 
they  may  have  received  some  as  teachers 
from  the  trustees.  And  how  long  did 
they  teach  1  Out  of  an  aggregate,  taken 
at  the  lowest  figure,  of  6,000  months 
of  school  teaching  during  these  ten  years, 
for  the  Catholic  schools,  the  three  or  four 
priests,  during  the  same  period,  were  not 
employed  for  more,  at  the  outside,  than 
sixty  months  in  the  aggregate,  that  is,  not 
more  than  one-hundreth  of  the  time. 
Double  that  percentage,  treble  it,  make  it 
four  times  if  you  like,  that  would  be  only 
four-hundreihs  of  the  time.  Is  that 
sufficient  to  justify  the  storm  that  is  now 
raging  all  over  the  Dominion,  even  if  on 
some  particular  points  certain  deficiency 
might  be  found  1  Is  it  sufficient  to  deprive 
a  whole  section  of  the  population  of  the 
rights  it  had  on  account  of  a  few  irregular- 
ities 1 1f  any  irregularities  did  occur  they  were 
due  rather  to  the  force  of  circumstances  than 
to  any  unwillingness  or  preconceived  neglect 
of  duty.  I  am  sure,  hon.  gentlemen,  that 
I  do  not  in  vain  call  your  attention  to  the 
difficulties  of  a  new  province,  with  its  sparse 
and  far  from  well  off-population.  There  is 
an  immense  area  of  vacant  lands.  Day  by 
day  it  is  filling  up.  As  soon  as  the  settlers 
begin  to  form  a  group  at  a  certain  point, 
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they  look  for  educational  facilities.  But 
limes  are  hard  ;  the  poor  settlers  have  not  yet 
recovered  from  the  straightened  circum- 
stances in  which  they  were  when  they  came 
to  our  new  land.  Everything  has  to  be 
done  ;  there  is  no  money  to  build  a  school ; 
there  is  no  money  even  to  pay  the  teacher  ; 
what  will  they  do?  Just  as  other  people 
do — the  best  they  can.  Under  those  circum- 
stances the  Catholic  settlers  go  to  their 
priest  and  request  him  to  open  a  school  at 
ii  sacrifice  of  time  and  money,  in  order  not 
to  let  their  youth  grow  up  in  ignorance. 
Will  you  blame  them  for  that  ?  I  am  sure 
you  will  not.  But  outside  of  Parliament 
we  find  parties  always  accusing  the  Catho- 
lic clergy  of  keeping  the  people  in  ignorance ; 
the  moment,  however,  a  clergyman  exerts  him- 
self Ui  extend  to  his  congregation  the  benefit 
of  his  own  education  and  training,  the 
nioinen  b  he  devotes  himself  to  the  work  of  im- 
bui!)!;  the  youth  with  a  love  of  learning,  re- 
ligious and  secular,  the  very  same  parties 
who  accuse  the  church  of  keeping  the  people 
in  ignorance,  are  down  upon  him  and  wish 
him  to  be  excluded  from  the  school-house. 
The  thrre  or  four  pri  sts  to  whom  I  have  re- 
ferred did  teach  under  the  difficult  circum- 
stances that  I  have  first  mentioned.  The 
localiiies  were  new,  poor  and  remote  ;  some 
times  the  board  had  no  qualified  teachers  to 
.iffer  them  ;  the  trustees  and  the  people  who 
had  elected  them,  thought  that  the  best  and 
only  thing  they  could  do  was  to  request  their 
respective  priests  to  open  a  school  for  their 
children  ;  these  responded  cheerfully,  they 
did  good  work  ;  some  times  they  were  paid 
for  it  by  their  trustees  not  as  priests,  but  as 
a  teacher ;  some  times  they  were  not,  this  time 
because  they  were  priests  and  ready  as  such 
to  mike  sacrifices  that  a  layman  would  not 
do,  and  I  stand  by  them  here,  and  would 
like  to  be  able  to  do  more  for  them  than  to 
express  my  gratitude  for  the  services  they 
have  rencli-red  to  the  cause  of  education. 
Oiici  <if  th  'se  priests  was  Rev.  Father 
Decorby,  and  you  may  judge  of  him  by 
what  my  hon.  friend  from  Shell  River  said 
in  th's  House  on  the  23rd  of  April  last : 

111  my  iiumeiliate  iieinhbourliood  there  is  a  separ- 
nlv.  school,  iisiiiieil  after  the  clergyman,  Father 
Decorby,  wlio  fouuiled  it.  He  conaucted  a  separ- 
ate school  there  for  years  to  which  the  Proteetant 
pop  .hitiou  in  its  neighbourhood  went.  They  were 
all  satisfied  with  the  school ;  they  had  no  com- 
plaints to  make  of  it. 

Yes,  some  priests  did  teach,  occasionally, 
and  under  the  peculiar  circumstances  I  have 


told.  And  why  not  1  The  priest  is  tL 
educated  man.  A  man  who  has  had  at  !«».-- 
eighteen  years  of  study ;  who  was  tsTic;.. 
and  has  taught  before  being  ordained  :  h»  :• 
a  friend  to  the  people,  he  lives  amon^t  th^:-! 
partaking  their  poor  bill  of  fare,  and  helpir.- 
them  in  all  the  circumstances  of  life.  Tb- 
first  school  in  our  territories  formerly  kcr-w-.. 
as  the  lone  land  was  opened  by  a  pritr^-. 
When,  at  the  request  of  Lord  Selkirk,  th* 
great  Bishop  Plessis  of  Quebec  sent  the  lir-- 
missionaries  to  the  Red  River,  here  are  s«<e» 
of  the  instructions  be  gave  them  : 

6.  Missionaries  will  take  a  particular  <suv  : 
christian  education  among  children.  And  for  t^.  - 
they  will  establish  schools  and  catechism  in  »t!  x't 
localities  they  may  have  occasion  to  visit.      * 

The  missionaries  will  establish  their  homeD'>: 
Fort  Douglas,  on  the  Red  River,  will  build  the:> 
church,  a  house,  a  school.  •  •  ♦         - 

9.  The  missionaries  will  make  known  to  tl- 
people  the  advantage  they  enjoy  in  renikicii  .• 
under  the  government  of  His  British  Majtstv ; 
will  teach  them  by  words  and  exaiiple  the  r*»i»-.". 
and  fidelity  they  should  have  for  tne  Sovenlj. : 
will  accustom  them  to  offer  to  Go<l  fervent  pr«\  ers 
for  the  prosperity  of  His  Most  Gracious  ilajt^ty, 
of  His  August  family,  and  His  empire.     *      *     ' 

Pursuant  to  these  instructionjs,  a  sohm/l 
was  opened  in  1818  at  St.  Boniface,  by 
Rev.  Mr.  Provencher,  afterwards  Bish>>[> 
Provencher.  It  has  never  ceased  to  exist 
since,  and  in  1859,  the  Hon.  Mr.  Taylor.  ; 
United  States  consul,  and  in  1869.  bir 
Charles  Tupper,  visiting  the  schools  that 
had  sprung  out  from  that  first  one,  c«iuld 
not  refrain  from  expressing  to  His  Gra<-e 
Archbishop  Tach^,  their  great  surprise  at 
the  excellence  of  the  education  given  in  our 
Catholic  institutions  at  such  a  remote 
period.  On  account  of  these  beginnings,  if 
not  on  any  other  account,  is  not  the  priest, 
who  has  opened  and  maintained  the  tin^t 
schools  in  the  North-west  entitled  to  some 
consideration  ?  I  do  not  say  that  he  should 
be  allowed  to  break  the  law,  but  I  do  oon- 
tend  that  when  he  comes  to  the  rescue  of 
the  population,  with  a  view  of  helping  the 
latter  to  get  over  its  difficulties,  whether  in 
matters  of  education  or  anything  else,  he 
should  be  praised  instead  of  being  vilified. 
On  account  of  the  care  extended  to  our 
schools  by  the  clergy,  and  of  our  wishes  t<> 
have  Catholic  prayers  and  religious  instruc- 
tions in  them,  the  idea  that  our  schools  an* 
church  schools,  seems  to  have  taken  root  in 
the  minds  of  too  many  of  our  fellow- 
countrymen.  This  is  altogether  a  misappre- 
hension.    Our  schools  were  not,  and  neither 
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ivre  our  schools  in  the  provinces  of  Ontario 
or  Quebec,  church  schools.     Our  schools  in 
!ISEa.iiitoba  were  purely  common  schools,  and 
public    state  schools,  under  the  control  of 
t.he    lay  authorities  to  the  same  extent  as 
the    Protestant  schools  were.     In  the  Pro- 
testant schools  of  Quebec,  it  was  decided  in 
1  e>'.)0,  that  they  would  have  half  an  hour  of 
religious  instruction,  and  the  St.  John  News 
{<-iuebec),  a  staunch  supporter  of  the  dis- 
f^entieut  schools  in  Quebec,  said  in  July, 
1{<90: 


Friends  of  religions  education  will  be  glad  to 
Ic-urii  that  the  Protestant  committee,  at  their  last 
inceting  at  Quebec,  decided  that  for  the  future  the 
first  half  hour  of  every  day's  work  in  all  the 
<?eli<>oIa  is  to  be  invariably  devoted  to  scriptural 
and  religious  training. 

And  this  is  a  proper  thing  because,  as  the 
celebrated  philosopher  Bacon  said  :  "  Reli- 
jj:i".>n  is  the  aroma  which  is  necessary  for  the 
preservation  of  science ;  without  the  aroma, 
science  would  soon  decay  and  dissolve  it- 
self." 

Now,  hon.  gentlemen,  that  was  exactly  the 
rule  in  our  Manitoba  Catholic  schools.  The 
religious  instruction  did  not  last  more  than 
half  an  hour,  sometimes  less.  Why  should 
M-e  be  condemned  for  doing  in  Manitoba 
what  is  so  good  for  Quebec  Protestants  ?  As 
to  our  relations  towards  the  state,  I  can 
only  repeat  what  I  stated  in  this  House  last 


Ncitherthe  church  northepareutshavecverrefused 
to  the  state  its  legitimate  interference.  Everybody 
i.H  in  accord  in  wishing  a  large  and  intelligent  dif- 
fusion of  knowledge.  Taking  into  consideration  the 
circumstances  surroundiug  modern  communities, 
the  church  and  the  pareiitH  admit  the  assistance  of 
till'  state  in  that  noble  work.  They  admit  that  the 
stiite  has  un  interest  in  the  education  of  the  people. 
Tliev  admit  that  the  state  has  a  right  to  see  that 
the  HHaistance  given  is  not  misapplied,  tliey  admit 
that  the  sbite  nasa  right  to  exact  a  full  compeu- 
.•■ation  in  the  form  of  knowledge,  outside  of  religions 
instruction,  for  the  money  they  hand  over  to  the 
jMireDts  to  help  the  latter  in  the  fidtilment  of  the 
duties  imposed  upon  them  by  nature  and  their  re- 
li;,'iiiiis  convictions.  Asa  matter  of  fact,  they  oidy 
retain  practically  uow-a-days  the  right  of  guiding 
the  morals  of  their  children,  and  of  teaching  them 
how  to  worship  their  Oo<l  upon  this  earth.  Thus 
niiil(T8too<l,  there  is  no  inconsistency  in  our  theory, 
there  is  no  clashing  lietween  the  rights  of  the 
imi'ints  and  the  rights  of  the  state.  On  the  con- I 
trnn',  there  is  a  fruitful  and  harmonious  accord 
which  has  its  continual  and  delightful  echoes  in 
tlie  hearts  of  all  good  citizens  and  brings  them 
together  aiul  contributes  to  the  national  unity. 

Let  us  now  speak  about  our  school-houses 
and  their  accommodation,  for  this  also  a 
cause  of    impeachment  against  our    school 


system.  One  is  at  a  loss  to  understand 
why,  supposing  the  school-houses  were  in 
an  unfit  condition,  it  should  be  necessary 
to  remedy  that  state  of  things  to  over- 
throw the  school  system  itself.  It  seems 
to  me  it  is  like  a  gentleman  who  would  de- 
molish his  house  because  of  a  smoking  chim- 
ney. However,  that  has  been  done,  done 
unjustly,  and  without  cause.  In  towns 
and  cities  we  have,  I  venture  to  say,  the 
finest  buildings  that  can  be  found  in  the 
province  for  educational  purposes.  There 
are  many  hou.  gentlemen  here  who  have 
visited  our  country  and  who  will  not  contra- 
-diet  me  on  this  point.  As  to  rural  parts, 
our  school  buildings  and  accommodation 
were  on  a  par  at  least  with  the  accommoda- 
tion ofifered  to  the  Protestant  children.  Even 
in  1893  the  Protestant  schools  had  64  log 
school-houses.  I  have  myself  travelled  over 
the  country,  and  I  have  come  across  school- 
houses,  belonging  to  the  Protestant  section, 
which  were  isolated,  filthy,  ugly  and  unpro- 
vided with  school  appliances  of  any  kind. 
To  support  my  own  testimony  on  this  I 
will  quote  from  reports  of  inspectors  of  the 
then  Protestant  schools.  One  inspector 
says  in  speaking  of  one  school :  "  There  are 
no  maps,  blackboard,  or,  in  fact,  apparatus  of 
any  kind."  'Speaking  of  another  he  says  : 
"The  furniture  'v  very  inferior.'  Else- 
where it  is  said  :  "  The  school  is  not  very 
well  supplied  with  apparatus."  Another 
inspector  speaks  in  the  following  way  of  one 
of  the  schools  under  his  care  :  "  It  is  a  pub- 
lic ball  used  for  all  kinds  of  purposes,  out  of 
school  hours,  the  result  being  that  its  condi- 
tion, when  so  used,  is  altogether  to  unfit 
it  for  the  work  of  a  school."  Another  in- 
inspector  expresses  himself  in  this  general 
way  :  "  There  are  still  a  few  cases  in  which 
the  trustees  ex]>ect  the  teachers  to  accomp- 
lish their  work  without  giving  them  the 
necessary  adjuncts  in  the  way  of  good-sized 
blackboards,  etc.,  in  others  the  necessary 
maps  have  not  been  procured."  Another  says : 
"The  progress  of  this  school  has  been  some- 
what hindered  by  lack  of  proper  accommoda- 
tion." Speaking  of  another  school  the  same 
inspector  says  :  "  This  school  has  likewise 
suffered  from  poor  accom  modation. "  Another 
inspector  speaks  in  this  way  :  "  In  many 
cases  the  school-houses  were  not  in  as 
clean  and  tidy  a  condition  as  desirable.  The 
teachers  are  largely  to  blame  for  this." 
Another  says  :  "  The  school-house  of  this  dis- 
trict  is   of   inferior   character."      Another 
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a<:;ain  says  :  "  The  desks  are  utterly  uusuit- 
al)le  for  the  purpose  for  which  they  are  in- 
tended."' Anotherspeaks  in  his  report  of  four 
districts  where  "log  houses  have  been 
erected."  I  will  stop  making  quotations, 
although  I  might  add  good  many  to  the 
above.  I  cannot  overlook,  however,  the  fact 
that  the  census  of  1891,  as  compiled  in  the 
statistical  year-book  of  1893  registers  619 
log  school-houses  in  Ontario,  under  the  pub- 
lic school  system.  I  repeat  here  that  I  am 
not  referring  to  that  for  the  pleasure  of  find- 
ing fault.  Kot  at  all.  I  do  not  find  fault ; 
my  '  experience  prevents  me  from  doing  so. 
I  know  that  a  good  deal  of  forbearance  has 
to  be  exercised  in  these  matters,  but  am  I 
not  entitled  to  ask  for  the  same  forbearance 
on  the  part  of  the  adherents  to  the  so-called 
public  school  system  when  dealing  with  our 
Catholic  schools,  whichare  alsopublic  sch<  ols, 
and  state  schools  ?  Among  all  our  school- 
houses,  I  do  not  think  there  were  more  than 
four  or  five  log  houses.  The  others  were  all 
good  frame  buildings,  well  lighted,  well 
closed,  and  provided  with  a  complete  set  of 
maps,  supplied  to  them  through  the  care  of 
the  general  board,  and  otherwise  fit  for  the 
school  work,  although,  however,  devoid  of 
any  pretention  to  extravagance.  General 
advice  was  given  to  our  school  districts  not 
to  run  into  debt.  The  consequence  was  that 
in  1890,  at  the  time  the  change  took  place, 
the  aggregate  amount  of  debt  incurred  by 
the  Catholic  schools  all  over  the  province 
did  not  reach  $6,000,  while  the  Protestant 
schools  had  an  aggregate  financial  obligation 
amounting  to  about  half  a  million  of 
dollars.  Again,  I  say,  I  do  not  find  fault 
with  that.  It  was  their  right,  and  we  had 
nothing  to  say  about  it.  But  we  may  well 
find  fault,  when  we  are  called  upon  to  suffer 
on  that  account.  The  necessary  results 
of  so  large  an  expenditure  was  to 
lead  them  to  heavy  asse.ssments  and  taxa- 
tion, heavier  than  those  of  the  Catholics  who 
had  been  more  moderate  in  their  adminis- 
tration. And  now  comparisons  are  made 
between  our  light  assessments  and  their 
heavy  assessments  ;  these  heavy  assessments 
are  now  brought  before  the  public  in  big 
letters,  and  not  only  public  sympathy  is  ap- 
pealed to,  but  these  heavy  assessments  are 
given  without  any  explanations,  as  an  in- 
stance of  the  alleged  unfair  working  of  the 
old  system.  An  attpmpt  is  made  to  impress 
upon  the  minds  of  the  public  that  because 
Catholics  are  assessed  for  less  than  the  Pro- 


testants, there  must  have  been  in  that  ■'.  i 
system  something,  radically  wrong  and  t-z.- 
just,  and  that  Protestants  were  paying  tb*^ 
money  to  us,  which  is  not  the  case.  A-  s 
matter  of  fact,  it  is  simply  the  result  ot  j 
difference  in  the  principles  laid  down  in  th- 
admiuistration  of  affairs,  one  section.  •-  - 
Catholic  isection,  cautiously  guarding  ihett- 
selves  against  indebtedness,  the  other,  t::- 
Protestant  section,  running  heavily  ir^t- 
debt.  And  now,  to  use  that  as  an  argun-rj,: 
against  us,  and  to  use  that  as  a  reason  tcr 
wiping  us  out,  is  unjust  in  the  extreme.  W-: 
should  not  be  called  upon  to  suffer  in  acj 
way  on  account  of  that ;  we  should  not  f 
called  upon  to  help  others  out  of  their  di£ 
culties  ;  we  should  not  be  punished  for  a:.; 
action  or  state  of  things  with  which  we  had 
nothing  to  do,  and  as  to  which  we  are  umi-r 
no  responsibility  at  all.  Here  are  oibtr 
reasons  why  the  Catholic  taxation  wa--  r.-.- 
so  heavy  as  that  of  the  Protestants.  TL^: 
Catholic  people  were  enjoying  in  school  ae- 
commodation,  scattered  over  the  province- 
and  otherwise,  advantages  to  the  anaount  •:< 
over  $100,000,  for  which  the  Catholic  rats- 
payers  had  not  had,  and  will  never  ba\-; 
to  assess  themselves.  From  whom  did 
that  money  come?  It  came  from  th.T 
clergy  which  is  now  branded  as  an  enemy  <>t 
education  and  of  the  people ;  it  came 
principally  from  the  illustrious  and 
grand  prelate  whom  God,  in  his  mercy 
called  away  from  this  world  last  year,  ami 
whom  I  have  seen  sobbing  and  shedding  tear* 
at  the  idea  that  after  his  fifty  years  of  labnir 
for  his  people — for  Canada,  for  England,  in  ;. 
land  where  the  Catholic  missionaries  had 
been  called  by  Lord  Selkirk  to  ensure  j>ear>' 
and  morality  in  the  colony,  in  a  land  wht-re 
he  had  himself  been  called  by  the  Canadian 
and  Imperial  authorities  to  restore  ^ood  fet-i- 
ings  and  harmony  at  a  critical  period  of  thf 
history  of  Manitoba,  in  a  land  where  the  Cat- 
holics have  been  the  pioneers  of  Christianity 
and  of  education — whose  eyes,  I  say,  I  ?v:iw 
weeping,  whose  heart  I  felt  throbbing  in 
his  bosom  at  the  idea  that  all  these  labours, 
all  these  sacrifices,  and  the  aim  of  his  life  would 
be  frustrated,  and  that  on  the  eve  of  takini: 
his  departure  he  had  to  leave  his  belo\e<l 
flock  trembling  under  the  threats  with  which 
christian  education  was  assailed.  And 
now,  hon.  gentlemen,  since  I  have  introduce-! 
the  name  of  our  lamented  Archbishop  Taclu-. 
I  may  just  as  well  use  his  own  words  to  Ift 
you  know  another  reason  why  our  taxations 
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is     less   heavy   than  it  would  otherwise  be. 
Xiis  Grace  says  : 

I  naturally  admit  that  high  prico  ia  one  of  the 

>ways    to    secure    the   services  of    well  qualified 

l><3rson8  for  teaching,  and  it  seems  to  l>e  the  only 

resource  at  the  command  of  our  Protestant  friends. 

t>ver  and  aside  of  this  ordinary  way  of  securing 

^ood  teachers,  the  Catholics  have  an  advantage 

bkat   they   highly  appreciate,  and  which   is  not 

«siitirely  despised  by  Protestants  of  standing  and 

enlightenment.     The  advantage  I  allude  to  is  the 

one  secnred  by   the   valuable  services  of  persons 

'who  do  not  teach  for  the  sake  of  money  or  for 

making  a  living  out  of  it,  but  who  do  teach  as  a 

»ucred  duty  towards  God  and  society,  and  who 

tea<:h  either  for  nothing  or  for  the  small  amount 

barely  giving  them  food  and  clothing. 

This  consideration  goes  a  long  way  against  taxa- 
tion, and  is  another  factor  of  the  difference  which 
exists  between  the  two  sections  of  our  school 
system.  Any  pei^on  will  admit  that  this  does  no 
harm  to  Protestants,  while  it  does  a  great  deal  of 
good  to  Catholics.  The  raising  of  the  salary  of 
these  teachers  would  undoubtedly  increase  the 
taxation  among  the  Catholics,  but  would  in  no 
way  diminish  that  of  the  Protestants,  and  the 
cause  of  education  wonid  gain  nothing  by  it. 

Ideas  on  this  topic  are  so  erroneous  among  some 
people  that  saving  expenses  to  ratepayers  with 
regard  to  teachers,  means  poor  teaching.  Some 
men  seem  to  ignore  completely  that  there  were, 
there  are  and  will  be  thousands  and  thousands  of 
the  very  best  qualified  teachers  who  never  re- 
ceived and  will  never  receive  one  dollar  from  any 
government  grant  or  any  assessment  levied  on 
ratepayers. 

1  will  examine  else  where  some  of  the  ideas 
suggested  by  what  has  just  been  almve  stated,  but 
it  IS  undeniable  that  as  far  as  money  is  concerned, 
the  teachers  who  ask  less  are  a  saving  resource  to 
the  ratepayers,  and  to  tabulate  complete  statistics, 
the  saving  thus  effected  ought  to  be  taken  into 
consiileration  ;  and  while  raising  a  cry  among  the 
Protestants  because  of  their  assessment  with 
regard  to  school,  fairness  would  require  to  state 
all  the  reasons  why  it  is  so. 

To  these  lines  I  will  only  add  this :  The 
low  percentage  of  the  salar}'  of  the  teachers 
is  accountable  for  the  fact  that  a  good  many 
of  our  teachers  belonged  to  religious  orders, 
requiring  very  little  to  live,  free  from  the 
social  displays  bearing  sometimes  so  heavily 
on  laymen,  and  teaching,  not  for  the  salaries 
they  could  earn,  but  in  obedience  to  their 
vows.  In  St.  Boniface,  for  instance,  for  the 
svun  of  §2,500  we  secured  the  services  of 
twelve  qualified  teachers,  who  supplied  not 
only  the  tuition,  but  the  building  themselves, 
leaving  to  the  trustees  no  other  charge  than 
that  required  for  furniture  and  school  appar- 
atus. Considering  that  matter  outside  of 
any  feeling  or  principle,  but  merely  as  a 
matter  of  business,  everybody  must  admit 
that  we  cannot  be  blamed  for  availing  our- 
selves of  that  advantage,  which  does  not 


;  afiect  in  any  way  the  position  of  our  friends 
I  of  the  other  section.  It  is  not  necessary  to 
insist  any  more  upon  the  causes  of  the  dis- 
proportion in  the  rate  of  taxation  that  exist- 
'  ed  as  between  Catholic  and  Protestant. 
,  That  disproportion  existed,  to  a  certain 
'  extent,  but  it  was  not  due  to  the  school 
system  itself ;  it  was  due  to  causes  origina- 
ting in  ourselves,  from  our  Catholic  organ- 
I  ization,  and  it  did  not  increase  the  rate  of 
j  taxation  amongst  Protestants :  in  fact  it  did 
I  not  afifect  it  in  one  way  or  the  other.  There 
was  no  injustice  consequently.  Thi.<s,  how- 
ever, was  made  one  of  the  arguments  for 
the  promoting  of  the  change  of  the  law. 
And  then,  not  only  was  the  rate  of  taxation, 
but  the  distribution  of  the  government 
grant  also,  advanced  as  a  grievance  against 
us.  It  was  contended  that  we  received 
more  than  our  share  of  that  money.  The 
contention  cannot  stand  for  a  moment. 
Figures  have  been  adduced  to  sustain  that 
assertion.  Experts  in  figures  and  even 
muddlers  of  figures  can  arrange  them  so  as 
to  prove  quite  different  propositions.  But 
there  is  one  thing  which  in  this  instance 
cannot  be  used  to  deceive  any  one ;  it  i»  the 
text  of  the  law  itself,  which  I  will  quote 
and  which  will  show  to  the  satisfaction 
of  all  that  it  was  impossible  that  we  should 
receive  more  than  our  equitable  share. 
First  as  to  taxatiim :  the  law  provides  that 
"  in  no  case  shall  a  Protestant  ratepayer 
be  obliged  to  pay  for  a  Catholic  school  or  a 
Catholic  ratepayer  for  a  Protestant  school." 
It  shows  that  no  Protestant  money  could 
be  levied  for  the  support  of  Catholics,  and 
if  any  was  the  Protestant  rat«payer  had 
the  means  of  protecting  himself.  It  is, 
clear,  therefore,  that  when  it  was  asserted 
that  the  money  of  the  Protestant  section  of 
the  community  was  taken  to  build  up  our 
schools  or  our  religious  denomination,  it  is 
obviously  groundless,  in  so  far  at  least 
as  taxation  was  concerned.  As  a  matter  of 
fact,  I  do  not  remember  one  single  case  in 
which  the  Protestants  did  make  any 
complaints  in  this  matter.  Let  us  see  now 
as  to  public  money,  the  money  voted  by  the 
legislature.  That  distribution  of  money  was 
based  upon  the  census  of  the  school  popula- 
tion taken  yearly  in  the  month  of  November. 
Under  the  law  neither  the  Protestant 
section  nor  the  Catholic  section  had  any- 
thing to  do  with  the  apportionment  of  the 
money.  We  had  only  to  hand  over  the  cen- 
sus returns,  and  it  became  the  duty  and  the 
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privilege  of  the  government  only  to  appor- 
tion the  money.  The  majority  of  the  gov- 
ernment was  Protestant.  Is  it  to  be  believed 
that  they  were  handing  over  to  us  an  unfair 
proportion  or  one  cent  more  than  we  were 
entitled  to.  During  all  the  time  I  have 
been  connected  with  education  matters  in 
Manitoba  the  Catholics  never  questioned  the 
apportionment.  I  never  heard  that  the 
Protestant  section  did.  We  were  then 
getting  along  so  harmoniously  that  it  did 
not  occur  to  our  minds,  on  either  side,  that 
any  injustice  in  that  respect  would  be  done 
to  either  section.  Comparisons  have  been 
indulged  in  by  some  parties  to  show  that  we 
received  more  rconey  than  our  share.  But 
these  comparisons  are  misleading.  For  in- 
stance, the  number  of  schools  have  been  taken 
as  a  basis,  and  it  has  been  contended  that  our 
schools  received  more,  each,  than  the  Pro- 
testant schools.  Without  going  much  into 
figures  I  will  show  in  a  very  brief  way  that 
this  is  entirely  misleading.  First,  the  law 
does  not  say  that  the  division  shall  be  made 
according  to  the  number  of  schools,  but 
according  to  the  school  population,  and  very 
properly  to,  l)ecause  it  is  quite  possible  to 
understand  that  if  the  money  was  to  be 
apportioned  according  to  the  number  of 
schools,  the  result  would  be  a  tendency  to 
unduly  increase  the  number  of  schools  ;  in 
some  ca.ses,  it  might  go  far  beyond  the 
requirements  of  population.  This  being  the 
law,  it  follows  that  the  only  fair  basis  for 
comparison  is  the  school  population.  At 
any  rate,  it  was  the  law.  Any  other  is 
bej'ond  the  pale  of  propriety.  Secondly,  the 
expenses  of  the  Protestant  section  were 
much  larger  that  the  expenses  of  the  Catholic 
section,  as  the  following  table  will  show  : 

Protestant  section.  Catholic  section. 

1S84 SI  1,8.31  (K)        S2,720  68 

ISS.) 12,8H3  00  2,0(i4  64 

1SS6 I.3,.V2.1  00  1,804  iV> 

I8S7 16,992  (K)  2,724  10 

Total «Cm,102  00        §9,309  97 

The  larger  tiie  expenses  are,  the  less  there 
is  to  go  to  the  schools  ',  and  less  expense 
leaves  more  for  the  schools.  This  contin- 
gency again  shows  that  the  number  of  schools 
cannot  be  a  proper  basis  for  comparison. 

Thirdly  :  Our  Catholic  population  is  not 
so  scattered  generally  as  the  non-Catholic 
population  ;  the  consequence  is  that  for  a 
given  area,  we  need  fewer  schools,  although 
having  more  children.  A  group  of  1 5  children 


would  require  a  school,  but  if  within  thr 
same  territory  there  are  40  children,  it  wo«ik! 
require  no  greater  school  accommodation.  I: 
you  apply  that  to  the  whole  province  _v< 
will  find  that  for  the  same  school  populaticc 
there  will  be  less  schools  for  the  seeti<-E. 
whose  members  are  more  grouped,  and  * 
greater  number  for  the  section  wfafK* 
members  are  more  scattered.  Sue!, 
was  the  position  of  respective  sections  it 
our  province. 

And  such  being  the  case,  it  is  improj-ei 
to  submit  figures  to  show  that  our  schools 
each  individually,  received  more  than  the 
Protestant  schools.  It  is  not  the  numbr-r 
of  schools  that  are  to  be  benefitted,  but  th; 
number  of  children.  That  was  the  law  and 
the  law  was  based  on  a  sound  principle.  In 
matters  of  taxation,  all  who  pay  should 
share  equally.  In  a  country,  every  soul  ii 
supposed  to  contribute  its  share  to  the  pui>- 
lic  treasury  and  to  receive  an  e<]ual  share 
in  some  form  or  other  of  the  advantages 
offered  by  the  state  to  its  population.  In 
matters  of  education  the  subsidies  shuu'xj 
be  paid,  as  they  were  in  our  province,  ac- 
cording to  the  school  population,  and  not 
according  to  the  number  of  schools,  the 
absence  or  the  existence  of  these  beins 
subject  to  too  many  contingencies  to  affoni 
a  sure  and  equitable  ground  of  distribution. 
Rev.  Dr.  Bryoe,  who  is  to-day,  and  has  been 
frcm  the  beginning,  one  of  our  strongest 
opponents,  wrote  in  1877  : 

The  government  grunt  i»  voted  for  one  system 
of  school,  and  is  divided  according  to  the  }>npu- 
lation  of  children.  No  special  rights  are  given  to 
either  Catholics  or  Protestants.     All  moneys  are 

equitably  distributed. 

Wliat  could  be  asked  more  than  equity 
in  distribution  1  To-day  there  is  no  equitable 
distribution  ;  it  goes  all  to  one  party. 

Before  leaving  this  money  subject,  I  must 
refer  to  an  imputation  which  was  put  in 
circulation  with  the  view  of  casting  doubts 
on  the  honour  of  our  board  as  to  the  man- 
agement of  the  school  money.  As  stat«d 
briefly  in  the  former  part  of  these  remarks, 
we  had,  in  1889,  a  reserve  fund  of  nearly 
814,000  which  had  accumulated  yrar  after 
year.  That  was  a  surplus  we  had  to  our 
credit.  But  strange  as  it  may  appear,  there 
are  parties  who  can  never  be  satisfied.  Tliey 
donot  like  deficits,  and  they  equally  find  fault 
when  there  is  a  surplus.  We  had  a  surplus, 
and  we  have  been  severely  taken  to  task  for 
it.     We  have  been  even  accused  of  misap- 
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r-opriation  of  funds.  The  facts  are  as  fol- 
c»-\vs,  as  put  before  the  public  once  by 
\-rch  bishop  Tach^ : 

lUie  90th  clause  of  the  school  law  say  : 
' '  Each    section   of   the   board  may  reserve  for 
iiiforseen  coDtiDgencies  a  sum  not  exceeding  ten 
■>«.*r  cent  of  its  share  of  the  appropriation."    Such 
s  the  law,  it  may  seem  very  foolish  to  some  as  it 
ie<.*iiied  tolerably  wise  to  others  ;  at  all  events  the 
L  'a,tholic  section  being  empowered  by  the  law,  took 
tliiit  course  and  reserved   for  unforseeu  contingen- 
uios  a  sum  a  little   less   ihan  ten  per  cent  of  its 
slittrc  of  the  different  appropriations.  Bntwhyhave 
tUty    doue    so?    The  answer    is    this:  from  the 
)  >f;j;iiiniug  of  the  province  it   was  found,  and  the 
f  x|>erience  is  not  altogether  altered  at   this  date, 
t  hat  the  teachers  of  our  schools,  besides  the  insuffi- 
oit-'iicy  of  their  salaries,  had  often  to  serve  a  full 
term  of  tive  months  before   receiving  anything  on 
account  of  their  salary,  and  after  the  terms  were 
oN't-r,  sometimes  they  had  to  wait  two  months  and 
triore  l>efore  their  Well  eame<l   wages   were   paid, 
tlii-s    seemed   a  great  inconvenience    which   could 
f)tily  l)e   remedied,  and   in   fact  was  remedied,  in 
having  a  reserve  fund.     The  moment  an  account 
l>ecuiiie   due  and  approved   by  the  section  of  the 
hoarti,   the   superintendent    paid     it  out   of   the 
rcMf  rve  fund,  and  when  the  government  thought 
it  convenient  to  give  an  instalment  of  the  voted 
iiu>ney,  it  was   deposited    in    the   bank  to    fill  up 
again  or  increase  the   reserve   fund,   and  so  forth 
f  rnni  term  to  term  and  from  instalment  to  instal- 
ment.    By   acting   that  way,   the  section  of  the 
hoard  avoided  what  is  always  unpleasant,  to  apply 
ivj>eutedly  to  the  government  officers  and  many 
tinins  to  be  delayed  by  them. 

They  avoided  also  which  is  of  more  grave  conse- 
<)uence,    the    painful   obligation   of    delaying  the 
}>uynicnt  of  the  money  due  to  the    teachers  and 
others  who  had  served  the  cause  of  education.     It 
this  is  a  fault  I  accept  the  responsibility,  as  chair- 
niiin  of  the  Catholic  section  of  the  board  of  educa- 
tion ;  but  I  cannot  abstain   from   stating,  that  a 
government,  which  would  find  such  a  condition  of 
alVaira  in  all   the  state   departments   when   it  is 
explicitly  authorized    by  the   law  should    easily 
a('i|aiesce  in   the   results   it    has  brought  about. 
Tliis  is  called  "  misappropriation  "  by  certain  par- 
tie;;  and  the  remittance  of  thi?  reserve  fund  is  also, 
w  i'.h  bail  taste,  called  "  disgorging,"  but  I  trust 
that  the  fair  play  and  the  good  sense  of  the  public 
will  give  the  action  of  the  Catholic  section  of  the 
IhuiiiT  in  this  matter,  its  true  appellation  and  will 
view  it  in  its  proper  light. 

So  all  this  transaction  was  according  to  an 
express  law  ;  there  was  no  misappropriation  ; 
there  was  no  secrecy  about  it.  It  was  known 
to  tlie  public,  to  the  legislature  and  the  gov- 
ernment, through  our  yearly  reports ;  it  was 
known  especially  to  the  latter  on  account  of 
one  of  their  members  having  a  seat  on  our 
board.  The  same  thing  had  occurred  in  the 
Protestant  section  of  the  board,  which,  for  a 
number  of  years  had  also  unexpended  bal- 
ances ranging  from  $4,000  to  nearly  810,000 
constituting,  as  much  as   our   unexpended 


balance,  a  reserve  fund.  No  blame  has 
been  cast  on  the  Protestant  sect  on  of  the 
board  for  holding  it;  and  very  properly 
holding  it,  in  my  opinion.  But  why  should 
the  Catholics  be  blamed  for  the  same  act  1 
Some  may  think  that  it  would  have  been 
more  advisable  to  spend  the  whole  subsidy 
yearly  and  leave  no  balance.  I  think  his 
grace  Archbishop  Tache  gave  good  reasons 
for  the  course  that  was  taken  then,  and  to 
those  reasons,  I  may  add  another  one  which 
some  of  the  members  had  in  their  minds. 
It  was  expected  that  by  this  yearly  increase 
of  that  reserve  fund,  a  time  would  come 
when,  with  the  interest  thereon,  we  would 
be  in  a  position  to  maintain,  without  any 
extra  cost  to  the  province,  and  without  cur- 
tailing the  allowance  to  the  schools,  a  normal 
school  for  male  teachers.  We  were  provid- 
ing for  the  future.  However,  I  am  quite 
prepared  to  recognize  that  an  honest  diverg- 
ence of  opinion  may  exist  with  regard  to 
this  matter.  But  even  if  it  was  unadvisable, 
there  was  no  necessity  to  wipe  out  the  whole 
Catholic  school  system  to  enforce  another 
course.  Mere  representations  would  have 
been  sufficient.  I  have  stated  to  you  the 
facts  as  to  the  part  played  by  our  section  of 
the  board  in  this  matter.  Let  me  now  put 
before  you  the  •  action  of  the  local  govern- 
ment with  regard  to  the  same  matter.  On  the 
12th  July,  1889,  Mr.  Prendergast,  then  Pro- 
vincial Secretary,  wrote,  on  behalf  of  the  gov- 
ernment of  which  he  was  a  member,  to  the 
Catholic  Superintendent  of  Education,  a 
letter,  supported  on  no  legal  ground,  by 
which  a  remittance  of  our  reserve  fund  to 
the  government  was  asked  for.  In  that 
letter,  however,  he  said,  speaking  on  behalf 
of  the  government : 

This  demand  refera  only  to  a  detail  of  inteinal 
administration,  and  in  uo  way  to  the  ownership  of 
the  amount  in  tiuestion  ;  such  amount  is  decidedly 
a  vesteil  right  and  will  not  admit  of  a  doubt  at  any- 
time. 

This  is  a  clear  and  positive  acknowledg- 
ment on  the  part  of  the  government  that 
the  Catholics  could  not  be  dispossessed  of 
that  amount,  and  a  promise  that  they  would 
not  be  dispossessed.  On  its  receipt  that 
communication  was  taken  into  consideration 
by  the  board,  and,  although  there  was  no 
law  upon  which  the  government  could  at 
that  time  exact  the  remittance  of  that 
money,  it  was  decided  for  the  sake  of  con- 
ciliation to  comply  with  the  demand.  So,  on 
the  22nd  day  of  July,  ten  days  only  after 
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the  requisition  had  been  made,  the  money 
was  handed  over  to  the  government,  with 
a  resolution  stating  the  rights  and  the  views 
of  the  board.  In  spite  of  the  promise  of  the 
government  we  have  since  been  deprived  of 
that  money.  I  beg  leave  to  put  before  the 
Senate  a  document  which  is  an  official  state- 
ment of  the  transaction.  It  is  a  copy  of  the 
report  of  a  committee  of  the  Catholic  section 
of  the  Board  of  Education  to  take  into  con- 
sideration the  question  of  the  reserve  fund  : 

Since  the  year  1873,  aud  until  amended  by  chap- 
ter XXXI.,  51  Vic.  (1888)  the  School  Acta  of  this 
province  authorized  each  section  of  the  Board  of 
Education  to  reserve  for  contingencies  a  sura  not 
exceeding  ten  per  cent  of  the  annual  grants. 

Clause  90  read  as  follows  : 

"*  *  *  Each  section  of  the  board  may  reserve 
for  unforeseen  contingencies  a  sum  not  exceeding 
ten  per  cent  of  its  share  of  the  appropriation." 

By' virtue  of  that  clause  the  Catholic  section  of 
the  Board  of  Education  had  yearly,  until  1888,  put 
aside  certain  sums  of  money,  which  amounted 
(including  the  interest),in July,  1889, toS13,879.47, 
as  follows  :— 

Capital $11,756  37 

Interest 2,122  90 

Total gl3,879  47 

By  chapter  XXXI,  51  Vict,  the  law  was 
changed,  and  the  annual  school  appropriation, 
which  used  to  be  paid  over  to  each  section  of  the 
Board  of  Education,  was  ordered  to  be  placed  "  to 
the  credit  of  said  respective  boards  in  accounts  to 
be  opened  in  the  books  of  the  treasury  depart- 
ment, and  in  the  audit  office."  This  enactment 
was  for  future  action.  But  no  provision  was  ever 
made  affecting  moneys  previously  paid  to  the 
board,  and  stiU  in  their  hands.  Consequently,  the 
Catholic  section  of  the  Board  of  Education  con- 
tinued to  retain  and  administer  their  accumulated 
reserve  fimd  until  July,  1889,  when  the  govern- 
ment demanded  that  all  moneys  still  in  the  hands 
of  the  board  be  paid  over  to  the  Provincial  Trea- 
sury Department. 

In  making  this  demand  the  hon.  Provincial 
Secretary  stated,  that  the  ownership  of  said  money 
was  entirely  vested  in  our  section  of  the  Board  of 
Education,  and  could  not  at  any  future  time  be 
questioned. 

Although  the  Catholic  section  of  the  Board  of 
Education  were  then  of  opinion,  as  they  are  now, 
that  this  demand  had  no  ground  in  law,  still  they 
complied  with  the  desire  of  the  government  and 
the  above  sum  of  §13,879.47  was  paid  over  to  the 
provincial  treasurer,  the  board,  however,  reserving 
the  rights  of  the  Catholic  schools  of  this  province 
to  such  money,  as  may  be  seen  by  the  resolution 
which  was  transmitted  to  the  government  with 
the  cheque,  and  which  is  as  follows  : — 

"  In  compliance  with  the  desire  of  the  govern- 
ment fus  expresse<l  in  the  letter  of  the  hon.  Pro- 
vincial Secretary,  dated  12th  July,  1889,  the 
Catholic  section  of  the  Board  of  Education  gives 
authority  to  the  superintendent  to  hand  over  to  the 
Provincial  Treasurer  the  sum  of  .§13,879. 47  being 


the  whole  of  the  reserve  fund  and  the  Lalat-.-  : 
all  school  moneys  in  their  hands. 

"In  making  this  remittance,  the  Catholic  5»-'_ 
of  the  Board  of  Education  beg  le»«-e  to  represr'  ■ 

"1.  This  reserve  fund  has  originated  and  au-r  - 
by  virtue  of  the  provisions  of  the  various  «^: 
Acts  then  in  force  in  this  province. 

"2.  Only  self  sacrifice  on  the  part  of  the  n^ca:  - 
of  this  section  of  the  Board  of  Etlucation  ao'l  t  - 
adherence  to  the  strictest  economy  intlie  ■•!•£:- 
tration  of  school  moneys  have  rendered  P"-"!-; 
the  creation  of  such  a  reserve  fund. 

"The  ownership  of  that  fund  is  a  vested  riici: 
the  Catholic  schools  of  this  province;    tbertl- 
those  who  have  had  to  administer  the  same  af>t>'  i  - 
present  tima  are  convinced  that  the   goverriLi-- 
will  not  change  the  destination  of  said  oiolcv  i^ 
will  not  either  decrease  the  ordinary  grants,  '^r- 
beiug  the  assurance  given  us  by  the  goveniir.*f 
the   above  mentioned  letter  of  the  hon.  Provi.i.— . 
Secretary. " 

The  aoove  resolution  was  transmitted    to  t. 
govemment,  with  the  cheque  on    the  22uti  -'::!. 
1889.     The  receipt  of  such  resolution  and  »  H" 
was  duly  acknowledged  by  the  government,     .>l  - 
then  the  Catholic  section  of  the  Board  of  B'.'   - 
tion  has  received  no  intimation  that  the  amooi.:   : 
said  reserve  fund  was  no  more  at  their  diapostvt- 
U^  to  the  present  time,  no  legislation  has  depr:'  r .' 
this  board  of  their  actual  right  to  distribute  -i^ ' 
amount  to  the  Catholic   schools.      According!;- 
has  been  resolved  by  said  board  that  said  am-  3:' 
shall  now  be  distributed  and  paid  over  to  all  ".  • 
Catholic  schools  of  this  province,  acconliiig  t<- '  ' 
requirements  of  subsection  (c)  of  sec.  90,  t,f  • 
School  Act,  as  amended  by  sec.  7  of   chap.   xi\  . 
51  Vic.  the  allotment  between  all  schools  bein^  * 
follows : 

Then  followed  a  list  of  apportaomuftt- 
The  whole  was  duly  transmitted  to  the  go vt-r;. 
ment  before  the  coming  into  force  of  i'"--' 
said  Acts.  The  answer  is  yet  to  come.  W-- 
know,  however,  that  the  amount  has  gon^-t" 
the  consolidated  fund  of  the  province.  TV? 
funds,  which  had  been  acknowledged  by  tbe 
government  to  be  ours,  have  been  taken  p-t- 
session  of  by  the  same  government,  and  n.-ei' 
for  other  purposes  than  those  for  which  they 
had  been  voted.  If  anybody  is  to  be  accu:- 
ed  of  misappropriation  of  funds  in  c-onne-^ 
tion  with  this  transaction,  the  Catholic  fr-v 
tion  is  not  that  party.  We  have  Ijeen  iii> 
possessed  of  an  amount  of  money  to  whi.a 
our  schools  had  a  vested  right  ;  the  la»r'i 
requisition  made  by  our  board  for  the  pav- 
nieiit  of  that  money  to  our  schools  was  ii'V. 
acted  upon  by  the  government ;  the  money 
has  gone  to  the  consolidated  funds,  that  In 
has  been  used  for  other  purposes  than  t-i: 
what  it  had  been  voted  that  is  spoilatixii. 
that  spoliation  was  perpetrated  by  foro*', 
there  being  at  the  time  no  law  in  exist.en>.v 
giving  even  a  shadow  of  right  to  the  govern 
ment  to  lay  their  hands  upon  it.     In  am- 
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tecfcion  with  this  I  must  refer  to  an  incident 
vliicli   took   place  last  week  in  the  Local 
Legislature  of  Manitoba.     In  the  debate  on 
•S\n&     remedial  order,  the  hon.  Mr.  Cameron, 
:  h©  provincial  secretary,  is  reported  as  hav- 
ing said  that  our  section  of  the  Board  of 
E^clucation  handed  over  that  mon<»y  to  the 
ijoveminent  without  any  protest.     I  am  at 
ix  los^  to  understand  how  a  man  holding  the 
resi>onsible   position  of   an  adviser  of   the 
Orown,  speaking  from  his  seat  in  the  legis- 
lature,  could  deliberately    mislead    public 
opinion  to  that  extent.    The  Government  of 
]VI>i,nitoba  acknowledged  in  the  letter  con- 
veying their  demand  to  us,  that  we  had  a 
vested  right  in  that  sum,  there  was,  it  seems 
to  me  no  necessity  for  a  protest.     But,  as  a 
matter  of  fact,  we  did  protest,  the  resolution 
and  official  documents  which  I  have  placed 
here  before  the  Senate  cannot  be  questioned. 
And  what  are  they,  if  not  courteous,  but  at 
the  same  time  strong  protests )    And  if  in  the 
presence  of  these  facts  and  of  such  action  on 
our  part,  the  Government  of  Manitoba,  being 
in  pcssession  of  the  documents  to  which  I 
have  just  referred,  have  the  audacity  to  im- 
pose upon  the  public  as  in  this  instance,  then 
what  reliance,  I  ask,  can  be  put  upon  their 
declarations  or  accusations  ?     I  may  safely 
say  that  those  people  are  going  beyond  what 
decency  ]>ermits  when  they  accuse  the  Catho- 
•  lies  of  having  used  Protestant  money  for  the 
of  support  their  schools.  The  very  opposite  has 
been  the  rule  since  1889.     I  hasten  to  add 
that  I  know  personally  a  great  many  of  our 
ProtestantfelJow-countrymenwhoare  exceed- 
ingly sorry  on  that  account.     In  Winnipeg 
some  of  them  said  that  they  were  ashamed 
of  being  placed  in  the  position  of  using  the 
money  of  the  Catholic  ratepayers  to  educate 
their   children.     They   look   for  a   change. 
They  look  for  a  remedy  that  will  relieve 
them  from  that  uncomfortable   position.     I 
hope  the  remedy  will  not  be  long  delayed. 
I  hope  also  that  this  effort  of  mine  will  help 
to  dispel  many  misapprehensions,  and  clear 
the  way  to  such  a  mutual  understanding  as 
will  restore  harmony  in  the  province. 

I  have  gone  I  think  over  all  the  grounds  of 
accusation  against  our  schools.  I  might  have 
said  much  more  in  their  justification.  I  am 
sure,  however,  that  I  have  furnished  a  suffi- 
cient justification  to  all  fair-minded  men  to 
enable  them  to  shake  off  any  prejudices  they 
might  have  had  with  regard  to  such  schools. 
I  have  gone,  to  a  limited  extent,  beyond  the 
course    that  Catholics  generally  take  with 


respect  to  other  schools.  As  I  have  already 
said,  we  do  not  as  a  rule  concern  ourselves 
about  the  schools  of  non-Catholic  people. 
We  are  willing  and  satisfied  to  let  them  have 
the  schools  they  like  under  their  own  control. 
We  have  lately  been  assailed,  however,  with 
such  violence,  with  such  a  disregard  for  our 
feelirgs  and  in  such  a  slanderous  way  that 
we  were  bound  to  take  up  the  gauntlet  and 
show  how  easy  it  would  be  to  retaliate,  in 
case  it  would  be  necessary  to  adopt  such  a 
course.  But  I  protest  here  that  my  intention 
has  not  been  to  make  any  reflection  on  men, 
on  institutions,  on  schools  or  on  any  school 
system  whatever,  not  being  in  accord  with 
my  own  views.  I  have  experience  enough 
in  this  matter  to  know  what  difficulties  of 
every  sort  are  to  be  met  with  every  day  in 
the  management  of  schools  and  in  the  iui- 
provements  wished  for.  But,  hon.  gentlemen, 
why  should  we  not  have  the  benefit  of  the 
forbearance  we  are  ready  to  exercise  towards 
others?  There  may  be  some  differences  of 
view  as  to  the  methods  of  teaching  ;  there 
may  be  some  divergence  of  opinion  as  to 
the  relative  importance  of  the  various 
subjects  to  be  taught.  But,  because 
of  these  differences,  because  some  people 
may  think  that  one  subject  should  be  more 
largely  taught  than  others,  it  is  no  reason  why 
one  system  should  be  considered  as  inferior  to 
another  :  it  is  no  reason  for  saying  that  the 
instruction  given  in  one  school  is  not  the 
equivalent  of  that  given  in  another  school. 
Let  us  illustrate  these  propositions  by  taking 
the  history  of  men  of  different  intellectual 
attainments.  Take  Shakespeare  and  New- 
ton. The  intellectual  attainments  of  these 
two  men  were  as  widely  different  as  can  be 
imagined.  But  who  will  undertake  to  say 
that  one  was  superior  to  the  other  ?  Each 
one  was  a  superior  mind,  had  accomplished 
training  in  his  way,  and  the  surest  judgment 
to  be  pronounced  with  regard  to  them  is  to 
proclaim  that  both  were  men  of  genius,  of 
whom  the  whole  human  kind  has  reason  to 
be  proud.  In  the  same  way  we  should  mu- 
tually have  regard  for  our  neighbours.  Why 
not  be  generous  on  both  sides,  and  since  we 
cannot  agree  in  matters  pertaining  to 
religious  and  educational  matters,  why  not 
agree  to  disagree  and  direct  our  energies  to 
the  material  and  national  development  of 
the  immense  resources  of  our  country  in  a 
spirit  of  liberty  and  common  loyalty  to  the 
flag  that  protects  us  f  In  that  way  we  would 
I  hear  no  more,  on  either  side,  of  these  vexed 
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questions.  When,  hon.  gentlemen,  the  brave 
soldiers  of  England  went  to  the  front  at 
Waterloo  or  at  Balaklava,  the  English  people 
did  not  ask  those  gallant  warriors  whether 
they  knew  how  to  write  or  read.  Neither 
was  that  question  put  to  the  Canadian 
militia  when  they  saved  Canada  to  Eng- 
land. In  all  these  cases  the  British 
crown  and  the  British  people  did 
nut  hesitate  to  acknowledge  the  services 
of  the  troops,  and  that  they  had  well  merited 
the  gi-atitude  of  the  Empire.  Should  unfor- 
tunately, such  occasions  as  those  occur  again, 
the  same  fidelity  and  the  same  gallantry 
would  be  found  amongst  the  children  of  the 
Canadian  nation,  whether  they  would  have 
been  taught  by  a  first  class  or  a  third  class 
certificated  teacher,  whether  by  a  nun  or  by  a 
layman,  and  in  view  of  that,  the  war  that  is 
raging  against  the  Catholics,  their  conscience, 
their  views,  their  children  and  their  liberty 
of  conscience,  should  be  stopped.  These  last 
words  may  seem  rather  strong  to  some,  but 
they  did  not  seem  too  strong  to  Sir  A.  T. 
Gait  when  the  education  of  the  Protestants 
of  Quebec  was  at  stake.    Here  are  his  words  : 

It  must  be  clear  that  a  measuie  would  not  be 
favourably  entertained  by  the  minority  in  Lower 
Canada  which  would  place  the  education  of  the 
chilch-en  and  the  provision  for  their  scliools  wholly 
in  the  hands  of  a  majority  of  a  different  faith.  It 
was  clear  that  in  coufitline  the  general  subject  of 
education  to  the  local  legislature  it  was  alwolutely 
necessary  that  it  should  be  accompanied  by  such 
restrictions  as  would  prevent  injustice  in  any 
respect  froui  being  done.  Now,  this  applied  to 
Lower  Canada,  but  it  aUo  applied,  and  with  equal 
force,  to  Upper  Canada  and  the  other  provinces, 
for  in  Lower  Canada  there  was  a  Protestant  min- 
ority, and  in  the  other  provinces  a  Roman  Catholic 
minority.  The  same  privileges  belong  to  the  one 
of  right  here  as  belonged  to  the  other  of  right 
elsewhere.  There  could  be  no  greater  injustice  to 
a  population  than  to  compel  them  to  have  their 
chililren  educated  in  a  manner  contrary  to  their 
own  religions  belief. 

This  is  put  in  the  most  .stringent  form,  the 
reverse  of  the  assumption  that  the  state  can 
do  what  it  likes  with  persons  and  estates, 
particularly  when  it  comes  to  education. 
This  latter  doctrine  is  false  in  itself,  full  of 
dfvngers  for  the  commonwealth,  and  repudi- 
ated by  political  economy  and  by  statesmen. 

John  Stuart  Mill  who  wiis  an  advanced 
Liberal  said  in  his  Essay  on  Liberty  : 

That  the  whole  or  any  large  part  of  the 
education  of  the  people  should  he  in  state-hands,  I 
go  as  far  as  any  one  in  <leprecating.  All  that  has 
been  said  of  the  importance  of  individuality  of 
character   and  diversity  in  opinions  and  modes  of 


conduct  involves,  as  of  the  same  unspeakable  ic.^-  - 
tance,    diversity   of   education.     A  general  v»- 
education  is  a  mere  contrivance  for  monliliii£  pt" ,  • 
to  be  exactly  like  one  another,  and  as  lheir.!»i; 
which  it  oasts  them  is  that  which  pleases  tt«-  ;••• 
dominant  power  in  govemineut     *     *    or  riw  _  ■ 
jority  of  tne  existing  generation     *    *    it    f  • 
lishes  a  despotism    over    the    mind,   leading 
natural  tendency  to  one  over  the  bo<ly. 

Further  on  he  adds  : 

One  thing  must  be  strenuooaly  insi«t«d  • 
that  the  government  must  claim  no  nioDopoIy  : 
its  education,  either  in  lower  or  in  the  Lii..;- 
branches,  must  exertneither  authority  nor  inSiset-  • 
to  induce  the  people  to  resort  to  its  teaohrr-  ~ 
preference  to  others,  and  must  confer  noperz.'jii: 
advantages  on  those  who  have  been  instradoi  >' 
them. 

It  is  not  endurable  that  a  government  sicr.i '.. 
either  in  law  or  in  fact,  have  a  complete  c-iotr  ' 
over  the  education  of  the  people. 

Gladstone  said  on  the  24th  June,  1870  ■ 

As  regards  the  existing  denominational  scbf-.^^. 
it  is  a  very  grave  and  important  (juestion  whii  i:  <• 
have  to  ask  ourselves — whether  we  are  frank.v. 
luigrudgingly,  willingly  and  systematically  to  oui? 
use  of  that  powerful  agency  for  the  purpose  of  g....': 
secular  instniction,  which  is  placed  at  our  comnm  I 
in  a  great  degree,  if  not  exclusively,  through  •.  - 
vigorous  actions  of  religious  zeal  and  love  t  Le:  i  - 
not  disguise  from  ourselves  that  this  is  a  qu«)>ti- 1 
of  the  greatest  moment.  The  answer  to  it,  I  tma. 
appears  to  me  to  be  perfectly  clear.  The  answrr  ■!>. 
that  nothing  but  folly  could  induce  us  to  refu-s*  t- 
avail  ourselves  of  an  opportunity  so  vuhuible. 

This  is  the  opinion  of  the  former  grwit 
leader  of  the  Liberal  party  in  England.  Lrr 
us  see  now  the  opinion  of  the  leader  of  U» 
Conservative  party,  Lord  Salisbury. 

Speaking  at  Preston,  some  time  in  the  till 
of  1893,  Lord  Salisbury  said  : 

Numbers  of  persons  have  invented  what  I  icay 
call  a  patent  compressible  religion,  w^hich  can  't 
forced  into  all  consciences  with  a  very  little  aiu«-? 
ing  ;  and  they  wish  to  insist  that  this  should  be  tfr- 
only  religion  taught  throughout  the  schools  oi  t.k- 
nation.  What  I  want  to  impress  upon  you  is  ths- 
if  you  admit  this  conception,  you  are  entering  ui>  l 
a  religious  war  of  which  you  will  not  see  the  en'i. 
There  is  only  one  sound  principle  in  religious  etlnu- 
ti(m  to  which  you  should  cling,  which  you  shoali' 
relentlesly  enforce  against  all  the  conveniences  .n  i 
experiences  of  ofhcial  men ;  and  that  is  thiit  i 
parent,  unless  he  has  forfeited  the  right  by  crimi 
nal  acts,  has  the  uialienable  right  to  det«niiim-  x\tt- 
teaching  which  the  child  shall  receive  upon  tlr 
holiest  and  most  momentous  of  subjects.  That  i< 
a  right  which  no  expediency  am  negative,  wliiihn- 
state  necessity  ought  to  allow  you  to  sweep  away : 
and  therefore  I  ask  you  to  give  your  aiteutinn  ;  • 
this  question  of  denominational  e<lucation.  It  i< 
full  of  danger  and  of  difficulty  ;  but  you  will  only 
meet  the  danger  Vjy  marching  straight  up  to  it,  an"! 
declaring  that  the  prerogative  of  the  parent,  unlt« 
he  be  convicted  of  crinunality,  must  not  be  tiikt-n 
away  by  the  state. 
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S^uch  is  the  way  in  which  Lord  Salisbury 
r\T\t.licatea  the  rights  of  parents,  the  influ- 
Mice  of  religious  truth  in  education,  and 
lefiiies  the  rights  of  the  itate.  I  find  in  the 
r>?«-/,  Februarj-,  1895,  on  page  292,  the 
fc>llo"«ring : 

>Ir.  OlaiUtonc  says :  lu  my  opinion  which  I 
have  endeavoured  to  recently  get  forth  in  the  pages 
i>f  the  Xintteeiit'i  Cenlury,  an  undenominational 
system  of  religion,  framed  by  or  under  the  author- 
ity «>f  the  state  isu  moral  monster.  The  state  has 
T\«>  charter  from  heaven  such  ivs  may  )>elong  to  the 
church  or  the  individual  conscience. 

A.n  independent  paper,  and  also  a  pillar 
of  Protestantism  in  Quebec,  the  St.  Johns 
-AV //•/»,  says  : 

With   regard  to  the  separate  schools  we  have 
little     reliable    information  ;     they   may   \>e  mis- 
managed, or  they  may   not ;  they  may  be  doing 
ellicieut  work  or  not ;  but  it  strikes  us  that  grant- 
injr  all  that  is  said  against  the  schools  of  the  mino- 
rity in  Manitoba,  some  less  drastic  remedy  than 
their  total  abolition  might  be  applie<l.     We  have 
the  separate  school  system  in  our  own  province, 
anil  it  is  only  just  to  say  that  it  has  worked,  on  the 
whole,  ecjuitably,  and  to  the  satisfaction  of  both 
the  (treat  divisions  of  Christendom,  yet  if  such  a 
syateiii  dependeil  merely  on  the  will  of  the  majority 
of   the   hour,   and   not  on   that   higher  principle 
faintly  expressed   in   the   words  of  the  govemor- 
K«ne.ral  to  which  so  much  exception  has  been  taken 
m    certain  quarters,    "Live  and   let  live,"  what 
security  w^ouhl  the  Protestant  minority  of  Quel)ec 
have  that  their  schools   would  not  be  done  away 
with,  and  the  whole  system  of  education  be  made 
a  state  adair  ?  The  equal-rights  agitators  clamour 
for  a  seimration  of  state  and  church  in  this  pro- 
vince,  but  in  Manitoba  they  are   working  for  a 
union  of  state  and  education   which  is  still  more 
objectionable. 

lint   apart  from  all    selfish  considerations,   the 

question  of  separate  schools  rests  on  a  firmer  basis, 

that  of  justice.     It  is  not  right  that  the  minority 

sliould  be   compelled   to  send   their   children   to 

schools  controlled  by  the  majority,  or  let  them  go 

without  education  altogether  in  many  cases.     It  is 

not  right  that  the  state  should  intervene  ami  say, 

there   shall  be  no  dissentient  schools.       In  fact, 

so  far  as  the  great  majority  of  dissentient  schools 

in  this  province  are  concerned,  we  may  say   that 

they  would  infinitely  prefer  to  do  without   the 

state's  subvention  if  the  state,  on  it«  part,  would 

relinquish  all    pretensions  of  control.     Of  course 

there  are  some  institutions  that  get  the  lion's  share, 

but  the  subsidies  extended  to  the  rest  are  merely 

nominal — $20  to  S30  a  year  to  an  elementary,  .*i,'> 

to  ^.V)  to  a  model  school ;  in  return  for  which  the 

state  issues  it  diplomas  to  teachers  (who  have  to 

pay  for  them)  fixes  the  standard  of  work,  examines 

the  scholars,  and  mulcts  the  teachers  so  much  a 

year  willing  or  unwilling,  for  a  pension  fund.     In 

our  opiuion,  the  state  gets  more  than  it  pays  for. 

In  conclusion,  I  want  to  reiterate  my 
statement  that  the  question  of  efficiency  or 
inefficiency  of  the  Catholic  schools  does  not 


and  cannot  come  in  here.  In  1890,  the  local 
government  could  have  made  an  investiga- 
tion. They  did  not  do  so.  They  went  on 
destroying  the  system  that  had  been  in  exist- 
ence for  twenty  years.  To-day  it  is  too  late. 
That  suggestion  is  evidently  a  side  issue  to 
prolong  this  irritating  contest  and  to  avoid 
their  submission  to  the  highest  authority  in 
the  land.  This  federal  government  cannot 
accept  that  suggestion.  The  action  of  the 
local  government  has  forced  the  subject 
upon  us.  They  have  created  the  situations 
described  by  the  lamented  D'Arcy  McGee  in 
the  following  words  pronounced  in  London 
(Ontario)  in  1866,  and  they  will  have  to 
receive  the  treatment  indicated  also  in  tho«e 
lines.     D'Arcy  McGee  then  said  : 

The  minorities  east  and  west  have  really  noth- 
ing to  fear  beyond  what  already  existe<l,  local  irri- 
tations produced  by  ill-disposed  individuals.  The 
strong  arm  and  the  long  arm  of  the  confederate 
power  will  be  extended  over  them  all,  and  woe  be 
to  the  wreteh  on  whom  that  arm  shall  have  to 
descend  in  anger  for  any  violation  of  the  federal 
compact. 

True  it  is  to  be  regretted  most  sincerely 
that  such  things  have  happened,  but  since 

I  the  difficulties  are  thrown  in  our  way,  since 

^  there  are  wretched  people  who  set  the  federal 
and  Imperial  authorities  at  defiance,  in  vio- 
lation of  the  rights  conferred  on  an  important 
section  of  the  country,  let  the  arm,  the  long 

.  arm  of  the  confeder4te  power  descend  upon 
the  guilty  parties,  so  that  it  may  1k'  said  that 

I  in  the  Dominion  of  Canada  justice  is  never 
refused  to  those  whose  grievances  have  been 
so  strongly,  so  clearly,  and  so  authoritatively 

I  pointed  out  and  determined  as  those  of  the 
Catholics  of  Manitoba  have  been  by  the  final 

:  judgment  of  the  Privy  Council  in  London, 
and  by  the  remedial  order  of  His  Excellency 
the  Governor  General  in  Council  of  Canada. 

Hon.  Mr.  ANGERS— There  is  no  objec- 
tion to  the  granting  of  the  address  moved 
for  by  the  hon.  gentleman.     I  do  not  know 
I  that  the  papers  he  speaks  of  are  really  on 
I  record    here.     I    do    not    think    any   such 
j  representations    as    the    efficiency    of    the 
I  schools  prior  to  1890  have  ever  tjeen  filed 
by   the    Manitoba    Government   with    the 
Dominion  Government ;  but    if   there   are 
any  such  documents  they  will  be  brought 
down  as  soon  as  possible.     In  acquiescing  in 
the  hon.  gentleman's  motion,   I  think  it  is 
also  my  duty  on  behalf  of  the  House  to 
thank  him  for  the  valuable  information  he 
has  laid  before  us  and  before  the  public.     I 
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must  thank  him  also  for  the  very  great  skill, 
tact  and  moderation  he  has  shown  in  the 
discussion  of  a  question  which  is  to  him — 
and  I  may  say  to  every  Roman  Catholic  in 
Canada — a  burning  one.  I  hope  that  in  the 
reading  of  this  valuable  speech  great  light 
may  be  thrown  on  the  matter  in  the  minds 
of  many  of  our  people.  Now,  I  may  say  that 
there  are  a  number — although  I  am  con- 
vinced that  that  is  a  small  number — of 
people  who  to-day  need  light  upon  a  ques- 
tion which  has  been  so  thoroughly  discussed 
and  so  thoroughly  settled  by  the  judgment 
of  the  Privy  Council  in  England. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

THIRD  READING. 

Bill  (74)  "  An  Act  further  to  amend  the 
Act  to  encourage  the  development  of  the 
sea  fisheries  and  the  building  of  fishing 
vessels." — (Mr.  Angers). 

FISHERIES  ACT  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

SECOND  READING    POSTPONED. 

Hon.  Mr.  ANGERS— If  it  is  the  pleasure 
of  the  House,  I  would  move  that  the  second 
reading  of  this  bill  be  allowed  without  any 
discussion  at  present,  and  on  the  motion  to 
go  into  committee  of  the  whole  to-morrow,  a 
discussion  could  take  place,  and  we  would 
be  advanced  one  day. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Oh,  yes. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  regret  to  say  that 
I  cannot  look  upon  the  matter  just  in  the 
same  way  as  the  hon.  gentleman  from 
Ottawa.  We  have  had  some  experience  in 
this  particular  respect. 

Hon.  Mr.  ANGERS— Then  I  withdraw 
my  application,  since  the  hon.  leader  of  the 
Opposition  cannot  control  his  supporter,  and 
move  for  the  second  reading  to-morrow. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

INCORPORATION  OF  BOARDS  OF 
TRADE  BILL. 

REPORTED  FROM  COMMITTEE. 

The  House  resolved  itself  into  a  commit- 
tee of  the  whole  on  Bill  (L)  "  An  Act  to 
further  amend  the  Act  respecting  the  in- 
corporation of  Boards  of  Trade," 


Hon.  Mr.   VIDAL,   from    the  commi'-r 
reported  the  bill  without  amendment. 

BILLS  INTRODUCED. 

Bill  (90)  "  An  Act  re-spocting  the  OA  ■■ 
Railway  Company." — (Mr.  Etobson.) 

Bill  (81)    "An    Act   to    incorporate  • 
Ontario  Accident  Insurance   Companr. 
(Mr.  Lougheed.) 

The  Senate  then  adjourned. 


THE  SENATE. 

Ottawa,  Wednesday,  ^6tft  June,  ISl-iJ. 

The  SPEAKER  took  the  Chair  at  Tk^r 
o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 
THIRD  READINGS. 

Bill  (77)  "  An  Act  to  amend  the  Act  i. 
incorporate  the  St.  Clair  and  Erie  Ship  Cact 
Company." — (Mr.  Vidal). 

Bill  (62)  "  An  Act  respecting  the  Buffii 
and  Fort  Erie  Bridge  Company." — (Mr.  Fer 
guson,  Welland). 

Bill  (101)  "An  Act  to  incorporate  tb* 
Domestic  and  Foreign  Missionary  Socieiv  •: 
the  Church  of  England  in  Canada. ''-^3fr, 
Allan). 

Bill  (39)  "  An  Act  to  amend  the  flami.- 
ton  Provident  and  Loan  Society  Act  "i 
1885."— {Mr.  Maclnnes,  Burlington). 

Bill  (L)  "  An  Act  to  further  amend  tb? 
Act  respecting  the  incorporation  of  Bo*'"' 
of  Trade. — (Sir  Mackenzie  Bo  well). 

HAMILTON  AND  LAKE  ERIE 
POWER  COMPANY'S  BILL 

THIRD  READING. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL,  from  the  Comniittw 
on  Railways,  Telegraphs  and  Harbours,  re- 
ported Bill  (85)  "  An  Act  to  incorporate 
the  Hamilton  and  Lake  Erie  Power  Com- 
pany "  with  amendments. 

Hon.  Mr.  MacINNES  (Burlingil<w 
moved  that  the  forty-first  rule  of  the  HooX 
be  suspended  so  far  as  it  relates  to  this ''"'' 
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Hon.  Mr.  POWER— The  hon.  gentleman 
Lad   Vaetter  move  concurrence  in  the  amend- 

Hon.    Mr.    MacINNES— There  are    no 
vmendments. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  only  change  in 
tlie  1)111  is  the  transposition  of  some  words. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALLAN — It  was  understood 
ill  t>he  committee  that  the  changes  were 
■merely  verbal  and  that  they  were  not  really 
a.Tnenclnients. 

Hon.  Mr.  ANGERS— When  we  make 
tlie  slightest  change  in  a  bill  coming  from 
■tlie  House  of  Commons  we  should  send  it 
back  to  the  House  of  Commons  for  their 
concurrence. 

Hon.  Mr.   SCOTT— But    there    was   no 
change  in  this  bill  whatever. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— The  hon.  gentleman 
is  mistaken.  The  chairman  stated  that  the 
law  clerk  had  recommended  that  a  transpo- 
sition of  certain  words  should  take  place  and 
that  change  was  made.  It  is  a  substantial 
a.Tnendment,  though  it  does  not  very  much 
affect  the  meaning  of  the  bill. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER — Then  the  question 
•will  arise,  where  shall  we  stop  when  we 
make  amendments  at  all  1  I  perfectly  agree 
-with  the  hon.  minister  that  the  bill  should 
be  returned  to  the  House  of  Commons. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL — The  amendments  cer- 
tainly do  not  change  the  character  of  the 
bill. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  bill  was  copied 
out  of  the  statutes  of  last  year  and  it  is  ab- 
surd to  say  that  the  mere  transposition  of  a 
few  words  which  does  not  change  the  sense 
in  the  slightest  should  be  considered  an 
amendment. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— The  amendment 
may  be  a  very  slight  change,  apparently 
merely  verbal,  and  yet  it  may  completely 
alter  the  sense  of  the  whole  clause.  When 
you  attempt  even  to  change  the  phraseology 
of  a  bill  sent  from  the  other  House,  it  is  an 
amendment  which  requires  the  concurrence 
of  that  House. 

Hon.  Mr.  MacINNES— It  does  not  alter 
the  sense  of  the  clause  in  the  slightest  de- 
gree. 


Hon.  Mr.  BELLEROSE— There  is  a  gen- 
eral principle  laid  tlown  by  every  authority 
that  we  have  in  our  library,  that  when 
amendments  are  made  the  bill  must  go  back 
to  the  other  House.  A  change,  whether 
verbal  or  not,  is  an  amendment  and  is  so 
called  by  the  authorities.  I  should  think 
the  bill  oughtr  to  go  back  to  tjhe  other  House. 
A  comma  added  to  a  sentence  may  appear 
very  trifling,  and  yet  it  may  change  the 
whole  sense  of  the  clause.  I  think  these 
changes  should  always  be  regarded  as  amend- 
ments. 

Hon.  Mr.  MacINNES  (Burlington)  mov- 
ed that  the  amendments  be  concurred  in. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the  bill 
was  read  the  third  time  and  passed  as 
amended. 

THE  SUPPLY  BILL. 

FIKST,  8EC0XD  AND  THIRD  READINGS. 

A  message  was  received  from  the  House 
of  Commons  with  Bill  (125)  "An  Act  for 
granting  to  Her  Majesty  certain  sums  of 
money  required  for  defraying  certain  ex- 
penses of  the  public  service  for  the  fiscal 
year  ending  30th  June,  1895,  and  for  other 
purposes  relating  to  the  public  service." 

The  bill  was  read  the  first  time. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL 
moved  the  susp>ension  of  the  4l8t  rule  of  the 
House  so  far  as  it  relates  to  this  bill. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to  and  the  bill 
passed  through  all  its  stages. 

THE  MANITOBA  SCHOOL  QUESTION. 

INQUIRY  DROPPBD. 

The  motion  having  been  called 

That  he  will  ask  if  it  ib  the  intention  of  the  gov- 
ernment to  appoint  a  royal  commission  to  inquire 
into  the  nature  of  the  arrangement  entered  into 
between  the  Dominion  government  and  the  dele- 
gates invited  to  confer  with  the  government,  prior 
to  the  passing  of  the  Manitoba  Act,  in  1890?  On 
whose  behalf  the  delegates  were  acting  !  And  from 
what  sonrce  they  derived  their  authority  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— Before  withdraw- 
ing this  motion,  I  should  like  to  say  that 
circumstances  have  arisen  since  I  gave  this 
notice  which  I  think  render  it  unnecessary 
for  me  to  put  the  question  at  the  present 
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time.     I  therefore  ask  permission  to  with- 
draw it. 

The  notice  was  dropped. 

NOVA  SCOTIA  STEEL  COMPANY 
BILL. 

MOTION. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER  moved,— 

That  an  order  of  the  Senate  l>e  nia-le,  authoriz- 
ing the  clerk  of  the  Senate  to  return  to  the  solici- 
tors for  the  Nova  Scotia  Steel  Company  (Limited) 
the  original  deed  of  sale,  dated  31st  December, 
1894,  made  between  the  said  company  and  the 
Kova  Scotia  Steel  and  Forge  Company,  Limited, 
and  filed  of  record  liefore  the  Committee  on  Bank- 
ing and  Commerce,  for  the  purpose  of  being  printed 
as  au  addition  by  way  of  schedule  to  the  Bill  (No. 
56)  from  the  House  of  Commons  intituled  :  "  An 
Act  to  amend  the  Act  to  incorporat«  the  Nova 
Scotia  Steel  Company,  Limited. " 

He  said  : — The  members  of  the  Committee 
on  Banking  and  Commerce  will  reraeml)er 
that  when  the  bill  to  amend  the  Act  of  the 
Nova  Scotia  Steel  Company,  Limited,  was 
before  the  committee,  the  gentleman  who 
represented  the  promoters  of  the  bill  pro- 
duced to  the  committee  the  original  agree- 
ment between  the  Nova  Scotia  Steel  Com- 
pany, Limited,  and  the  Steel  and  Forge 
Company,  and  the  original  agreement  was 
handed  in  to  the  committee  annexed  to  the 
bill  in  order  that  it  might  be  printed  as  a 
schedule  to  the  bill.  It  has  been  so  printed 
and  the  committee  and  parliament  do  not 
require  the  original  agreement  any  further, 
and  the  company  do  require  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER — I  do  not  rise  to  op- 
pose the  motion,  but  I  do  not  think  it 
necessary,  although  I  do  not  find  any  fault 
with  the  course  which  the  clerk  has  taken  in 
this  matter.  It  was  clearly  understood 
by  the  committee  tbat  this  original 
paper  should  be  handed  back  to  the 
owners  of  it  after  the  proceedings  were 
through,  and  I  should  think  it  would  be 
quite  enough  for  the  chairman  to  have  asked 
the  clerk  to  hand  it  back.  The  clerk  was 
cognizant,  of  course,  of  the  feeling  of  the 
committee,  that  the  paper  should  be  return- 
ed to  the  parties  int-erested. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  may  inform  the 
House  that  I  had  nothing  to  do  with  the 
motion.  It  was  drawn  up  by  the  law  clerk, 
who  thought  it  was  necessary,  and  he  hand- 
ed it  to  me  as  I  had  been  in  charjre  of  the 
bill. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 


CANADIAN  SICK   BENEFIT   SdCL 
TY'S  BILL.. 

THIRD    RRADIXR. 

The  order  of  the  day  having  been  c4l- 

Third  reading  Bill  (31)  "An  Ac-t  to  incorr- 
the  Canadian  Sick  Benefit  Society." 

Hon.  Mr.  LOUGHEED  moved  tha:  >. 
section  (c)  of  rule  49  of  tbe  Senate  be  -. 
pended  in  so  far  as  the  same  relates  :•.  •■ 
said  bill. 

He  said  : — I  think  I  explained  yesttr'  - 
the  reason  why  the  publication  of  notice 
not  appear  in  other  provinc*»s  of  the  D-c 
nion.     The  omission  was  due  to  a  circu  i 
issued  by  the  clerk  of  the  Commons  rps'-'v 
ing  the  procedure  in  private  bills. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Hon.  Mr.  LOUGHEED  moved  the  tliui 
reading  of  the  bill. 

The  motion  wjis  agreed  to  and  the  lei 
was  read  the  third  time  and  passed. 

INSURANCE  ACT  AMENDME-NT 
BILL. 

Hon.  Mr.  ANGERS  moved  the  seco::! 
reading  of  Bill  (92)  "  An  Act  further  -■ 
amend  the  Insurance  Act."  He  said :— / 
shall  briefly  state  to  the  House  the  object  >i 
this  bill.  Last  year  we  made  some  amfni- 
ments  to  the  Insurance  Act  providing  tbat 
companiesdoing business  in  Canada  should  W 
required  to  furnish  a  statetuent  of  their  Cwi- 
adian  business  and  their  general  busint^^ 
It  is  pointed  out  that  there  are  foreign  offi- 
panies  who  are  not  required  by  their  u»i 
government  to  give  any  statement  at  J. 
and  consequently  it  is  found  necessary  ;■' 
amend  our  law  so  as  to  provide  that  tUj 
shall  furnish  us  with  a  statement,  even  vien 
they  are  not  bound  to  give  one  to  their  o«ii 
government  and  that  it  shall  consist  of  tb' 
statement  they  make  to  their  shareholders 
at  their  annual  meeting  showing  their  busi- 
ness and  their  Canadian  business,  and  shouici 
a  company  be  found  that  made  no  such 
general  statement  to  the  shareholders,  << 
shall  have  to  make  and  prepare  for  as  a 
synopsis,  or  a  brief  statement,  so  that  «« 
may  be  in  a  position  to  realize  their  financial 
position.  The  last  seven  or  eight  lines  of 
clause  20  are  added  to  the  law  for  that  pur- 
pose ;  the  other  amendment  is  to  alter  the 
dates  at  which  statements  can  be  produc«<i 


Digitized  by 


Google 


[JUNE  26,  1895] 


43? 


>y  the  companies.  It  is  made  with  a  view 
>f  meeting  the  requirements  of  the  different 
sotnpanieB.  It  is  provided  further  that  any 
luch  statement  of  general  business  should  not 
je  deposited  later  than  the  30th  June  next, 
following.  There  must  be  a  limit  to  the  time 
it  -which  they  have  to  give  this  statement 
so  thstt  the  necessary  report  for  Parliiiment 
mn.y  be  prepared.  Now  this  bill  provides 
further  that  companies,  such  as  the  mutual 
or  benevolent  companies  to-day  who  do  not 
fall  under  the  section  of  the  Act  requiring 
them  to  furnish  a  statement  of  their  busi- 
ness, should  also  be  included  and  be  required 
to  comply  with  the  general  law  of  the 
country  so  far  as  insurance  interests  are 
concerned. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  rise  to  call  attention 
to    an    amendment   which    I   shall  propose 
^vhen  the  House  goes  into  committee  on  this 
bill.      It  was  given  as  a  reason  for  the  appli- 
cation of  a  name  to  a  particular  corporation 
whose  bill  will  be  considered  later  on,  that 
the    law  under  which  insurance  companies 
are  organized  does  not  authorize  the  Minister 
in  issuing  h'n  license  to  make  any  inquiry  as 
to  whether  the  title  of  the  company  applying 
for  a  license  is  objectionable.  It  was  asserted 
that   any  foreign  company  could   come   to 
Canada  under  whatever  name  it  chose  and 
that  it  would  be  entitled  to  a  license  on 
making  application  in  the  regular  way.     It 
aeeras  to  ine  rather  an  absurd  proposition, 
and  I  thought  if  it  were  so,  the  sooner  our 
law   was  amended  the  better.     I  know  in 
countries  outside  of  the  Dominion,  Canadian 
companies  have  great  difficulty  in  getting  a 
license  when  their  name  conflicts  with  that 
of      any      other      company.      Take      the 
ca^e    of    our   Sun     Life    Company    which 
applied    for     a     license     to     do     business 
in    England.      They    were     met   with    the 
objection  that  it  might  conflict   with   the 
name  of  another  company  doing   business 
there.     It  seems  to  me  that  our  law  is  very 
imperfect  if  the  Minister  cannot  refuse  an 
application  of  a  foreign  company  for  a  license, 
but  is  obliged  to  give  it  under  any  circum- 
stances.    It  is  wholly  inconsistent  with  the 
principles  under  which  our  legislation  here- 
tofore has   proceeded.      I     have  here   the 
General  Companies  Act,  and  one  of  the  points 
on  which  it  is  neces.sary  to  satisfy  the  Minis- 
ter before  a  charter  can  be  granted  is,  that 
the  proposed  corporate  name  of  the  company 
shall  not  be  that  of  any  known  company  in- 
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corporated  and  that  it  is  not  on  other  grounds 
objectionable.  I  find  in  the  provmce  of 
Ontario  the  same  principle  prevails,  that  on 
every  application  for  a  charter  the  Minister 
is  bound  to  exercise  a  proper  discretion.  I 
presume  the  same  principle  appli&s  in  all  the 
provinces,  and  so  far  as  Parliament  is  con- 
cerned it  was  thought  p  :-rfect  ly  safe  to  trust  this 
l)ody  not  to  give  a  charter  which  miglit  be  ob- 
jectionable on  public  grounds,  or  who-^e  title 
i  would  conflict  with  that  of  some  existing  com- 
!  pany.  I  therefore  propose  to  add  a  subsection 
to  section  4  of  the  General  Insurance  Act. 
I  sh  )uld  have  thought,  under  the  terms  of 
section  5  of  that  Act,  the  minister  could  ex- 
ercise sufficient  discretion  if  the  name  of  a 
company  which  was  applying  for  a  charter 
was  objectionable.  However,  Mr.  Fitz- 
gerald stated  before  the  committee  that  the 
department  did  not  consider  that  the  minis- 
ter could  exercise  a  discretion  under  that 
clause.  The  next  clause  provides  that  a 
license  shall  issue.  What  I  propose  to  move 
in  amendment  when  the  House  goes  into 
committee  on  the  bill,  is  a  subsection  to  sec- 
tion 4,  which  would  preserve  the  harmony 
of  our  legislation.  Section  4  is  the  one 
which  treats  of  licc  nses,  and  this  would  come 
in  properly  as  a  subsection  there.  Hon. 
gentlemen  will  remember  that  the  only  ex- 
cuse offered  by  the  company  that  a.sked  to 
be  incorporated  under  the  name  of  the 
Bankers  Insurance  Company  was  that  some 
United  States  company  was  likely  to  com© 
in  and  secure  that  title,  and  we  were  asked 
to  commit  a  fraud  because  under  our  law  the 
I  fraud  might  be  committed  by  a  foreign  cor- 
I  f>oration.  It  seems  to  ine  that  our  legisla- 
:  tion  must  be  very  weak  and  defective  if  a 
foreign  corporation  could  come  in  and, 
I  under  any  name  whatever,  however  objec- 
tionable, insist  upon  getting  a  license,  and 
that  seems  to  be  the  position  that  the  Super- 
intendent of   Insurance,  who  has  charge  of 

I  that  special  branch,  places  us  in.     Although 

I I  do  not  concur  altogether  in  his  view,  in 
order  to  make  it  perfectly  clear  that  the 
minister  must  exercise  his  discretion,  I  pro- 

,  pose  to  introduce  the  amendment  of  which 
I  have  given  notice. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to  and  the  bill 
was  read  the  second  time. 

Hon.  Mr.  ANGERS  moved  that  the  bill 
be  referred  to  a  committee  of  the  whole 
House  now. 
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Hon.  Mr.  POWER— As  the  bill  is  an 
important  one,  and  as  we  had  a  long  discus- 
sion on  the  Act  which  this  bill  proposes  to 
amend,  I  hope  the  Minister  will  allow  it  to 
stand  until  to-morrow. 

Hon.  Mr.  ANGERS — I  have  no  objection 
if  it  is  the  wish  of  the  House,  but  it  would  be 
more  convenient  to  consider  the  bill  after  it 
goes  through  the  committee  than  now.  The 
bill  is  now  in  its  crude  form,  and  in  commit- 
tee it  may  be  improved.  Let  us  go  into 
committee  of  the  whole,  suggest  improv- 
ments  and  changes,  and  I  will  not  press  the 
bill  any  further  and  the  House  can  consider 
it  to  letter  advantage  at  the  third  reading. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— The  hon.  gentleman 
must  see  that  if  amendments  are  to  be  made 
to  the  bill,  this  stage  is  the  roost  convenient 
one  at  which  to  make  them.  I  am  not 
asking  for  any  favour  ;  I  am  simply  asking 
that  th  <  rule  of  the  House  be  observed. 

The  bill  was  allowed  to  stand  until  to- 
morrow. 

FISHERIES  ACT  AMENDMENT 
BILL. 

SECOND  READING. 

Hon.  Mr.  ANGERS  moved  the  second 
reading  of  Bill  (67)  "  An  Act  further  to 
amend  the  Fisheries  Act."  He  said  : — This 
bill,  which  is  to  amend  the  Fisheries  Act, 
is  better  known  in  the  Senate  as  the  saw- 
dust bill.  Last  year,  towards  the  close  of 
the  session,  an  amendment  was  made  to  the 
Fisheries  Act  depriving  the  Governor  in 
Council  of  the  power  of  exempting  certain 
rivers  from  the  operation  of  the  Act.  In 
passing  that  amendment  last  year,  I  would 
not  say  that  the  House  did  not  give  it  proper 
attention,  but  I  do  not  think  that  they  had 
all  the  facts  before  them  when  they  decided 
that  there  shall  be  no  more  exemptions  in  a 
country  which  covers  half  of  North  America. 
The  question  turned  wholly  upon  how  it 
affected  the  people  living  on  the  shores 
of  the  Ottawa  River.  We  lost  sight  of 
the  fact  that  the  change  aflFected  not  only 
the  Ottawa  but  every  stream  in  the  whole 
Dominion  of  Canada.  There  are  hundreds 
of  rivers  in  the  Dominion  which  the  govern- 
ment cannot  now  exempt  from  the  opera- 
tion of  the  Act  even  when  the  general  inte- 
rest of  the  country  requires  that  such  exemp- 
tion should  be  granted.     There  are  inland 


Sureams  and  small  rivers  of  no  conseqaenwi- 
all,  streams  that  are  not  navigable  and  wfa* 
the  fish  life  is  of  no  consequence,  and  «iir~ 
the  lumber  business  is  of  the  greatest  i:L- 
portance.  A  mill  of  a  certain  size  on  sc- 
a  stream  can  supply  a  whole  county  *r_ 
the  necessary  lumber,  and  yet  to-day  i.- 
Governor  in  Council  has  no  power  to  exea: 
that  stream  from  the  operation  of  the  la< 
and  the  millowner,  who  in  serving  the  pct- 
lic  interest  by  his  industry,  is  liable  k  • 
very  heavy  fine  every  day  if  he  allows  tir 
saw-dust  from  his  mill  to  be  thrown  into  xl- 
stream.  There  are  other  rivers  where  £* 
live  is  of  so  little  consequence  that  the  la'i- 
ber  trade  is  of  much  greater  public  intere**. 
and  minor  interest  should  give  way  Ui  thr 
other.  I  might  say  that  the  Ottawa  Rivr; 
is  of  that  nature.  There  are  other  river*  •.:" 
an  internation  character  where,  we  cauit 
preventsaw-dust  and  mill  refuse  being  tbroiti 
into  the  stream.  Our  people  are  liable  to  i 
fine  of  so  many  dollars  a  day  if  thej  vioU'.r 
the  law,  while  their  neighbours  in  the  Unit*-: 
States  are  allowed  to  throw  saw-du&t  in:c 
the  river  to  destroy  the  fish  life  where  there 
is  any.  It  is  not  proposed  by  this  bill  tha 
the  power  which  the  Governor  in  Conmi. 
has  enjoyed  in  the  past  shall  be  resiorec 
for  ever,  but  a  temporary  measure  is  sub- 
mitted to  the  House  to  the  effect  tlui 
this  power  should  be  restored  for  the  spia 
of  two  years.  Investigations  have  l*?r. 
made  already,  especially  in  the  east,  with  a 
view  to  classifying  the  rivers  and  ascertain- 
ing where  saw-dust  could  be  thrown  into  tie 
water  without  any  disadvantage  to  the  pati- 
lic  interest. 

The  commissioner,  under  the  instructions 
of  the  Minister  of  Marine,  is  now  in  convs- 
pondence  with  the  United  States  author  tie- 
with  a  view  to  making  some  agreement  abnut 
the  regulations  which  should  be  followed  oa 
international  rivers  such  as  the  St.  Jnha. 
the  St.  C  oix  and  others.  It  is  almo-st  cer- 
tain that  at  the  expiration  of  the  period 
mentioned  in  this  bill  an  understanding  will 
be  arrived  at  to  apply  the  same  regulations 
on  both  sides  of  the  boundary.  In  deaiioj! 
with  this  question  last  year,  we  were  very 
much  influenced  by  the  fact  that  the  Ottawa 
River — and  that  was  mainly  the  river,  no 
other  points  to  which  attention  was  drawn 
were  considered — was  l>eing  destroyed  bv 
saw-dust  and  mill  refuse  and  consequpntk 
i  the  exemption  should  be  removed.  For 
I  many  years  saw-dust  and  mill  refuse  had  been 
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tliro'wn  in  the  Ottawa   River.     The  plan 

■which  was  shown  in  the  lobby  of  the  House 

estahlished  clearly  that  the  river  is  to-day 

a.s  nskvigable  as  it  ever  was.     At  one  point 

■there  is  anaccumulation  of  saw-dust,  but  there 

is  over  that  accumulation  a  very  great  depth 

of  -water.     There  is  not  less  than  30  or  40 

feet  o-verthehighest  accumulationof  saw-dust, 

and  I  want  to  draw  the   attention   of   the 

Souse  to  this  fact,  that  even  if  there  was  a 

less  quantity  of  water  it  does  not  matter  at 

all  for  the  purpose  of  navigation,  because  if 

you  want  to  test  the  capacity  of  the   river 

you  have  to  go  to  the  shallowest  place  in  it ; 

and  I  invite  the  members  of  this  House  to 

look  at  the  point  opposite  La  Blanche  River 

shown  on  the  plan.     There  you  will  find  the 

minintum  depth  of  water  during  the  summer 

season  is  seven  feet,  and  that  the  bottom  is 

hard  pan,  bed  rock  all  across,  so  that  if  you 

have  deeper  water  off  the  city,  it  will  be 

of  no  avail  because  you  have  got  to  go  over 

the  bar  at  the  Blanche  and    there   is  only 

seven  feet  on  the  shoal  there. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMILI.AN— How  far  is  that 
from  Ottawa? 

Hon.Mr.ANGERS— About  22miles  below 
the  city.     So  that  if  there  is  a  greater  depth 
of  water  over  the  accumulation  of  saw-dust 
than  over  the  bar  at  the  Blanche,  you  have 
not  decreased  the   capacity  of  the  Ottawa 
River.  Now  who  are  the  people  who  navigate 
the  Ottawa  River?  What  is  the  transporta- 
tion over  it  ?  Just  one  class  of  jyeople,  the 
lumbermen  of  Ottawa,  the  men  who  own  the 
mills  here  at  the  falls.  Do  they  come  here  and 
complain  that  the   river  is  being  destroyed 
and  that  the  navigation  of  the  Ottawa  River 
will  be  impeded  in  such  a  way  that  it  will 
become  useless  ?  On  the  contrary  they  say 
that  the  Ottawa  River  is  as  navigable  to-day 
as  ever  it  was.     They  use  the  same  vessels 
that  floated  upon  it  20  years  ago,  because  at 
no  time  in  summer  can  the  draught  be  more 
than  7  feet,  the  depth  of  the  water  on  the 
bar  at  the  Blanche  which  has  a  bed  rock 
bottom.     Now  who  are  those  who  complain 
of  saw-dust  being  t-  own  into  the  river  1  Do 
the  fisherman  complain?    This   bill   is  to 
amend  an  Act  for  the  protection  of  fish,  and 
it  could  properly  be  amended  in  this  respect 
only  so  far  as  it  would  affect  fish  life.  It  has 
been  demonstrated  by  fish  experts  that  the 
idea    we    had    formerly    that    saw-dust  is 
destructive  to  fish  life  is  not  quite  correct. 
28i 


There  are  many  rivers  in  the  United  States 
where  saw-dust  has  been  thrown  in  and 
to-day  the  fish  are  as  abundant  as  ever 
before. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— They  get  fat. 

Hon.  Mr.  ANGERS— I  do  not  think  as 
a  rule  that  it  does  fatten  fish,  but  I  say 
that  it  does  not  always  destroy  fish.  That 
is  the  opinion  of  an  expert  in  the  matter 
the  Commissioner  of  Fisheries  in  the  United 
States.  He  gives  you  the  fact  that  on  the 
Hudson  River,  although  saw-dust  and  mill 
refuse  has  been  thrown  in  for  years 
and  years,  fish  life  has  not  diminished. 
But  we  have  in  this  case  the  very  best  evi- 
dence in  relation  to  fish  life — the  testimony 
of  the  fishermen  on  the  Ottawa  River. 
They  have  sent  in  I  might  say  a  unanimous 
petition  to  say  that  the  fish  in  the  Ottawa 
River  is  as  abundant  to-day  as  it  was  40 
years  ago  and  more.  They  do  not  petition 
against  this  bill.  They  petition  on  the 
contrary,  that  theexemptionformerly granted 
to  the  millowners  be  restored.  I  may  add  that 
the  riparian  proprietors,  unanimously  almost, 
from  Ottawa  to  Grenville,  have  signed  peti- 
tions asking  that  the  exemptions  be  continued 
to  the  millowners.  They  have  an  interest  in 
it.  Of  course  what  is  useful  to  the  poor 
man  may  not  suit  the  wealthy  man,  with  a 
beautiful  sandy  beach  and  a  summer  resi- 
dence on  the  Ottawa  River.  The  sight  of 
a  few  ships  and  saw-dust  there  may  be  an 
eyesore  to  him  but  to  the  poor  man  who 
lives  all  along  the  river,  and  who  from  this 
mill  refuse  picks  up  more  wood  than  he  re- 
quires to  keep  himself  and  his  family  warm 
during  the  whole  winter,  the  throwing  of 
the  mill  refuse  in  the  river  is  not  objection- 
able. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— It  is  profitable 
fishing  for  him. 

Hon.  Mr.  ANGERS— They  pick  up  this 
wood  and  it  is  sufficient  for  them  for  the 
whole  winter,  and  consequently  their  interest 
is  with  the  lumbermen  in  that  way.  They 
do  not  object  to  the  mill  refuse  and  saw-dust 
being  thrown  into  the  river.  There  are 
millowners  on  the  Ottawa  River,  especially 
at  the  falls  here,  who  are  so  situated  that 
they  cannot  comply  with  the  law  as  it  is 
now.  Their  mills  were  built  many  years 
ago.     The  foundations  are  nearly  on  a  level 
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■with  the  river.  It  is  impossible  for  them  to 
construct  the  necessary  appliances  to  take 
up  the  saw-dust  and  burn  it.  They  would 
require  to  have  mills  diflferently  constructed 
altogether  from  those  which  they  have  at 
pre.sent,  and  in  many  cases  the  construction 
would  be  impossible  If  they  were  in  a 
position  to  build  new  mills  and  burn  the 
saw-dust  it  would  be  impKwing  upon  them 
a  very  heavy  tax.  Mr.  Edwards,  who  is  the 
manager  of  two  mills  on  the  Ottawa  River 
below  the  city,  has  built  the  necessary 
appliances  for  burning  mill  refuse  and  saw- 
dust. He  made  a  statement  in  the  other 
House,  which  I  think  will  comm>'nd 
itself  to  the  consideration  of  the  Senate. 
His  position  is  very  different  from  that  of  the 
millowners  at  the  falls ;  there  is  plenty  of 
space  under  his  mills.  They  are  so  con- 
structed that  they  can  carry  off  the  mill  refuse 
and  saw-dust  and  burn  it.  Notwithstanding 
that,  the  House  must  know  that  we  have 
been  imposing  upon  him  a  very  heavy  tax. 
I  inquired  whether  he  could  insure  his 
mill  and  the  lumber  in  his  yard  for  same 
price  as  before  this  law,  and  I  was  told 
no,  that  the  companies  exacted  an  ad- 
ditional premium  from  the  fact  that  he 
had  to  burn  the  saw-dust  there,  the 
danger  of  a  fire  being  so  much  greater  than 
if  the  mill  refuse  were  thrownin  to  the  river. 
This  great  lumber  interest  on  the  Ottawa 
which  supports  thousands  of  families  in  this 
district,  which  represents,  I  suppose,  an 
amount  of  money  that  I  could  safely  put  at 
several  millions  of  dollars  a  year.  That  inter- 
est is  opposed  in  this  House  by  the  peti- 
tion of  one  boatman.  There  may  be 
some  other  opponents  but  they  are  not 
known  to  me.  I  heard  the  petition  of  this 
boivtman  who  said  that  from  the  fact  that 
saw-dust  has  been  thrown  in  the  river  his 
business  has  been  completely  destroyed.  He 
leases  boats  and  canoes  for  sport  and  plea- 
sure on  the  river.  He  has  a  large  boat- 
house  in  a  bay  at  the  foot  of  Sussex  street, 
and  his  trade  has  been  destroyed  by  the 
accumu!ati<m  of  saw-dust.  That  is  the 
opposition  that  we  are  met.  I  wish  to 
draw  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
fact  also  that  there  is  much  less  mill 
refuse  and  saw-dust  thrown  into  the 
Ottawa  River  to-day  than  there  was  former- 
ly. There  are  now,  I  believe,  only  three 
mills  altogether  over  the  falls.  The  percen- 
tage of  saw-dust  thrown  into  the  river  to- 
day is  much  less  from  the  fact  that  the  saws 


and  appliances  for   catting  wood  are '.-' 
different  from  what  they  were  formerk 

Hon.      Mr.      McMILLAN— They  l- 

thinner. 

Hon.  Mr.  ANGERS— Thinner,  yes :  !>.. 
saws.  I  have  been  told  there  i- 
great  saving  in  the  lumber  from  the  »• 
that  the  saws  are  of  a  different  nature  frc 
what  they  were  formerly,  and  that  tb-; 
make  less  sawdust  than  the  old  style  of  .-^v-. 
Mills  are  graduall3'  removing  away  ip.- 
there,  the  nuisance  is  diminishiiig.  V 
water  power  is  being  used  tor  other  ind> 
tries.  Under  the  circumstances,  the  H"!- 
would  be  doing  but  justice  and  what  1 
might  call  acting  wisely  in  adopting  tr- 
bill  which  is  now  submitted  to  re5t':f 
this  power  of  exemption  to  the  H'.^- 
eral  General  for  two  years,  and  to  pn^w 
also  that  the  fines  and  penalties  to  whii 
the  mill-owners  have  been  subjVt  since  v„- 
first  day  of  May  last  until  this  bill  is  sa: 
tioned  be  remitted. 

Hon.  Mr.  McM  ILL  AN— Will  the  kt 
gentleman  kindly  tell  us  the  locality  »lier' 
there  is  only  7  feet  of  water  over  the  har. 

Hon.  Mr.  ANGERS— The  Blanche  Riw 
is  not  the  only  one  where  the  Ottawa  River 
is  very  shallow.  Within  a  short  distance'* 
Ottawa  there  are  three  or  four  sections  in  ibf 
river  where  those  shallows  exist. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLEMOW— Whose  plan  is 
that? 

Hon.  Mr.  ANGERS— Mr.  Flemings. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLEMOW— I  thought  so. 

Hon.  Mr.  ANGERS— This  plan  shoi« 
the  section  of  the  bottom  of  the  OtU" 
River  from  Ottawa  to  Grenville.  It  ^' 
where  the  shoal  is  rock  and  where  it  is  s*"" 

Hon.  Mr.  McMILLAN— Is  there  ao/ 
place  on  the  Ottawa  River  where  the  Otto** 
River  is  shallower  than  it  ought  to  be  on 
account  of  the  saw- dust  1 

Hon.  Mr.  ANGERS— No;  in  "OP'*^^ 
the  Ottawa  has  the  saw-dust  accumulate  ^^ 
an  extent  to  lessen  the  depth  of  the  «« 
to  the  minimum   on   a   rocky  b*r  «■ 
Blanche  River. 
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l-Ioii.  Mr.  POWER— Has  the  hon.  min- 
ister ever  been  down  to  the  mouth  of  the 
Wicieau.  canal? 

Hon.  Mr.  ANGERS— I  forgot  to  refer  to 
the  sa-w-dust  at  the  mouth  of  the  Rideau 
can&l .      That  is  not  a  portion  of  the  river— it 
is  a  ptortion  of  the  canal.     Of  course  there  is 
an.   accumulation  of  saw-dust  there,  which 
sometimes  would  prevent  the  entrance  of 
barges  into  the  canal.     That  is  a  thing  for 
which   the  mill-owners  themselves  provide, 
and  'whenever  that  takes  place — it  is  about 
the  only  place  whera  the  mill  refuse  accumu- 
lates to  interfere  with  the  navigation — the 
mill-owners  of  Ottaw  dredge  the  river  there 
and  remove  the  saw-dust.     They  are  the  in- 
terested parties,   the  only  parties  who  are 
using  the  Rideau  canal,  the  only  people  who 
make  any  transportation  over  it ;  and  they 
dredge  that  place  at  their  own  cost  every 
time. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)— Wai 
any  offer  made  by  the  mill-owners  to  abate 
the  nuisance  at  the  end  of  the  two  years  1 

Hon.  Mr.  ANGERS— The  hon.  gentleman 
will  understand  that  this  is  not  a  bill  of  the 
mill  owners  ;  it  is  a  bill  of  the  government, 
and  the  government  want  that  much  delay 
before  the  law  that  removes  all  exemption 
be  enacted.     The  mill-owners  made  no  pro- 
posal,  but  the  government  will  tiike  such 
steps  that  at  the  end  of  two  years  the  ques- 
tion shall  be  solved  altogether  according  to 
the  wish  of  the  House  then.     The  intention 
ia  to  classify  the  rivers,  if  possible,  and  saw- 
dust may  be  thrown  into  the  water  where  it 
is  established  that  it  is  not  detrimental  to 
the  fish  or  to  the  public  interest,  and  the 
lumber  trade  requires  it.     The  Ottawa  River 
according  to  the  interests  and  according  to 
the  state  of  things  then  existing,  will  be 
classified.     By  that  time  it  may  be  that  no 
mill  refus'!  or  saw-dust  will  be  thrown  into 
the  Ottawa  River  at  all. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)— The 
hon.  Minister  has  forgotten  to  refer  to  the 
bearing  of  this  bill  on  British  Columbia 
rivers.  I  believe  there  is  an  intention  to 
allow  the  fishermen  there  to  throw  fish  oflal 
into  the  river.  A  proposition  is  made  to 
manufacture  oil  from  the  refuse.  The  fisher- 
men are  rapacious  and  they  must  be  defended 
against  themselves.     I  hope  if  they  are  given 


any  such  permission,  it  will  not  be  given  for 
a  long  time. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLEMOW— This  question  has 
been  before  the  Senate  for  the  last  eight 
years.  I  do  not  believe  the  Minister  of 
Agriculture  was  present  on  any  occasion 
when  it  was  discussed,  except  last  year.  I 
propose  to  show  what  has  taken  place  upon 
those  diffsrent  questions,  and  what  the  views 
of  the  government  have  been  at  those  dif- 
ferent times,  and  allow  hon.  members  to 
judge  for  themselves,  whether  the  course 
forced  upon  us  is  not  perfectly  correct  and 
just  in  the  interests  of  the  people  of  this 
country.  Early  this  year,  at  the  commence- 
i  ment  of  the  session,  I  applied  to  the  govern- 
ment for  information  that  I  wanted  them  to 
supply  us  with,  reliable  information  from 
their  own  engineer,  Mr.  Gray,  who  was  em- 
ployed in  1886  or  1887,  to  make  a  survey 
of  the  bed  of  the  Ottawa  River.  In  place 
of  that,  they  bring  down  here  a  plan  made 
at  the  instance  of  the  lumbermen,  interested 
party,  by  a  man  who,  I  say  fearlessly, 
was  never  on  the  river  one  minute.  They 
bring  that  down  and  practically  say  that 
the  evidence  of  their  own  engineer  is  not  to 
be  relied  upon.  They  certainly  ought  to 
have  confidence  in  their  own  engineer.  They 
appointed  him  and  gave  him  full  instructions 
to  inquire  into  this  nuisance  which  has  been 
increasing  from  year  to  year.  There  is  no 
knowing  where  it  will  stop,  because  I  do  not 
believe  the  lumbermen  propose  to  stop  it  at 
the  end  of  two  years.  If  this  were  the  first 
proposal  on  their  part,  I  would  consider  it 
reasonable,  but  in  the  face  of  what  we  know 
and  what  has  occurred,  I  do  not  think  they 
have  any  intention  uf  stopping  it,  and  this 
legislation  is  sought  merely  for  the  purpose 
of  evading  the  difficulty  for  the  present,  and 
at  the  end  of  two  years  they  will  come  and 
tell  you  that  it  is  impo«<ible  to  comply  with 
the  law,  and  will  ask  for  further  delay.  The 
Minister  of  Agriculture  says  that  he  has  pro- 
duced before  us  petitions  from  a  gi  eat  many 
persons  in  favour  of  the  bill,  and  that 
only  one  man  has  petitioned  against  it. 
I  know  of  one  petition  against  this  nuisance, 
signed  by  2,000  reliable  men,  which  was  pre- 
sented to  the  government,  but  very  little 
attention  was  paid  to  it.  I  intend  to  go 
over  this  matter  from  the  beginning,  and 
show  that  we  have  no  alternative  but  to  re- 
ject this  bill.  Last  session  this  question 
was  fully  debated,  and  there  was  such  a 


Digitized  by 


Google 


438 


[SENATE] 


unanimous  opinion  in  this  House  that  the 
government  very  properly  gave  in.  During 
that  interval  has  one  solitary  thing  been  done 
by  the  lumbermen  to  remedy  this  evil  1  Not 
that  I  know  of.  They  have  not  made  a 
movement  for  the  purpose  of  putting  an  end 
to  the  disgraceful  state  of  things  which  has 
existed  too  long,  and  which  is  a  menace  to 
the  navigation  of  the  river  and  a  disgrace  to 
the  Dominion.  It  is  unnecessary  for  me  to 
describe  it  to  you,  because  everyone  of  you 
has  seen  it  for  himself,  and  no  man  can  go 
down  the  Ottawa  River  without  seeing  for 
himself  that  the  throwing  of  saw-dust  into  the 
river  is  a  standing  disgrace  to  the  parties 
who  permit  the  nuisance  to  continue.  We 
are  told  that  the  mill-ownersintend  to  remedy 
the  evil.  Why  have  they  not  attempted 
something  before  now  ?  Why  have  they  not 
tried  during  the  past  year  to  do  something  1 
Why  when  erecting  new  mills  hare  they  not 
made  arrangements  todestroytheirsaw-dust? 
No,  they  have  not  done  anything — ^it  is 
easier  for  them  to  throw  their  saw-dust  into 
the  river  than  to  supply  the  necessary  ma- 
chinery to  destroy  it.  Mr.  Edwards,  to  his 
credit  be  it  said,  has  come  out  in  favour  of 
his  friends.  He  has  made  all  the  necessary 
arrangements  for  burning  the  saw-dust  at  his 
own  mills,  but  he  has  a  fellow-feeling  for  the 
gentlemen  with  whom  be  is  associated,  and 
in  his  kindly  way,  he  says  it  is  more  difficult 
for  them  than  it  is  for  him  to  destroy  the 
saw-dust.  But  we  have  nothing  to  do  with 
that.  This  is  a  matter  that  concerns  the 
whole  country,  and  not  a  matter  concerning 
the  city  of  Ottawa  alone.  These  navigable 
rivers  belong  to  the  whole  people  of  Canada, 
and  I  contend  it  is  a  matter  of  right  to  the 
whole  public  that  no  individuals  or  corpora- 
tions, no  matter  how  influential  they  may 
be,  shall  have  a  right  to  destroy  or  obstruct 
the  free  navigation  of  the  rivers.  It  is  said 
that  we  have  no  fish  in  the  Ottawa.  It  is 
very  easy  to  understand  why.  It  is  utterly 
impossible  for  fish  to  live  in  bedsof  saw-dust ; 
but  I  can  tell  you  as  a  fact,  that  when  I 
came  here  fifty  years  ago  there  was  no  river 
in  the  world  that  was  better  supplied  with 
fish  than  the  Ottawa,  but  as  I  have  said,  it 
is  impossible  for  fish  to  live  in  waters  filled 
with  saw-dust,  and  we  have  been  deprived  of 
that  great  source  of  food  for  many  years. 
This  matter  has  been  debated  so  fully  before 
that  hon.  gentlemen,  except,  perhaps,  those 
who  have  come  here  very  recently,  under- 
stand the  subject  thoroughly,  and  it  is  un- 


necessary for  me  to  continue  further  in  :;..:■ 
line,  except  to  show   the  variojis   posiikt- 
taken  by  the  different  parties  on  this  40-^ 
tion  since  1888.     Surely  in  seven  years  'l- 
mill-owners    have    hod    an    opportunity  r 
show  a  disposition    to    do    something.    I; 
they  had  displayed  any  inclination  Vt  aln*- 
this  nuisance,  I  believe    the    people   vouli 
have  been  perfectly  satisfied,  but  in  pUc 
of    that    they    have    gone     on    incre4<i.':£ 
the  nuisance.     The  Minister  of  Agricultcr^ 
says   that   the   quantity    of    lumber  mac.- 
factured  here  has  decreased.    I  can  tell  hiiL 
that  th^re  are  some   500,000,000   feet  .;: 
lumber  sawn  at  the  Ottawa  mills,  of   whici 
8  per  cent  is  saw -dust  which  Ls  thrown  inu- 
the  river,  and  hon.  gentlemen  can  siee  th* 
danger  that  that  causes  to  navigation.   Tb?j 
tell    you    that    the   main    channel    is   cr 
obstructed.     That  may    be   at   the  pre»-c! 
time,  but  will  any  one  tell  me  that  the  bap 
are  not  filling  up )     And  when  those  bav> 
are  filled,  what  will  become  of  the  saw-du?: ' 
It  must  find  some  place,  and  that  will  be  is 
the  channel  of  the  river,  and  a  few  yeir« 
hence  the  Ottawa  River  will   be  unfit  io' 
navigation.     We  have  also  to  consider  th« 
riparian  rights  of  the  people  who  live  alotiz 
the  shores.    Why  protect  one  class  of  peopl-- 
and  not  others  ?  I  think  all  should  be  treated 
alike,    and  that  the  navigable  rivers  should 
be  kept  free  from  obstruction  for  the  u.<!e  of 
all  people  throughout  the  Dominion.    There- 
fore, it  is  nothing  but  right  that  the  destruc- 
tion of  the  river  should  be  stopped.      If  tlh? 
government  succeed  in  carrying  this   bill,  I 
hope  they  will  take  steps  to  compel  the  mill- 
owners  to  do  their  duty  to  the  public.    The 
best  plan  for  me  to  pursue  is  to  give  you  the 
different  stages  of  the  question  since  18?<^. 
The  first  action  was  taken  in  that  year  on 
the  7  th  May,  when  I  moved  an  address  for 
a  copy  of  t  he  report  of  Mr.  Gray,  the  engineer, 
and  asked  whether  it  was   the  intention  <if 
the  government  to  prevent  the  obstruction 
of  the  river  by  mill  refuse.     To  that  .Mr. 
Abbott  replied : 

My  hou.  friend  hai  put  upon  the  paper  s  cooi- 
bined  notice — notice  of  motion  for  an  address  >D'1 
notice  for  a  question,  both  compriseil  under  tlie 
the  name  head.  I  only  call  his  attention  to  tlut : 
it  is  a  little  irregularity  of  which  no  one  de«ire>  u> 
take  advantage.  With  regard  to  the  report  of  Mr. 
Oray,  he  is  «  subordinate  otiicial  of  the  department 
an<l  he  has  made  a  report  to  the  chief  engineer,  who 
has  obtained  other  information  besides  that  atn- 
tained  in  Mr.  Gray's  report,  and  is  preparing  a 
careful  report  on  the  whole  subject.  The  govern- 
ment have  been  giving  very  careful  attentioo  to 
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tills  ma,titer  and  tliink  it  of  too  mnch  importance  to 
Ue  left  entirely  to  the  report  of  an  official.     They 
tiliink  it  deserving  of  an  inquiry  by  competent  per- 
sona, -with  power  to  lake  what  evidence  may  be  re- 
(juirecl    in  that  respect.      For  that  purpose  they 
lia.ve  determined  to  ask  this  House  to  appoint  a 
comiiiitt«e  of  its  own  members,  skilled  in  such  mat- 
ters,   a.s  far  as  may  be  practicable  to  enquire  into 
the  effect  of  the  deposit  of  slabs  and  saw-dust  in  the 
river  ctnd  report  on  it  to  the  House.     I  may  tell 
my^  hon.  friend  that  the  law  is  amply  sufficient  for 
the  prevention  of  such  de^wsits.     There  has  been 
s<jine  relaxation  for  a  long  time  past  under  an  Order 
in  Oouiicil,  because  a  good  many  difficulties  exist 
in  Ottti-wa  as  to  the  disposal  of  saw-dnst.     Where 
tim'ber  is  sawn  by  steam-power  the  mills  consume 
the    saw-dust,  and  most  mills  have  facilities  for 
depositing  it  in  the  neighbourhood  without  incur- 
ring any  great  expense,  but  the  Chaudi^re  mills 
are  peculiarly  situated.     They  have  no  means  of 
burning  the  mill  refuse,  nor  have  they  any  place 
wliich  can  be  reached  without  considerable  expense 
where  saw-dust  can  tie  deposited.    However,  these 
facta  only  show  that  there  are  difficulties  to  be 
considered  as  well  as  the  questions  of  removing  the 
evils  which  exist.     I  shall  move  fur  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  committee  to  inquire  into  the  matter. 

The  following  day  Mr.  Abbott  referred  to 
the  subject  again  : 

With  the  permission  of  the  House  I  am  pre- 
parc<l  to  move  for  the  committee,  which  I  sug- 
gested yesterday,  with  respect  to  the  saw-dust 
nuisance  in  the  Ottawa.  I  may  say  that  the  ses- 
sion is  so  far  advance<l  and  the  season  is  so  far  ad- 
vanced that  there  is  not  much  time  to  be  lost. 
The  government  have  power  under  the  existing 
law  to  do  what  is  needed  and  what  will  be  done 
will  depend  largely  upon  the  report  of  the  pro- 
posed committee.  I  am  prepared  to  move  for  the 
committee  if  the  House  is  willing. 

Then  the  coinmittee  was  appointed  and 
my  hon.  friend  from  Richmond  presided  a.s 
chairman  at  its  meetins;s.  A  good  deal  of 
evidence  was  taken  and  when  the  report 
was  brought  in  the  House  the  hon.  gentle- 
man from  Richmond  said : 

In  moving  the  adoption  of  the  report  of  this 
committee  1  do  not  think  it  will  be  necessary  for 
roe  to  occupy  the  time  of  the  House  for  more  than 
a  few  moments.  The  subject  referred  to  is  one  of 
very  ereat  importance  and  it  received  careful 
attention  from  the  committee  from  the  time  that 
we  had  at  our  disposal.  I  may  state  that  the 
committee,  comjrased  of  ten  memlters  of  the 
House  from  different  sections  of  the  Dominion  una- 
nimously concurred  in  the  report,  and  therefore  it 
may  be  presumed  that  the  report  itself  was,  under 
the  evidence  given  to  us,  the  most  judicious  that 
we  were  in  a  position  to  make.  It  was  found  on 
evidence  of  the  clearest  character,  that  deposits  of 
saw-dust  and  other  mill  refuse  had  been  for  many 
years  past  made  in  the  Ottawa  River,  destroying 
largely  the  navigable  passages  of  the  river  and 
alw  doing  a  very  great  deal  of  destruction  to 
riparian  rights  of  proprietors.  The  committee 
after  having  heard  evidence  on  this  point,  from 


gentlemen  of  engineering  skill  and  qualification,  as 
well  us  from  residents  of  Ottawa  of  large  experience 
on  the  subject,  had  no  hesitation  in  saying  that  a 
serious  injury  was  being  done  to  the  river  by  these 
deposits  of  saw-dust  and  refuse,  and  that  in  course 
of  time  if  the  evil  was  not  put  an  end  to,  the  navi- 
gation of  the  river  would  be  irretrievably  destroy- 
ed. It  was  also  found  that  these  deposits,  iu 
many  cases,  were  considered  a  dangerous  menace 
to  the  health  of  the  city,  and  on  that  ground  also 
should  in  the  future  be  prevented.  The  investiga- 
tion of  the  committee  also  elicited  the  fact  that 
sawdust  and  mill  refuse  could  be  very  well  utilized 
for  various  purposes  and  that  the  destruction  of 
anything  remaining  for  such  purposes  could  easily 
be  eSectied  from  the  experience  of  other  mills  not 
only  in  Canada  but  in  the  United  States  as  well. 
However,  the  large  lumbering  interest  involved  in 
the  question  referred  to  us  was  considered  of  such 
importance,  not  only  to  this  district  but  also  to 
the  country  generally,  that  the  oonunittee  did  not 
see  their  way  to  ask  the  government  immediately 
to  enforce  the  law  in  reference  to  saw-mills  on  the 
Ottawa  River,  but  they  do  recommend  that,  as 
soon  as  practicable,  the  government  having  regard 
for  the  vast  interests  involved  in  this  trade,  would 
repeal  the  proclamation  under  which  exemption  is 
now  granted  to  the  mills  at  the  Chaudierc  Falls 
and  enforce  thereafter  strictly  the  provisions  of  the 
law.  As  I  do  not  feel  a  local  interest  in  the 
matter  and  ns  there  were  two  gentlemen  well  quali- 
fied to  speak  on  it  on  the  committee  nnd  no 
doubt  in  addition  to  the  general  public  importance, 
also  feel  a  local  interest  in  it  who  will  require  to 
address  the  House,  it  will  not  be  necessary  for  me 
to  detain  you  any  further. 

There   was  a  good  deal  of  discussion  on 
that,  and  Mr.  Abbott  said  : 

As  1  expected  when  I  moved  for  the  appointment 
of  the  committee,  their  labours  have  proved  to  be 
of  great  importance  ;  and  I  have  no  doubt  will  be 
of  great  advantage  to  the  government  in  forming 
an  opinion  as  to  what  should  be  done  to  prevent 
injury  to  the  navigable  waters  of  the  Ottawa,  and 
to  the  health  of  the  people  residing  along  its  banks. 
J  shall  call  their  attention  to  the  report  and  to  the 
evidence,  not  forgetting  the  ]>oints  raised  by  the 
hon.  gentleman  from  British  Columbia.and  as  soon 
as  the  prorogation  of  Parliament  will  give  them 
the  .opportunity  of  doing  so  the  subject  will 
undoubtedly  lie  taken  up  and  careful  consideration 
given  to  it.  There  is  no  doubt  the  interests  at 
stake  are  very  large  indeed,  and  cannot  Ihj  ilealt 
with  harshly  and  carelessly  ;  but  there  must  be  a 
solution  found  forthe  difficulties  which  this  practice 
of  depositing  saw-dust  in  the  river  seems  to  cause. 
,  It  cannot  be  allowed  to  continue  if  it  is  to  result  in 
j  the  way  which  hon.  gentlemen  who  have  spoken 
I  describe,  and  which  I  think  the  report  largely  con- 
j  firms.  I  was  much  pleased  in  reading  the  report 
to  find  the  decided  yet  moderate  tone  in  which  it 
was  couched.     I  perceive  that  the  menibera  of  the 

I  committee  have  understood  and  considered    the 
'  difficulties  which  attend  the  subject,  and  I  think 

I I  can  assure  them  that  the  recommendation  they 
have  given  with  its  qiialiflcation  will  be  carefully 
considered  by  the  government. 

Now,  hon.   g'-ntlemen,  there  was  a  pre- 
I  liminary  step  taken.     I  shall  read  some  of 
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the  evidence  produced  before  that  commit- 
tee, facts  of  such  a  character  as  will  convey 
to  every  hon.  gentleman's  mind  an  i  Jea  of 
the  injustice  which  has  been  done  to  this 
section  for  a  great  many  years.  They  were 
gentlemen  holding  various  positions,  among 
them  the  mechanical  engineer  of  the  govern- 
ment, the  superintendent  of  the  Rideau 
canal,  and  others,  old  residents  occupying 
conspicuous  positions,  who  were  well  ac- 
quainted with  the  river  in  a  variety  of 
ways.  Their  testimony  is  given  in  such  a 
manner  as  will  bring  conviction  to  the  mind 
of  any  one  that  they  were  stating  the  truth, 
and  nothing  but  the  truth.  First,  we  have 
Henry  Gray,  who  was  an  engineer  of  the 
government.  He  af  peared  before  the  com- 
mittee, and  had  plans  and  profiles  and  had 
bottles  of  samples  of  the  deposit  ■.  taken  from 
different  places,  and  he  very  minutely  de- 
scribed the  condition  of  the  various  parts. 
Mr.  Gray,  after  giving  particulars  of  the 
various  sections,  continued : 

It  has  been  a  very  difficult  matter  to  obtain 
reliable  information  from  any  outside  sources  with 
respect  to  the  amount  of  damages  consequent  upon 
the  dumping  in  of  the  saw-dust  and  mill  refuse  into 
the  Ottawa  River.  When  asking  information  I 
have  found  reluctance  on  the  part  of  the  mill- 
owners  to  give  answers  which  might  l>e  used  against 
their  interests.  Mill-owners  who  do  not  place  their 
saw-dust  and  mill  refuse  in  the  river  did  not  wish 
to  have  their  names  mentioned  as  giving  informa- 
tion against  those  who  do.  Merchants,  shippers, 
traders  and  others,  living  in  and  near  Ottawa,  are 
so  dependent  upon  the  mill-owners  and  lumbermen  '< 
that  they  declined  to  give  information,  except  in  a  1 
few  cases.  j 

It  will  thus  be  seen  that  what  with  the  above  and  i 
the  fact  that  in  the  Public  Works  Department  we  1 
have  no  record  of  any  former  examination  or  sur- 
vey that  would  give  nie  data  for  comparison,  it  is 
impossible  for  me  to  state  the  extent  of  damage  ' 
done  to  the  river  from  the  saw-dust  and  refuse.  I 
That  luilliuns  of  saw-dust  and  mill  refuse  fill  the  i 
bays  and  creeks  and  cover  the  shores  of  the  Ottawa  1 
River,  grailually  encroaching  upon  the  channel,  and  \ 
in  many  places  obstructing  navigation,  cannot  be  I 
denied.  | 

Some  idea  of  the  quantity  of  saw-dust  deposit  in  | 
the  river  may  l)e  formed  from  the  following  ofhcial  j 
return  of  last  year's  business  of  the  Chaudi<>re  I 
mills  :  I 

Feet,  B.M.  j 

Bronson  k  Weston 65,000,000 

J.  R.  Booth 70,000,000 

E.  B.  KddyiCo 69,000,000 

Perley  4  Pattee   70,000,000 

Hurdman  &  Co  56,000,000 

GrieriCo 35,0.0,000 

Total 365,000.000 

This  return  is  said  to  be  some  15  per  cent  under 
the  amount  of  previous  years.    It  is  estimated  that 


at  least  one-eighth  of  the  amount  of  materu.'  r 
is  saw-diist.     Now,  taking   the   above   ti|nuc».  •- 
find  365,000,000  feet  B.M.    equabt  -t.SSO.tmi  i.; 
inches,  equal   to  2,534,722   cubic   feet    or  as.«r> 
cubic  yards  ;  allowing  that   more  in  cut  fmr.! '  • 
log  than  returned  as  ^t  B.  M. ,   aud  also  th<*t  vit 
above  return  is  15  per  cent     under  the  anM-oir  <: 
former  years,  then  at  least    100,000  cubic  >vl- 
the  output,  and  one-eighth   of    this  meaiu   12..'< 
cubic  yards  of  saw-dust  alone  deposited  inu.  ci' 
Ottawa  River  every  year  front  the  Chandicre  !>  L-- 
from  the  process  of  cutting  up  the  logs. 

The  above  is  only  saw-dust.  To  this  raa>.:  ir 
added  slabs  and  edgings.  Much  of  the  slab  t<.<- 
is  broken  up  by  "  hogging  "  mac-hineii  ajni  tl:-. 
increases  its  damaging  effect  upon  navigatior>.  tk- 
operation  causing  it  to  be  the  sooner  water-ln^en. 
and  consequently  to  sink.  If  the  stuff  was  alln<t- 
to  go  into  the  river  as  slabs  it  would  lie  pictni  Cj 
for  firewood  ;  now  it  is  useless  and  sinks  t<>  xht 
lx>ttom,  forming  with  the  other  material  a  niattr..'-^ 
which,  in  course  of  time,  cannot  lie  broken  ap->: 
lifted  by  dreilging.  This  difficulty  was,  I  is. 
informed,  met  with  at  the  mouth  of  the  G<ttineu 
River. 

There  are  lath  and  other  machines  dumping  \iy 
saw-dust  from  year  to  year  into  the  river. 

It  is  no  uncommon  occurrence  for  explosion;  '.i 
take  place  in  tlie  gas  generateil  from  the  aaw-<iii7t. 
In  January  last  an  explosion  took  place  oppo-itc 
the  Rideau  River  and  broke  up  the  ice,  bringiu 
from  the  bed  of  the  river  a  large  amount  of  niiil 
refuse.  Another  explosion  took  place  ou  the  ni^'L: 
of  the  nth  April,  and  ice  14  inches  thick  coveruii,- 
an  area  of  1,.jOO  feet  was  thrown  up  and  brukn 
iuto  small  pieces. 

To  remove  the  saw-dust  and  mil!  refuse  from  t!w 
river,  or  a  portion  of  same,  by  dredging,  is  a  moa 
difficult  problem  to  solve.  Where  it  is  locisr  > 
dredge  bucket  cannot  pick  it  up,  and  where  it  haf 
become  matted  together  it  would  have  to  be  cut 
or  separated  by  explosives  before  being  dredge<l. 
But  even  if  it  were  easy  to  be  taken  out  of  th« 
river  where  could  it  be  deposited  T 

By  Hon.  Mr.  Scott : 

Q.  Have  you  had  any  experience  as  to  the  effect 
of  saw-dust  in  other  localities? — A.  No. 

Q.  I  understood  that  you  had  made  some  exaroia- 
ation  at  Spanish  River  ? — A.  I  received  some  in- 
formation when  I  was  making  inquiries  respectinz 
the  river  here.  I  was  in  CoTlingw  ood  some  littli 
time  ago  and  a  gentleman  there  told  me  that  at 
Spanish  River,  Byng  Inlet  and  Serpent  Riv«r, 
where  they  have  large  mills  they  found  it  alukjst 
impossible  to  work  them.  The  men  after  going 
there  took  typhoid  fever  and  the  doctors  in  tlie 
vicinity  say  tnat  it  is  attributable  to  the  gassts 
arising  from  the  decomposed  saw-dust.  If  you  take 
a  stake  and  push  it  down  through  three  or  fnur 
feet  of  water  just  below  Kettle  Island,  and  pull  ii 
up  quickly  you  will  see  the  gas  bubbling  up,  and 
the  smell  arising  from  where  we  took  the  boring 
was  something  unbearable  at  times. 

By  Hon.  Mr.  Clemow  : 

Q.  Have  any  of  these  samples  been  analysed  S- 
A.  No. 

Q.  Are  you  aware  of  any  method  of  destroying 
the  saw-dust  ? — A.  No. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  mechanical  means  by 
which  it  could  l)e  utilized  or  burnt?— A.  It  it 
burnt  at  other  mills.     At  Mr.  Edwards's  mills  tai 
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II  tlie  South  Nation  River  it  i«  burut,  and  I  have 
eeii  all  the  mill  refuse  burnt  at  the  mills  at  Mid- 
tixl,  \V axibanshene,  Penetanguishenc  and  other 
Aiices. 

Q.  At  Kilwanla'g  mils  they  consume  all  the  saw- 
lust? — A.  Yes,  and  at  the  mills  on  the  South 
Sation  River. 

Q.  \)o  you  think  that  the  hogging  machine  is  a 
letrinient;  rather  than  an  advantage  ? — A.  I  <lo,  most 
:\eci(\eilly. 

Q.  Some  years  ago  it  was  considered  an  advan- 
l&ge  ? —  A.  It  is  no  advantage.  Tlie  wood  being 
broken  up,  of  course  it  Incomes  water-logged 
({ nicker  and  sinks  to  the  bottom  where  it  becomes 
u  perfect  mattress. 

Q.  I  suppose  in  course  of  time,  when  these  bays 
are  filletl  up,  the  refuse  most  naturally  goes  into 
the  channel? — A.  There  is  no  other  place  for  it  to 

a"- 

Q.  Ultimately  the  whole  channel  must  be  filled 
up  ? — A.  In  a  few  years'  time  there  would  be  no 
navigation  of  the  river. 

Q.  I  understand  that  the  water  was  very  low 
last  year  ? — A.  Yes,  very  low^our  feet  ten  inches 
above  the  sill  at  the  lower  lock  of  the  Rideau 
Canal. 

Q.  You  had  an  opportunity  of  judging  of  the 
chanvcter  of  that  saw-dust  and  you  say  that  the 
smell  emanating  from  it  was  so  obnoxious  that  you 
-could  hardly  stand  it  ? — A.  It  was  very  obnoxious. 
Q.  An<l  injurious  to  health  ? — A.  Yes,  I  know 
the  eflTect  it  bad  on  myself. 

y.  You  can  speak  of  it  from  your  personal  ex- 
perience ? — A.  Yes.  When  our  boring  tools  would 
-come  up,  the  sickening  smell  would  be  so  great 
that  at  times  I  had  to  go  to  the  stern  of  the  vessel. 
Q.  Then  you  became  actually  ill?— A.  Yes. 
Q.  Had  it  the  same  effect  on  others  ? — A.  Some 
of  the  men  on  board  suffered  the  same  way. 

Now  here  is  another  gentleman,  Mr. 
Brophy  who  was  employed  by  the  govern- 
ment on  this  place  for  a  great  many  years 
and  has  charge  of  the  works  above  Ottawa : 

Q.  How  long  has  he  been  employed  in  the  de' 
partment?— A.  Since  1873. 

Q.  Before  the  mills  were  erected  ? — A.  No,  since 
then. 

Q.  Y'ou  know  nothing  a^"  to  the  river  prior  to 
the  erection  of  the  mills  ? — A.  No. 

Q.  You  have  examined  the  river  from  time  to 
time,  I  Iwlieve? — A.  Yes,  I  have  been  up  and  down 
the  river  pretty  often. 

Q.  Have  you  observed  the  effect  of  the  saw-dust  ? 
— A.  I  think  the  saw-dust  and  mill  refuse  are  con- 
stantly accumulating  and  encroaching  on  the  river 
channel.  I  have  never  made  any  survey  as  Mr. 
Gray  has  done,  but  I  know  from  my  own  observa- 
tion that  the  mill  refuse  has  accumulated  at  certain 
points. 

Q.  Will  you  speak  as  to  these  points  ? — A.  For 
instance,  in  these  bays  that  Mr,  Gray  speaks  of — 
McKay's  Bay,  anil  Black  Bay  further  down,  and 
all  on  that  side  of  the  river,  I  know  the  saw-dust  is 
accumulating  constantly,  and  it  is  accumulating  in 
the  Oatineau  around  the  government  booms.  In 
18*4  we  had  to  put  dredges  on  to  diedgeouta 
channel.  We  found  a  very  large  quantity  of  saw- 
dust and  this  stuff  from  the  hogging  machines  iind 
slabs,  all  interlaced  and  very  ditiicult  to  move.    So 


much  so  that  in  many  places  we  have  to  turn  the 
dredge  around  and  just  force  the  stuff  up  to  the 
side  and  let  it  remain  there. 

Q.  At  the  entrance  to  the  locks,  you  understand 
about  the  accumulation  there  ? — A.  Yes. 

Q.  Erom  your  ol)servation  there  is  a  great  deal 
of  accumulation  of  saw-dust  and  refuse  lessening 
the  depth  of  the  water  in  those  places  that  you 
mention  ? — A.  Yes  ;  at  one  particular  point  1  hail 
charge  of  the  dredging  one  year — I  think  it  was  in 
1876 — across  Green  Shoals,  and  we  found  the  saw- 
dust and  slabs  all  interlaced  there  with  the  layers 
of  sand  as  we  did  the  dredging — that  was  about  4 
or  5  feet  down — and  the  pilots  at  that  time  and 
the  Ixiatmen  all  said  that  the  saw-dust  and  slal>s 
were  accumulating  gradually  and  closing  up  the 
channels.  There  was  undoubted  proof  of  it  there 
at  that  particular  place,  because  we  had  to  dredge 
it  out. 

Q.  What  place  is  that!— A.  Below  Kettle 
Island^ Way's  Shoals. 

By  Hon.  Mr.  Clemow  : 

Q.  Is  the  channel  shallow  at  that  point  ?-"A.  No  ; 
but  it  had  filled  up.  The  pilots  on  the  boats  at 
that  time  claimed  that  it  had  filled  up  there  and 
they  could  not  use  it,  and  they  crossed  to  the  north 
channel,  but  they  preferred  the  other,  and  we 
dredged  it  out. 

Q.  They  could  not  use  that  channel  ? — A.  They 
could  not  use  it  until  it  was  dredged  out. 

Q.  Have  you  noticed  those  offensive  gases  that 
Mr.  Gray  spoke  of? — A.  Yes,  1  have  often  noticed 
that  when  boating,  and  when  we  were  dredging 
it  was  unendurable.  The  refuse  will  often  come 
up  almost  dry  and  mouhliug. 

Q.  You  know  that  there  was  a  great  deal  of 
sickness  here  last  fall  ? — A.    Yes. 

Q.  Do  you  know  that  it  was  attributed  to  the 
gases  coming  from  the  decomposed  saw-dust  ? — A. 
There  have  been  a  great  many  theories  about  that. 

Q.  In  boating  on  the  river  have  you  observed 
this  gas  rising? — A.  Yes,  I  have  seen  the  explo- 
sions, as  they  call  them. 

Q.  And  when  not  boating  you  have  observed  the 
odour  of  the  gas  ? — A.  Yes,  when  dredging. 

Q.  If  you  were  near  one  of  those  explosions, 
such  as  yon  have  seen,  would  you  be  in  danger  ? 
— A.  I  have  never  seen  but  one  that  would  upset  a 
small  Imat ;  that  was  at  the  foot  of  that  island,  but 
the  smell  is  unbearable. 

Q.  Mr.  Arnoldi  said  yesterday  that  he  had  seen 
explosions  that  would  destroy  the  "Peerless"  if 
one  of  them  had  occurred  when  she  was  passing 
over  it  ? — A.  I  have  no  doubt  of  it. 

Now  I  will  give  you  the  evidence  of  Mr. 
Arnoldi,  late  engineer  of  the  Public  Works 
Department,  whose  business  it  was  to  navi- 
gate this  river  for  many  years — a  man  well 
skilled  in  navigation  and  a  competent 
authority.  He  gives  us  information  which 
I  think  will  be  satisfactorily  received  by 
this  House : 

Q.  Yon  are  mechanical  engineer  of  the  Public 
Works  Department  ?— A.  Yes,  and  I  am  also 
superintendent  of  dredging  for  Ontario  and  Quebec. 

Q.  You  are  well  acquainted  with  the  Ottawa 
River?— A.   Yes;   I  have  been   travelling   on  the 
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Ottawa  on  the  dreilgiug  service  since  1879,  and  be- 
fore that  on  ray  own  account  as  well. 

Q.  Can  you  give  us  your  experience  with  refer- 


two  to  four  feet  above  the  low  water  level  act  ■■  ■ 
extended  I  think  fully  aix  or  seven  humirt-i  :-: 
down  stream  from  the  isianil  with  a  proporti 


ence  to  this  river  from  the  time  j'ou  first  knew  it  |  width.     This  was  a  sufficieiit  obstruction  toiu 
up  to  the  present  time  ?     You  were  here  before  the  i  gation  that  many  boats  grounded  on  it^     The  l-r 
mills  were  erected  ! — A.  No,  not  before,  exitctly.   1 1  carelessness  in  following  their  channel  won!d  er'.. 
have  been  residing  in  Ottawa  since  the  year  1866  ;  I  a  vessel  on  that  shoal.      I  was    on  it  myself.  >: 
from  the  year   1869  I   have   been   living  on   the  {  Gilraour's  yacht  was  on  it,  and  other  veseel"  ph.-., 
Ottawa  front,   in  the  proximity  of  Rear  Street,  i  on  the  river  have  been  on  it. 

commanding  a  full  view  of  the  river,  and  since  1873  I  Q.  Did  the  island  cause  accumulation  ai  ti.' 
I  have  been  living  on  the  very  brink  of  the  river.  '  point  ? — A.  I  ascribe  this  accumulation  as  "*:■,• 
When  I  first  knew  the  river,  the  portion  where  I  formed  by  the  strong  current  coming  down  m  L.. 
the  water  works  now  discharges,  what  was  called  water  and  washing  out  the  bays  in  the  vicinity 
Cockburn  Bay  in  olden  times,  it  was  in  its  natural  Wherever  yon  have  an  island  or  any  ob«triii;>: 
state — mud  to  the  water's  edge,  and  a  i-esort  for  i  in  a  rapid  current  it  forma  an  eddj'  and  the  rt'.- 
pleasure  excursions,  row  boats,  picnics  and  things  settles  in  the  dead  water.  In  the  year  1S87  &i .-  • 
of  that  kind.  There  was  no  possible  obstruction  water,  it  was  very  much  lower  than  in  l"*^  i 
at  that  time  to  the  free  navigation  of  the  river  for  think  it  was  the  lowest  water  we  have  had  foric-rtT 
small  boats.  years — this  shoal  had  practically  disappeareti  f:>c 

Q.  Was  that  below  the  falls  ? — A.  Yes,  below  i  observation.  I  did  not  run  over  the  groonii  »•  I 
the  falls.  It  is  what  is  called  Cockburn  Bay.  I  was  very  busy,  but  I  think  the  greater  p»rti'.c  < 
There  was  no  obstruction  to  small  boat«  in  any  |  the  shoal  had  entirely  disappeared  to  a  trr-s 
shape  or  form,  and  this  clear  water  navigation  ex- 1  limit  of  depth  showing  that  the  mill  refuse  i?  o' 
tended  all  the  way  up  Bingham's  Creek  to  the  i  permanent  when  it  forms  a  shoal — tJiat  it  «'>■ 
rapids,  and  the  place  now  called  Ratt^'s  boathouse    move  accoriling  to  the  state  of  the  water  and  r 


was  also  a  great  resort  for  small  l)oats,  aod  I  never 
saw  any  difficulty  in  using  any  of  those  places  for 
boats  to  go  in  and  out  of. 

By  the  Hon.  Mr.  Botsford  : 
Q.  Please  explain  where  Ratte's boat-house  is  ? — 
A.  It  is  the  bay  where  the  "  Peerless  "  wharf  is.  It 
is  the  eastern  edge  of  Major's  Hill.  From  the  year 
1866  the  destruction  there  from  saw -dust  and  mill 
refuse  has  been  gradually  increasing,  until  it  is 
now  almost  impossible  to  navigate  that  bay  in  a 
small  l)oat,  and  I  am  under  the  firm  belief  that  this 
ol>struction  extends  almost  the  whole  way  down 
the  river,  cropping  gi-adually  into  all  the  bays.  Of 
late  years  I  have  had  more  to  do  with  deep  craft 
boats,  like  tugs  and  dredges.  I  have  the  manage- 
ment of  all  the  Government  dredges,  and  we  have 
had  sometimes  great  difiicultv  in  getting  over  the 
bars  in  the  river  from  want  of  water,  especially  at 


other  localities  to  deposit  itself  in.  I  am  at 
aware  that  the  bay  at  the  mouth  of  the  Ri.'.f». 
Canal  between  Major'«  Hill  and  Barrack's  Hii!  < 
so  filled  with  mill  diJbris  that  it  is  almost  impo?«{'  t 
to  navigate  there  at  a  low  water.  It  is  a  pisirii^r 
obstruction  and  the  material  is  of  such  a  iiatim 
that  it  cannot  be  removed  by  ordinary  drtticL,' 
plant.  Special  appliances  will  have  t«  be  iic 
structed  to  remove  that  deposit  or  any  other  ■'- 
posit  of  mill  refuse. 

Q.  You  say  it  cannot  be  removed  by  ortlinuT 
dredging  plant  ?-A.  No,  you  have  got  to  havt  >f-. 
cial  arrangements,  becaune  a  dredging  tug  b>u>  jut 
a  big  scoop  and  there  is  teeth  in  it  for  hani  pa.-t- 
ing,  and  if  you  put  that  down  into  mill  refuse  aii'l 
it  comes  against  a  slab  it  is  stuffed  and  stick5  'C 
the  teeth.  Then  when  you  start  it  again  and  jX- 
the  stuff  into  a  backet  you  cannot  dump  it  It  wi'tl 


the  Blanche,  opposite  Rockliffe.  In  the  vicinity  of  i  be  a  scientific  problem  how  to  take  that  stuff  ••ct 
RockUffe,  and  down  to  the  mouth  of  the  Liivre,  j  Another  difficulty  which  will  be  atten.laut  on  tli? 
there  are  very  large  deposits  of  mill  refuse.  I  might  |  removal  of  this  mill  refuse,  differing  from  the  onil- 
give  you  a  kind  of  recital  of  what  I  know  merely  nary  dredging  in  the  channel  of  a  river,  is  in  tbt 
in  a  casual  way,  because  I  have  never  made  a  sjje-  |  dredging  of  orfliuary  earth  in  clay  or  grivel  orwici 
cial  soundings  of  the  river.  I  am  speaking  as  a  |  natural  deposits,  you  can  dump  it  into  scorn  rr 
navigator.  Do  not  confound  my  evidence  m  any  i  you  can  throw  it  on  the  banks  if  von  are  ae^r 
way   with  a  report,  or    examination    which    has    enough  to  do  it,  and  that  is  the  end  of  it.  In  reptni 


recently  been  made  from  a  civil  engineering  point 
of  view.  At  the  foot  of  what  is  called  Pine  Tree 
Island,  as  well  as  I  can  find  out  from  inquiry,  at 
the  time  of  the  survey  by  M  r.  Walter  Shanly,  I 
think  it  was  in  1859,  it  was  reported  to  me  that 
there  was  39  feet  of  water  below  that  island  ;  anil 
in  the  year  1866  a  shoal  of  saw-dust  and  mill  refuse 
stood  out  of  the  water  on  that  same  spot,  probably 
4  feet. 

By  the  Chairman  : 
Q.  At  what  season  of  the  year  ? — A.  It  does  not 


to  working  it  by  scows  the  scows  when  loadeil  »n 
towed  off  to  deep  water  and  emptied  there,  forai- 
ing  no  obstruction  to  navigation  ;  whereas  in  il  t 
case  of  mill  refuse  it  has  all  got  to  be  taken  t'Ui'n 
somewhere,  and  an  apparatus  con9tructe<l  for  hon- 
ing it,  which  is  going  to  be  a  very  expensive  oper»- 
tion.  It  will  take  some  time  to  dry  the  material  to 
such  a  condition  as  will  allow  it  to  be  burnt.  Far 
ther  than  that,  in  a  river  like  the  Ottawa  where 
you  get  high  freshets  there  is  a  great  ileal  of  aaint 
and  silt,  and  ground  up  gravel  and  one  thing  and 


make  any  matter  what  season  of  the  year  or  con-  i  another  which  gets  mixed  with  the  saw  dust  laA 
dition  of  the  river  ;  liecause  you  take  the  maximum  i  which  prevents  it  from  being  of  a  very  combn!«iW<- 
depth  of  water  39  feet.  |  nature.  In  fivct  I  see  no  way  at  all  to  get  the  staff 

y.  Was  it  at  high  water  ? — A.  The  information  |  lifted  from  the  bottom  or  getting  rid  of  it  excti* 
I  had  in  1859  was  that  there  wiu  ,39  feet  of  water  I  by  this  burning  process  or  by  carting  it  intovalle\» 
there  in  high  water.  I  am  giving  that  39  feet  as  i  or  guUeys.  It  nas  to  l>e  handled  on  shore.  It  tan- 
tbe  best  information  I  could  get  about  it.  At  the  >  not  be  got  rid  of  in  the  water  by  dredging.  I 
low  water  in  1866,  as  near  as  I  could  calculate  the  I  should  estimate  the  cost  of  handling,  that  by  iht 
thing,  a  shoal  <d  mill  refuse  was  standing  out  from  1  time  you  are  finished  with   it  at  ten  times  tk; 
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FVinoimt  of  ordinary  dredgiug.  A  year  ago,  and  also 
three  years  ago  the  navigation  of  the  River  Gati- 
neiiu  within  a  mile  of  the  mouth  where  ii  adjoins 
't'hic  Ottawa  was  so  obetracted  that  barges  loading 
i«.t  Gilmuur's  mills  could  not  be  taken  either  up  or 
<lowrn.  They  could  be  taken  up  light,  but  the  tow 
>  >oat  that  had  to  take  them  could  not  go  and  bring 
t  Vveni  down  loaded  from  the  piling  grounds.  Con- 
»se<iuently,  the  Department  of  Public  Works  hail  to 
tiredge  there  on  both  those  occasions  to  open  a 
l>a88a.ge  for  the  lumber  tra<le. 

By  Honorable  Mr.  Botaford  : 

Q.    Were  those  obstructions  caused  by  the  refuse 

from  the  mills  above  here  ?  A.  I  am  coming  right 

to    that.     In   the  course  of   the   progress  of  this 

dredging  I  frequently  examined  the  material  taken 

from   the  bottom,  and  I  find  it  to  be  a  mixture  of 

ground  granite  and  sand  and  sawdust,  &c.,  from 

the  mills.     I  showed  it  to  Mr.  Gilmour,  one  of  the 

uppliuants  for  the  dredging,  as  he  was  the  only  one 

interested    in    this    navigation,    and    he    had   to 

acknowledge  that  there  was  a  good  deal  of  mill 

atuflf  iu  it.     These  obstructions  without  any  doubt 

at  all,  are  merely  and  purely  from  the  mills  a)»ve 

on  the  Gatineau.     Of  course  it  must  be  admitted  at 

the  same  time  that  a  raging  torrent,  such  as  the 

Gatineau   is,   for    miles    and    miles    brings  down 

lx)uld«  rs  with  the  ice,  and  they  grind  agamst  each 

other  and  make  the  most  beautiful  sand   in    the 

■world.    For  building  sand  it  could  not  be  excelled. 

No  doubt  a  great  deal  of  that  is  attributable  to  the 

spring  freshets  coming  through  this  every  rapid 

river. 

Q.  Mixed  with  sawdust  ?  A.  Yes,  to  a  certain 
extent.  In  some  places  we  would  get  pure  sand 
and  then  the  next  yard  or  so  we  would  get  o|)  to  a 
mixture  of  sand  and  sawdust. 

Q.  That  came  down  from  Gilmonr's  mills  ?  A. 
certainly. 

Q.  Do  they  grind  their  slabs  there  ?   A.  I  think 
they  put  them  through  the  "  hog."    Any  oliserver 
going  up  the  Gatineau  River  just  above  the  rail- 
way bridge — a  few  hundred  feet  or  so,  will  see  a 
large  shoal  right  in  the  middle  of  the  river  extend- 
ing probably  four  or  five  feet  over  the  level  of  the 
water  composed  entirely  of  mill  refuse.     There  is 
a  channel  on  either  side  and  in  the  middle  is  this 
great  amount   of  mill    refuse.     It    includes   also 
stumps  and   roots  and  sticks  and  one  thing  and 
another,  and  keeps  enlarging  year  by  year.     In  all 
rivers  where  there  is  a  flow  of  silt  and  freshets  if 
you  stick  a  walking  stick  into  the  channel  the  silt ' 
will  form  a  shoal  iu  a  few  days.     Near  the   mouth  ' 
of  the  Gatineau  there  are  a  large  number  of  piers 
for  tying  booms  to,  and  Iwyond  everyone  of  those 
piers  yon  will  see  a  large  shoal  just  as  I  explained 
just  now  iu  the  eddy  of  the  current.     I  have  seen 
ten  or  twelve  feet  of  water  right  along  on  one  side 
of  the  pier  and  by  going  around  to  the  other  edge 
of  it  you  would  find  a  shoal  dry  out  of  the  water. 
Of  course  the  great  argument  with  the  lum)>er  men 
is  that  the  main  channel  of  the  river  is  not  obs- 
tructed by  sawdust.     I  will  admit  that  to  a  very 
great  extent  but  that  is  not  the  question.     That  is 
their  way  of  defending  themselves  but  it  does  not 
settle  tne  question  at  all.     Vou  take  a  river  in- 
dented   with   liays  along   its  Innks.     The    great 
stream  runs  dow  u  the  centre.     As  the  water  runs 
it  carries  with  it  in  a  floating  state  the  silt,  sand, 
sawdust  .md  mill  refuse.     Of  course  they  will  not 
stand  in  the  main  channel.    They  slide  off  into  the 


bays  where  the  current  forms  an  eddy.  In  some 
of  those  bays  you  will  find  20  or  30  feet  of  silt  and 
sawdust.  Therefore  the  reason  why  the  channel 
is  getting  shallower  on  the  whole  route  on  the 
river  is  because  the  sawdust  and  mill  refuse  has 
taken  up  the  space  that  nature  provides  for  the 
silt  to  settle  in.  The  sand  being  heavier  than  the 
sawdust  it  remains  in  the  bottom  of  the  channel 
and  the  sawdust  floats  into  the  bays  where  it  sinks. 
The  main  channel  is  thus  obstructed  by  the  natural 
silt  of  the  river  because  the  sawdust  Oils  the  place 
that  nature  intended  for  the  silt  to  be  de{>osited  in. 

Q.  When  the  bays  get  all  fille<l  up  with  sawdust 
what  will  become  of  this  other  stuff  ?  A.  It  is 
lodging  in  the  channel  now.  The  bays  are  nearly 
filled  with  mill  refuse  now.  You  ask  me  what  will 
1>ecome  of  the  river  after  the  l>ays  are  all  filled  up. 
I  believe  that  after  the  bays  are  all  filled  up  the 
river  will  become  a  sort  of  road  bed  for  a  railway 
or  something  of  that  kind — it  will  not  be  navigable. 
The  lumbermen  will  tell  you  plainly  that  there  is 
nothing  in  the  channel  and  they  are  quite  right. 
The  mill  refuse  will  not  stay  there  ;  but  the  river 
from  the  time  you  leave  Ottawa  until  you  reach 
(irenville  is  interspersed  with  islands  and  the 
consequence  is  the  water  is  throw*n  from  one  side 
to  the  other  forming  eddies  into  which  the  saw-  just 
is  gathered  and  it  is  filling  up  all  the  little  bays. 
There  is  a  very  large  shoal  at  the  mouth  of  the 
Li^vre  where  it  was  once  deep  water  and  now  yon 
cannot  run  a  skiff  in.  Below  Government  House 
here  at  the  city  the  8<jnare  timber  men  used  to 
Imnd  up  ihe  rafts  in  the  liays  ;  now  there  is  al>out 
thirty  feet  of  sawdust  there  standing  out  of  the 
water.  The  bays  all  the  way  down  are  filled  in 
that  way.  When  you  ascend  the  Liivre  River  a 
few  miles,  and  at  Buckingham  there  are  large 
mills,  the  refuse  from  which  is  thrown  into  the 
river.  Then  when  you  get  down  to  Petite  Nation 
yon  find  the  Edwards  mills  ;  and  they  bum  to  a 
certain  extent  their  refuse  and  are  doing  very 
fairly.  At  North  Nation  there  is  a  l>ay  there, 
also  a  mill,  and  when  you  get  to  Montebello  there 
are  mills  again  on  both  sides  of  the  river,  all  con- 
tributing their  share  to  the  refuse  that  is  filling  up 
the  bays.  At  the  mouth  of  the  South  Nation  we 
had  to  dredge  last  summer  on  a  shoal  of  this 
stuff.  We  have  also  had  to  dredge  the  month  of 
the  Salmon  River,  three  miles  below  the  .\Ionte- 
bello  River  to  let  cordwood  barges  in.  I  admit 
that  we  dredge  sand  there,  but  the  shoal  is  the 
result  of  the  natural  bays  of  the  river  l>eing  taken 
up  by  sawdust  and  slabs.  When  you  get  down 
to  L'Orignal  wharf  there  is  about  six  miles  of  a  run 
there,  and  if  you  do  not  keep  the  lights  exactly 
right  you  will  surely  go  ashore.  The  shoals  in  the 
channels  there  are  pure  sand,  and  there  is  where 
the  natural  freshet  silt  is  coming  to,  it  is  coming 
down  the  channel  and  depositing  itself  in  the 
middle  of  the  river  instead  of  going  into  its  natural 
receptacle,  the  l>ays.  You  might  have  that  sand 
shoaled  there  without  a  mill  on  the  river  however. 

Another  large  shoal  has  formed  in  front  of  the 
Grenville  Canal,  and  you  have  to  hug  the  north 
shore  very  closely  through  a  narrow  channel  to 
get  into  the  canal.  That  shoal  is  pure  sand,  but 
it  is  formed  there  to  a  great  extent  by  not  having 
any  chance  to  be  deposited  elsewhere,  the  bays 
having  been  filled  up  with  saw-dust. 
By  Hon.  Mr.  Botsford  : 

Q.  Then,  according  to  that,   if   there   were  no 
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mills  on  the  river,  the  silt  would  (ill  up  all    those 
bays  which  are  now  filled  with  saw-dust  ? — A.  Yea, 
but  that  would  take  centuries. 
By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  And  there  would  be  no  dltficulty  in  dredging 
it  ? — A.  No,  an  ordinary  dredge  such  as  the  gov- 
ernment use  will  lift  all  sand  or  mud  such  as  the 
Ottawa  river  is  coniposed  of,  from  400  to  700  cubic 
jards  per  day.  Now,  if  she  took  out  of  that  saw- 
dust 100  yards  a  day,  I  think  she  would  be  doing 
very  well.  The  first  cost  would  be,  a  tug  conld 
only  do  20  per  cent  of  what  she  could  do  in  ordin- 
ary dredging ;  then  the  next  cost  is  that  it  is 
almost  impossible  to  get  rid  of  this  saw-dust  and 
mill  refuse  after  you  have  it  dredged.  It  would 
have  to  be  thrown  into  scows,  and  carted  on  shore 
and  dried  and  burned,  or  filled  into  gullies,  which 
would  cause  an  enormous  amount  of  handling. 
Bight  in  the  middle  of  Cockburn's  Bay  here  below 
the  city,  the  shoal  stands  right  out  of  the  water 
now.  It  is  right  in  front  of  my  own  house,  and  I 
see  there  is  another  shoal  which  has  been  forming 
for  years  on  the  opposite  side  of  the  river,  which 
is  also  appearing  above  the  water. 

Q.  You  think  if  no  steps  were  taken  to  provide 
a  remedy,  the  evil  will  go  on  increasing  until  the 
river  becomes  useless  ? — A.  The  channel  will  be- 
come so  contracted  that  it  will  not  l)e  navigable. 
Of  course  when  you  shut  the  channel  of  a  river  up 
it  will  begin  to  scour  and  find  another  channel. 
The  channel  will  frequrntly  change  like  in  the 
Mississippi,  and  the  shoals  will  shift  from  one 
place  to  another.  The  floating  refuse  as  it  appears 
to  the  eye  on  the  surface  of  the  water,  all  depends 
upon  the  wind  as  to  which  direction  it  will  take. 
It  may  l>e  all  on  the  north  shore  for  perhaps  a 
week  or  a  fortnight,  and  the  wind  will  turn  to 
either  north  or  north-west,  and  it  will  blow  it  all 
to  the  south  side,  and  a  certain  proportion  of  it  is 
carrie<l  down  the  middle  of  the  river  to  some  of 
the  shoals  or  bays. 

Q.  Is  there  any  difficulty  in  getting  rid  of  the 
saw-dust  at  the  mills  without  throwing  it  into  the 
river  ? — A.  There  in  no  mechanical  difficulty  at  all 
in  providing  means  for  getting  rid  of  saw-dust. 
The  fact  of  the  sunken  saw  dust  and  mill  refuse 
being  a  permanent  obstruction  wherever  it  is  depo- 
sited in  the  river,  is  well  known.  The  late  Horace 
Merrill,  tuperintendent  of  the  Ottawa  River  Works 
in  his  lifetime,  and  who  had  as  much  experience  on 
the  river  as  most  men  have  had,  told  me  that  he 
had  dug  up  saw-dust  it  had  been  down  forty  years, 
without  the  slightest  sign  of  rot  in  it.  From  my 
own  personal  observation,  in  dredging  at  Shannon- 
ville,  I  have  seen  the  dredge  take  up  saw-dust  from 
the  bar  at  the  mouth  of  the  river.although  a  saw 
mill  had  not  been  on  the  river  for  thirty  years. 
Before  retiring  from  this  part  of  my  duty,  I  want 
to  put  in  something  that  perhaps  has  not  struck 
anylxKly  as  l)eing  important,  and  which  I  consider 
to  be  one  of  the  most  important  facts  against  the 
saw-dust  nuisance  that  nas  ever  been  brought  to 
notice.  As  I  have  told  you,  I  live  right  over  the 
«liff,  and  from  my  own  window  while  dressing,  I 
'Can  see  the  barges  and  the  cribs  and  the  saw-dust 
and  refuse  coming  down.  Now,  a  thing  that 
demands  the  most  serious  attention,  perhaps  more 
serious  than  anything  else  is  the  danger  that  is 
arising  from  the  saw -dust  deposits.  These  piles  of 
saw-dust  in  the  bottom  of  the  river  generate  a  gas 
which  produce  explosions  by  which  tne  "  Peerless  " 


might  be  broken  to  atoms.  I  have  seen  thret-  ti; 
sions  a  week  occur  in   front  of  my    own   hoo*. 
have  seen  a  barge  thrown    clear  up    on   top  -i  i 
water  by  au  explosion  of  this  kinain   front  ci  i. 
house.     In  proof  of  the  danger  of  these  exfju*'-. 
there  is  a  shipyard  on  the  Hall  side,    oppr*ite  •_ 
steamboat  wharf,  and  in  the  counse  of  my  iiutitj ; 
have   used  th»t  ship-yard   for   wintering  goT.-r 
meiit  vessels.  About  four  or  five  years  ago,  di.r. .. 
the  winter,  when  the  ice  was  a  couple  of  feet  tl--.. 
I  crossed  over  to  Htdl  by  the    regular    in«ii:  :-i 
across  the  ice,  say  on  Thursday,  and  the  vervr-v 
day,  in  the  middle  of  the  river,  the   whole   of  tt  ' 
I  ice  was  blown  up  for  about  two  acres — brukeoi  i 
I  atoms,  right  over  the  very  route  the  steamer  cr<— 
I  when    coming    in    with    her    passengers.      Tbi— 
I  explosions  you  may  have  at  any  moment  i«  lii 
river.     Now,  to  continue  the  statement  abott  t . 
I  ice,  the  broken  ice  froze  together  again  soliii.  »• . 
I  withina  weekortendaysit  blewupagainin  tiieMT: 
place.     That  is  the  most  extraordinarj-  port  of  :: 
One  would  have  thought  that  the  gas  had  beer  £■' 
!  rid  of  by  the  first  explosion,  but  such  was  not  t.. 
I  case.     I  apprehend  that  souie  very  aerinns  accidvr' 
{  will  arise  from  these  spontaneous  explosions.    I 
I  cannot  say  how  far  down  the  river  these  expk»i'  v 
j  occur,  but  I  know  that  from  the  proximity  ni  -hr 
I  Queen's  Wharf  to  the  discharge  from  the  city  watt.-- 
works,  they  may  be  expected  at  any  moroeot, »: 
I  any  hour  of  the  day,  or  any  season  of  the  year,  be 
I  probably  most  in  summer.     You  can  imagine  tobt- 
I  selves  what  a  tremendous  deposit  there  mitst  ir 
\  from   those   mills.     I   thiuk  that   it   is   the  ti.i><t 
[  serious  aspect  of  the  whole  thing.     Of  course,  frcai 
the  obstruction  of  the  river  is  a  commercial  I-*-- 
but  the  danger  of  life  is  still  more  serious.     Tt< 
stench  that  arises  from  the  river  after  those  "• 
I  plosions  is  terrible.     It  comes  from  the  fennents- 
I  tion  of  this  mass  of  organic  matter.     Of  course,  the 
I  Ottawa  water  contains  a  large  amount  of  vegetnUr 
I  and  chemical  matter  in  suspension,  and  when  it  > 
1  deposited  with  the  saw-dust  and  other  refuse,  tit 
I  fermentation  of  the  mass  creates  this  gas.     TTierr 
]  is  another  point  worthy  of  consideration.     Even 
I  steamboat  that  navigates  the  river  has  to  t*ke  il» 
I  supply  of  water  for  the  l>oiler  from  l>elow  the  water 
I  line.     They  put  in  a  pipe  with  a  rose  at  the  en^i  iv 
I  prevent  any   foreign  material  from  entering  th« 
{  pipe,  but  it  is  with  the  greatest  difficulty  ttufy 
j  keep  their  pumps  in  working  order  in  the  »-icinit_v 
I  of  Ottawa,  owing  to  the  saw-dust.     In  navigatiiu 
I  the  Ottawa  myself,  I  have  always  to  run  out«i<i« 
of  the  floating  sawdust  to  avoid  getting  the  pump* 
choked.     Sometimes  in  navigating  the  river  it  U 
like  going  through  porridge  from  6  inches  to  a  i<vA 
thick,   according    to   the    pressure  of   the   wis'i 
Sometimes  you  have  got  t-o  go  through  it  ;  yon  uui 
not    avoid   it,   because  the   water   is    so  shallo* 
outside  of  the  channel. 

Then  Robert  Surtees,  city  engineer  of  the 
city  of  Ottawa  was  called  and  states : 

Q.  You  are  city  engineer  of  this  city  ? — .\.  I  »ni 
water  works  engineer  at  present.  I  have  been  citj 
engineer  for  the  past  twelve  years. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  lived  in  this  part  of  the 
country  ? — A.  About  twenty-eight  years  in  Se»' 
I  Edinburgh  and  Ottawa. 

I  Q.  Wfll  you  bckindenonghtogivethecommitti* 
I  any  information  you  have  respecting  this  aavduK 
I  matter  commencing  at  the  time  you  first  knov  the 


Digitized  by 


Google 


[JUNE  26,  1895] 


445 


i^-e^     and   following  it  np?— A.  There  are  only 

ui-t^a-in  parts  of  the  river  I  am  acquainted  with. 

"liere  is  the  second  bay  l)elow  New  Edinburgh  that 

Wiiow  most  alx)ut.     I  made  a  survey  of  that  river 

ro>-»  t  for  the  Mackay  estate  twenty-eight  years  ago, 

.tial    1  remember  that  bay  distinctly,  that  there  were 

>t<s  ordinary  water  plants  and  growth  along  the 

»«»>' — it  was  in  its  natnral  state  and  with  a  good  . 

lt.-i>th  of  water  in  it.  I  do  not  know  what  the  depth  | 

>f  tlie  deposit  of  sawdust  there  is  now,  but  I  know  | 

that  the  t«iy  is  filled  up  to  the  line  between  two ; 

l><>iiits,   and  there  is  a   very   large  accumulation.  ! 

There   is  an  eddy  which  works   up  towanls   the  i 

Kit leau  Falls  above  that  and  I  know  that  that  is 

1>eiii(;  rapidly  filling  up  also.    I  know  that  opposite 

tVie  inilU  in  Xew  Edinburgh  Iwatt  used  to  come  in 

tliere  at  all  stages  of  the  water  without  difficulty, 

iintl  I  now  Ijelieve  at  low  water  it  is  very  difficult 

f  «>r  them  to  come  in  at  all.  I 

Q.    You  have  seen  the  deposit  of  saw-dust  at  the 

foot  of  the  locks  ? — A.  Yes,  I  remeinl>er  a  few  years 

sv>;o  that  boats  oould  not  get  in  there  on  account  of 

the  sttw-dust  and  it  had  to  'je  dredged  out. 

Q.  Does  that  trouble  prevail  at  the  present  time  ? 
A.  Yes,  all  the  time,  especially  with  prevailing 
west  winds  when  the  sawdust  is  blown  in  there  in 
immense  ((uantities. 

Q.  Has  it  had  any  effect  on  the  water?— A.  As 
you  are  aware  we  have  had  ilifficulty  in  connection 
with  the  recent  epidemic  of  typhoid  fever  and  we 
have  had  analyses  made  of  the  water  and  the  anay- 
Kts  all  agree  that  it  came  fnjm  polution  of  the 
water  by  organic  matter,  bark,  saw-aust  and  sewage. 
Apart  from  that  the  water  is  pure. 

Q.  You  give  this  as  your  opinion  as  manager  of 
the  waterworks? — A.   Yes. 

Q.  Twenty -eight  years  ago  was  there  good  fishing 
in  the  river  ? — A.   \  es,  splendid  fish. 

Q.  What  kind  of  fish  ?— A.  Pickerel  principally. 
Q.  How  is  it  now?— A.  It  is  alxrat  five  years 
ago  since  I  fished  below  tne  Rideau  Falls  and  I  did 
not  get  any  there.  I  used  often  to  get  a  dozen  in 
the  evening  in  Ihe  first  bay  when  I  lived  below 
Xew  Kdinburgh. 

Q.  What  size  do  the  pickerel  grow  here  ? — A.  I 
have  got  them  three  pounds  in  weight,  but  they 
are  generally  from  6  to  9  inches  in  length.  Y'ou 
very  seldom  get  them  large.  I  have  seen  mahki- 
nonge  caught  below  the  falls  some  years  ago,  and 
pike. 

Q.  Do  you  know  the  river  from  the  Ottawa 
down  to  the  month  of  the  Oatineau  ? — A.  Yes ;  I 
see  that  the  island  opposite  Bank  .Street  has  been 
extended  down  the  river  some  hundre<:1s  of  feet  by 
sawdust,  and  the  channel  between  the  island  and 
the  Quebec  side  is  all  blocked  up  compared  with 
what  is  used  to  lie. 

Q.  Have  you  noticed  the  large  amount  of  saw- 
dust and  refuse  opposite  the  mill  which  used  to  be 
owned  by  Batson  &  Currier  ?— A.  Yes,  that  is  the 
channel  I  speak  of.  It  is  all  filled  up.  That  is  the 
island  opposite  Bank  Street. 

Q.  From  a  sanitary  point  of  view,  what  is  your 
opinion  of  the  effect  of  this  saw-dust  being  thrown 
in  the  river  ?  A.  I  do  not  think  it  can  be  good.  I 
think  it  wonld  be  a  scientific  question  for  analysts. 
I  know  the  smell  of  it  is  bad.  We  have  not  got  it 
quite  as  bad  above  as  it  is  below. 

Q,  Can  you  give  us  any  idea  as  to  the  best 
means  of  getting  rid  of  these  accumulations  and 
preventing  farther  obstructions  of  the  same  kind  ? 


— A.  There  would  be  no  difficulty  in  burning  the 
refuse. 

Q.  But  as  to  the  present  deposit? — A.  That  is 
another  matter.  It  is  quite  a  problem  what  to  do 
with  it.  It  is  not  dry  enough  to  bum.  Y'ou  cannot 
take  it  up  the  same  as  sand ;  it  would  require 
special  appliances  to  dredge  it.  I  saw  the  diffi- 
culty they  hail  in  dealing  with  it  at  the  foot  of  the 
locks.  They  had  to  get  a  special  arrangement  to 
pull  it  out  into  the  current  and  let  it  float  away. 
Of  course  that  wonld  go  to  some  other  place  further 
down  the  river.  They  tried  to  take  up  the  stuff 
but  they  could  not  dredge  it. 

Q.  I  presume  it  could  be  done  ? — A.  Y'es,  it  could 
be  done,  but  it  would  cost  a  good  deal  of  money. 

Q.  Are  you  aware  of  any  means  which  couh!  be 
adopted  to  prevent  further  depositing  of  saw-dust 
and  mill  refuse  in  the  river? — A..  It  could  be  burnt 
08  it  comes  from  the  saws  in  the  mills. 

Q.  Without  incurring  vast  expense? — A.  Yes, 
without  incurring  a  very  large  expense-  I  know- 
three  miles  down  the  river  which  make  steam  with 
thesnw-dust. 

y.  Gilmour's  mills,  Batson  &  Currier's  and 
others  consumed  the  sawdust  in  that  way  ? — A. 
Yes,  they  never  bought  any  other  fuel ;  they  made 
the  steam  from  the  refuse. 

Q.  But  in  the  case  of  water  mills  they  would  not 
do  so  ? — A.  They  would  reciuire  a  special  appliance 
to  burn  the  saw-dust  and  refuse.  They  would 
require  a  furnace  like  the  one  down  at   Rockland. 

Q..  Is  there  anything  else  that  you  wish  to  state 
to  the  committee  ?—  A.  I  noticed  an  explosion 
which  occurred  during  the  winter  on  the  ice  road 
from  the  Queen's  wharf  over  to  the  Quebec  side. 
It  occurred  during  the  night  ami  blow  up  ,"50  or  (50 
square  feet  on  the  ice  right  on  the  road.  If  there 
had  been  any  teams  there  lives  would  have  been 
lost. 

Q.  Y'ou  did  not  see  it  yourself? — A.  No,  it 
occurred  during  the  night,  but  I  saw  the  place  the 
morning  and  the  ice  was  all  broken  and  sawdust 
was  scattered  all  round  on  ice. 

Q.  The  explosion  was  the  result  of  accumulation 
of  gas  ? — A.  Yes,  I  have  often  seen  the  gas  escaping 
down  opposite  New  Edinburgh  in  that  part  of  the 


Here  is  the  evidence  of  Mr.  Lett,  who  was 
city  clerk  for  many  years,  and  a  great  sports- 
man. He  spent  most  of  his  leisure  hours  in 
fishing,  and  his  evidence  is  valuable.  It  is 
as  follows  : 

Q.  Y'ou  were  here  before  the  construction  of 
these  mills  at  the  Chaudi_6re  ? — A  Y'es  ;  I  was  here 
when  there  w  as  only  one'  single  upright  saw. 

Q.  And  you  have  been  on  the  river  a  good  <leal 
during  that  time? — A.  Yes. 

Q.  Will  you  give  us  your  experience  of  the  river 
before  the  construction  of  the  saw-mills  and  since? — 
A.  The  navigation  was  never  obstructed  in  any  par- 
ticular before  the  construction  of  the  mills.  Out 
here  where  this  big  bed  of  saw-dust  is  now,  after 
you  got  a  little  bit  from  the  island,  there  was  30 
to  40  feet  of  water  all  the  way  down,  I  know  that 
positively,  having  fished  there,  from  the  length  of 
rope  I  used  to  have  for  an  anchor.  At  the  foot  of 
the  locks,  as  80<m  as  the  deposits  of  mill  i-cfuse 
unite  with  the  bed  of  saw-dust  in  the  eddy,  the  navi- 
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ftttion  of  the  canal  will  be  completely  blocked, 
'hat  will  be  within  five  years,  I  think  at  the  out- 
side. I  may  say  at  the  commencement  that  I  have 
read  Mr.  John  Arnoldi's  evidence  very  carefully, 
and  Mr.  Gray's  evidence,  both  of  whom  have  hail 
good  opportunities  of  knowing  all  about  it,  and  I 
corroborate  all  that  they  have  stated  to  the  com- 
mittee. They  have  touched  nearly  every  point  that 
I  could  touch  myself. 

Q.  You  can  state  your  genei-al  knowledge  of  the 
river  before  the  mills  were  erected  and  what  you 
know  of  it  now  at  different  points  ? — A.  The  saw- 
dust is  filling  up  all  the  bays  and  eddies  and  little 
channels  1>eiween  the  islands  all  down  the  river, 
and  it  very  much  obstructs  the  usefulness  of  the 
river.  The  consequence  is  that  in  very  high  water 
the  low  lands  on  the  north  side  of  the  river  between 
here  and  Grenville  are  overflowed  some  two  or 
three  feet  every  year  more  than  it  used  to  be  before 
the  obstruction  of  the  river— the  meadow  lands  and 
lands  of  that  kind.  I  did  not  notice  until  last 
summer  that  a  large  island  was  formed  in  the  river 
just  on  the  other  side.  I  went  up  there  in  a  canoe 
one  day  lost  spring  and  discovered  this  island  that 
I  had  never  seen  before.  I  went  over  to  it  and 
found  that  it  was  formed  of  blocks,  edgings,  saw- 
dust and  other  mill  refuiie.  It  seems  to  me  that 
that  island  before  five  years  will  close  in  right  up 
against  the  dock  on  the  far  side,  and  they  cannot 
take  a  barge  there  at  all.  I  have  not  the  slightest 
doubt  in  the  world  that  unless  some  remedy  is 
discovered,  and  that  very  soon,  no  steamboat  in 
low  water — no  tug  boat  or  boat  the  size  of  the 
"  Peerless,"  ten  years  from  now,  will  be  able  to  go 
to  Grenville  at  all.  It  is  a  difficult  matter  now  in 
low  water. 

Q.  You  used  to  fish  in  the  river  in  your  early 
(Jaya  t — A.  Yes,  it  was  one  of  the  best  rivers  for 
fish  that  I  know  of.  Every  eddy  was  full  of  fish. 
The  fish  is  a  matter  of  some  importance,  though  it 
its  of  little  consideration  now. 

Q.  Were  there  and  salmon  in  the  river? — A.  No, 
but  there  were  pickerel,  pike,  black  bass  and  a 
great  many  maskinong^. 

Q.  Are  there  any  fish  in  the  river  above  here  ? — 
A.  Yes,  up  at  the  Des  Chenes  Lake,  at  the  Bri- 
tannia Rapids,  a  great  many  fish  are  caught  still. 
I  live  on  the  bank  of  the  river  near  New  Edinburgh, 
and  there  is  a  little  eddy  between  the  corner  where 
Sir  John  Macdonald's  house  is  and  the  dock  of 
McLaren's  mills  :  I  never  had  to  go  further  than 
that  to  catch  fish.  I  could  catch  any  number  that 
I  wanted  during  the  lawful  season  ;  now  you  might 
fish  there  for  a  week  and  perhaps  would  not  catch 
two.  There  were  very  fine  black  haaa  in  the  river. 
Over  at  the  north  side  of  the  river,  where  the  tall 
chimney  stands,  you  could  catch  as  many  black 
bass  as  you  wish  before  the  fish  were  fished  out, 
and  while  the  river  was  clear.  The  bottom  of  the 
river  is  covered  with  saw-dust,  and  the  pickerel, 
which  is  a  ground  fish,  and  was  the  principal  fish 
in  the  river  could  not  remain.  It  has  disappeared. 
It  must  have  sand,  earth  or  gravel. 

Q.  The  people  had  sufficient  in  those  days  to 
supply  them  t — A.  It  was  a  matter  of  very  great 
impi>rtance  to  the  people.  I  suppose  there  were 
sixty  or  seventy  thousand  people  living  between 
here  and  the  confluence  of  the  Ottawa  with  the 
St.  I.,awrence — there  are  fifty  thousand  adults  at 
any  rate,  besides  the  children  and  the  fish  they 
caugh  and  benefited  by  would  be  worth  $2  for  each 


adult  for  the  year  over  and  above  vhat  b  t-' 
when  the  river  was  in  good  condition. 

Q.  That  is  a  loss  of  f  100,000  a  year  alone  <■  -i 
Yes,  although  it  is  smallest  consideratiod  b ': 
matter.  The  maskinong^  is  the  best  fi<h  ii  :- 
river,  or  in  any,  except  the  saln'on. 

It  is  an  immense  fish  and  the  very  best  2;. 
About  the  gas  explosions  I  hav^e  noticed  them  l  •- 
particularly  when  the  water  gets  a  little  lower  ii. 
usual.  I  go  out  in  the  canoe  every  day  I  cb£  .; 
out  after  6  o'clock  and  spend  the  time  until  <'i'i 
on  the  river.  The  gas  explosions  occcr  ii.  ci-.r. 
part  of  the  river  Itetween  the  Chaudiere  Fall-'  -.i 
Gatineau  Point  and  below  that.  I  have  sn-n  t.- 
saw-dust  rise  and  the  river  rise  too.  The  hi^»-' 
one  I  ever  saw  was  8  feet,  out  in  the  open  ;. '  - 
and  the  saw-dust  would  spread  all  ont  for  a  c;-  r 
for  at  least  100  to  200  feet,  and  the  water  «•■-.. 
seem  as  if  it  were  mixed  up  with  mill  refuse. 

Q.  Would  there  be  any  danger  to  yonr  l*aat  T -  a 
If  you  were  crossing  in  a  small  canoe  when  i-tr-: 
the  largest  explosions  took  place,  it  might  pcKK 
upset ;  with  any  kind  of  a  good  boat  it  wotd<l  3H 
I  remember  the  explosion  under  tlie  ice  wbieii  M- 
Surtees  referred  to.  1  saw  the  fragnient^  nf  tto 
ice  lying  over  the  surface  of  the  river  next  oiona^ 
Mr.  Henderson  told  me  that  there  was  one  of  :;.- 
same  kind  last  year  opposite  McLaren's  niiJK  V- 
extent  of  it  I  do  not  know.  The  bay  spoken  oi  i? 
Mr.  Snrtees,  called  McKay's  Bay — at  least  we^a 
it  the  Second  Bay—  is  filling  with  saw-du^t.  I  js;- 
pose  there  must  be  at  least  20  or  30  feet  of  sav-ijn.-: 
deposited  there  now.  It  was  one  of  the  la-^t 
beautiful  eddies  on  the  river  before  it  was  fiScC 
with  saw-dust. 

Q.  I  suppose  there  Is  refuse  of  other  kind!  .• 
well  ? — A.  Yes,  mill  refuse  of  all  kind«— ^UI>. 
sawdust,  blocks,  &c.  Another  consideratioD  I 
suppose  the  least  of  all — is  i.he  right  that  tvtn 
man  has  to  the  free  and  unobstructed  use  of  th>' 
river,  even  in  small  boats.  The  small  boat  t  ? 
a  right,  a  minor  right  of  course,  as  well  utt< 
big  steamer,  and  every  man  that  lives  <4i  tiv 
bank  of  the  Ottawa,  ought  to  hare  free  aan 
unobstructed  use  of  that  water  as  it  oaghi  to  i*. 
without  l^eing  obstructed  by  refuse  of  any  kiwi-  I 
say  so  with  great  unwillingness  because.  1  la 
disinclined  to  say  a  single  word  adverse  to  tL' 
great  enterprise  at  this  city,  but  I  am  here  to  stair 
what  I  know  about  the  subject. 

Q.  You  say  that  the  refuse  from  the  mills  inter 
feres  with  the  small  boat  navigation  ? — A.  It  itt: 
intolerable  nuisance  to  the  small  Imats  as  it  i<  w 
the  large  boats,  such  as  propellere.  The  atr-ilust 
gets  in  and  does  inunense  damage.  It  greatly  iii!«r 
fjras  with  the  right  of  people  to  go  out  in  nnail 
boats  in  the  months  of  July,  August  and  September. 
when  the  water  is  low  and  the  current  lees  than  i: 
is  now  ;  yon  get  stuck  then  in  the  refuse.  It  wouM 
take  half  an  hour  to  get  from  the  bhore  lo  tit 
middle  of  the  river  owing  to  the  obstruction osuted 
by  the  mill  refuse. 

Q.  Have  you  seen  those  explosions  that  have  I'M) 
talked  of. — A.  Yes,  I  have  seen  six  or  seven  <:' 
them  in  the  same  evening.  They  very  often  ocinr 
when  the  "  Peerless  "  comes  in.  When  the  waifs 
roll  in  we  see  the  bursts  of  gas  all  over. 

Q.  Do  you  detect  unpleHsant  gases  when  pa«io,! 
over  the  water  in  your  boat — is  there  a  smell  {t>m 
the  water! — A.  'There  is  when  a  very  huw  out 
comes  up.     You  can  smell  not  exactly  an  oaour  of 
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urpentlne,  but  a  disagreeable  smell ;  more  parti- 
:ula.T-ly  in  the  banks  of  saw-dust  if  you  stir  them  up 
lere  and  there — you  get  a  very  obnoxious  smell. 

Q.    The  water  was  very  low  there  last  year  ? — A. 
Very  loMr. 

Q.  Did  you  observe  the  effect  of  the  saw-dust 
during  the  time  of  low  water — Did  you  observe  any 
oljnoxious  odours  from  it  ? — A.  I  was  not  very  much 
do-wn  where  the  saw-dust  was.  I  was  only  once 
alown  the  river,  any  distance,  and  I  did  not  visit 
tUe  1>ankB  until  late  in  the  fall  when  the  water  got 
col<1,  but  I  know  that  when  the  saw-dust  is  stirred 
up  where  it  is  in  deep  mounds  near  the  islands,  it 
has  a  very  bad  smell. 

Q.  Should  this  refuse  be  thrown  into  the  river  at 
all  ? — A.  No ;  the  nuisance  is  almost  intolerable. 
Everyone  who  has  got  to  use  a  large  boat  or  a  small 
boat  of  any  kind  on  the  river  finds  it  a  nuisance. 

Q.   You  consider  it  an  interference  with  a  great 
public  right — the  free  and  unobstructed  navigation 
of  the  river  ?— A.  I  do.     It  is  the  chief  river  of  the 
fifth  class,  and  it  stands   at  the  head.     Certainly 
there  is  no  more  beautiful  river  on  the  continent  of 
.America  of  the  same  size.  The  eddies  particularly  are 
very  beautiful,  where  very  much  pleasure  was  tiiken 
l>y  those  who  had  small  boats.   You  cannot  get  into 
them  with  a  boat  in  low  water ;  it  is  only  in  high 
water  that  yon  can  use  them.     What  we  call  the 
Hospital  Eddy — that  is  the  name  it  is  known  by 
on  account  of  the  cholera  hospital  being  located 
there  in  18.32— is  completely  obstructed  with  saw- 
dust.    The  saw-dust  and  refuse  from  the  mills  on 
the  Ciatineau  do  not  come  up  here,  of  course,  but 
they  are  equally  destructive  to  the  river  with  the 
materials   thrown  into   the  river  from   the  mills 
here.     The  channel  where  they  run  the  saw-logs 
out  from  Leamy's  Lake  is  almost  filled  up  with 
mill  refuse,  and  they  have  to  use  horses  and  carts 
every  summer  to  clean  it  out.     They  employ  this 
means  and  take  out  hundreds  of  loads  every  sum- 
mer where  the  channel  has  been  filled  up.     The 
late  Mr.  Lyman  Perkins  one  day  made  a  calcula- 
tion in  my  ofiice  of  the  amount  of  mill  refuse  cast 
into  the  river  in  one  year — that  is  15  years  ago, 
and  there  are  a  great  many  more  saws  going  now 
than  there  were  then — and  he  clearly  demonstrated 
that  one-sixth  of  every  log  went  into  the  river,  and 
at  that  time  there  was  a  bulk  of  8.~>0,000  solid  logs 
thrown  into  the  river  every  year  in  saw-dust,  slabs 
and  etlgings. 

Q.  From  the  mills  at  the  Chaudi^re  ?— A.  Yes  ; 
from  the  mills  at  the  Chaudi6re. 

I  now  come  to  the  evidence  of  another 
gentleman,  Mr.  Wise,  who  was  a  civil  engi- 
neer and  superintendent  of  the  Rideau  Canal 
for  many  years.  He  was  a  gentleman  on 
whose  evidence  the  utmost  reliance  could  be 
placed.     He  testified  as  follows  : 

Q.  You  are  the  engineer  in  charge  of  the  Rideau 
Canal  ?— A.  I  am. 

Q.  Will  you  give  us  any  information  you  possess 
respecting  this  question  ? — A.  The  information  I 
can  chiefly  give  is  what  happens  to  the  navigation 
at  the  entrance  to  the  locks.  I  have  been  on  the 
canal  since  1872.  In  1881  the  accumulation  got  so 
hail  that  they  had  to  stop  navigation,  and  we  had 
tn  spend  S2,000  there  in  clearing  out  the  entrance. 
We  did  it  by  a  specially  constructed  machine.    We 


dragged  it  forward  by  means  of  a  n;achine  like  a 
big  scraper  between  two  barges.  There  was  a  wind- 
lass to  lift  it  up  when  it  got  filled,  and  we  drew  it 
out  to  where  there  was  about  40  feet  of  water. 

Q.  You  put  it  in  the  water  again  ? — A.  Yes. 

Q.  To  do  harm  elsewhere  ?  A.  Yes.  Last  year 
we  should  have  had  to  do  the  same  tiling,'  the 
entrance  was  so  blocked  up,  but  it  was  too  late  to 
do  anything.  Next  year  we  will  have  to  do  the 
work  u  the  water  is  at  the  same  pitch  as  it  was 
last  year.  In  addition  to  that  we  had  to  dredge  a 
channel  100  yards  wide  at  the  foot  of  the  lock,  but 
the  refuse  at  the  bottom  came  in  from  all  sides. 

Q.  Fell  into  the  cut  ?— A.  Yes,  fell  into  the  cut. 
We  had  that  place  all  clear  then  in  1881 ;  now  it 
is  all  filled  up  again. 

Q.  How  was  the  canal  in  1872  when  you  took 
charge  of  it  ? — A.  I  cannot  tell — there  was  no  com- 
plaint of  it  then.  We  did  not  pav  any  attention 
to  it  until  the  navigation  was  threatened  with 
stoppage. 

Q.  And  the  obstrnction  to  navigation  is  attribut- 
able to  the  mill  refuse  altogether  ? — A.  Yes,  alto- 
gether. It  is  so  situated  that  a  north-west  wind 
blows  it  all  into  the  bay,  and  it  has  no  chance  to 
get  out. 

Q.  Have  not  the  people  who  are  interested  in 
navigation  remonstrated  from  time  to  time? — A. 
Yes. 

Q.  And  you  undertook  the  dredging? — A.  Yes, 
but  from  1881  to  1888  it  has  all  filled  up  again,  just 
the  same  as  it  was  then. 

Q.  What  was  the  material  composed  of  that  you 
took  up,  or  carried  out  into  the  river? — A.  The 
top  part  was  mostly  saw-dust,  and  then  below  it 
was  slabs  very  closely  compacted  indeed.  It  was 
very  hard  to  get  the  scoop  to  take  it  up.  It  seemed 
as  you  got  down  to  get  harder  and  harder.  We 
found  them  about  forty  feet  of  water  outside  of 
that.  The  current  sweeps  around  there,  and,  of 
course,  it  would  take  the  saw-dust  away  to  other 
places. 

The  next  witness  was  a  gentleman  who 
occupied  a  farm  a  few  miles  down  the  river, 
and  whose  property  was  rendered  valueless 
by  the  saw-dust.  He  was  afraid  to  enter  an 
action,  because  we  all  know  the  mill-owners 
will  defend  any  action  in  the  courts,  and  by 
their  financial  strength  can  ruin  any  poor 
man  who  attempts  litigation  against  them. 
I  will  show  you  that  in  the  case  of  Ratt^,  to 
whom  the  Minister  of  Agriculture  has  re- 
ferred, the  lumbermen  applied  to  the  legis- 
lature of  Ontario  to  prevent  an  injunction 
being  taken  out  against  them.  Ratte  and 
this  unfortunate  farmer  came  before  the 
committee  to-give  evidence,  and  while  we 
may  not  be  able  to  afford  them  relief,  they 
should  at  least  command  our  sympathy,  since 
they  have  been  ruined  by  this  nuisance 
which  has  been  permitted  to  exist  so  long. 
Mr.   Dunning's  evidence  was  as  follows : — 

Q.  You  were  here  before  the  mills  were  erected 
at  the  Chaudiere  ? — A.  I  have  been  back  and  for- 
wards here  for  over  40  years. 
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Q.  Give  us.  your  opinion  about  the  river  as  it 
was  then  and  as  it  has  been  since  ? — A.  In  those 
days,  of  course,  there  was  no  sawdust  to  be  seen. 
The  shores  were  perfectly  clean,  the  bays  were  all 
clean,  and  there  was  any  depth  of  water  where 
now  they  are  all  full  of  saw -dust. 

Q.  I  suppose  there  was  abundance  of  fish  in  the 
river  then  ? — A.  Yes,  there  were  lots  of  fish,  but, 
of  course,  there  was  uot  as  large  an  amount  of  fish 
consumed  then  as  now,  but  there  was  any  quan- 
tity of  them. 

Q.  Are  there  any  fish  now  in  the  river  1 — A.  Not 
so  many  now  ;  they  are  a  goo<l  deal  scarcer. 

Q.  Gould  you  give  us  any  particulars  respect- 
ing special  places  in  the  river  where  those  obstruc- 
tions are  most  noticeable? — A.  What  obstructs  our 
operations  most  in  running  logs,  is  the  refuse  at 
Wright's  slide  and  at  the  foot  of  the  island  here. 
For  the  last  six  years  in  the  summer  I  have  been 
here  and  the  saw-dust  is  a  good  deal  higher  now 
than  it  was  six  years  ago-  -much  higher. 

Q.  Where  do  you  work  t — A.  On  the  river. 

Q.  You  ought  to  have  o  personal  acquaintance 
vith  nearly  all  the  points  of  otmtruction  on  that 
pc5Kion  of  "the  river  ou  which  you  worked  ? — A.  I 
]ust  got  up  the  Quio  and  up  the  Gatincau  as  far  as 
the  Peche,  but  the  principal  obstruction  we  meet 
is  at  the  foot  of  the  slicle.  Of  course  it  becomes  a 
nuisance  when  it  gets  mixed  with  our  logs  :  it 
takes  six  more  men  than  we  would  otherwise  have. 
We  do  not  want  to  tow  it  to  the  mills  because  it 
would  sink  and  oecome  an  obstruction  to  us  there. 

I  now  come  to  the  evidence  of  Ratt«5,  who 
has  been  fij^hting  the  mill-owners  for  a  num- 
ber of  years,  and  is  a  ruined  man  to-day.  I 
presented  a  petition  from  him  the  other  day, 
which  I  propose  to  read  before  I  sit  down, 
in  order  that  the  public  may  understand 
how  little  consideration  these  mill-owners 
deserve.  Tiiey  have  no  regard  for  anybody's 
rights.  They  ride  rough-shod  over  every 
one,  and  want  to  own  the  whole  country. 
This  man  Ratte  had  been  engaged  in  the 
business  of  hiring  boats  for  a  number  of 
years,  and  he  carried  it  on  successfully  until 
his  business  was  ruined  by  the  saw-dust. 
Not  only  has  his  business  been  ruined,  but 
lives  have  been  lost  through  the  accumula- 
tion of  saw-dust  about  his  boat-house.  People 
have  stepped  on  it  thinking  they  had  firm 
footing  and  have  been  drowned  within  a  few 
feet  of  his  boat-house.  His  evidence  was  as 
follows : 

Q.  How  long  have  you  lived  here  ? — A.  I  have 
l)cen  over  47  years  in  Ottawa. 

Q.  You  were  here  before  any  mills  were  erected 
at  the  Chaudicre  ?— A.  The  only  mill  that  was  iu 
Ott^iwa  when  I  came  here  was  a  small  mill  run  by 
Burwosh. 

Q.  You  have  been  on  the  river  continuously 
since  you  came  here  to  live  ? — A.  Yes,  I  have  been 
on  the  river  every  year. 

Q.  What  was  the  condition  of  the  river  when 
you  first  knew  it?- A.  I  have  been  a  l)oat-keeper 
here  for  38  years.     Some  of  my  boats  would  get 


scattered  away  from  me  and  I  would  baie  Xf  t-.. 
a  boat  and  hunt  them  up.  I  always  foninl  !■«-  • 
water.  I  could  go  ashore  any  place  at  iJL  f 
the  liist  six  or  seven  years  1  have  to  pfjrtajr  ;.• 
boat  at  a  good  many  places  aoci  sonietinMr-  t  - 
back  and  go  round  another  way.  -All  the  lui;  i- 
closed  from  Rockland  up  all  the  way  to  the  L:  . 

I  Blanche.     There  is  an  eddy  on  the  uortb  ehU:  i. 

I  from  above  Rockland  until  yon  get  to  that  U; 

I  between  Laroque  Island,  I  used  to  pass  np  betv-- 

'  the  island  and  the  shore  with  a  sail    lioat.     V  - 
could  not  get  a  bark  canoe  througli    tliat  chj-a:-- 

I  now  in  low  water.     I  tried  to  get  through  it  »r 
a  boat  drawing  two  and  ahaU  or  three   iiM:brS'; 
water  and  could  not  get  through.      I  iuul  U'  t«- 
liack.     That  island  is  two  and  a lialf  or  three  ii-i>- 
long  and  extends  from  Horseshoe  Bay  to  RoikUL 
The  next  island  is  called   Capt.   Petrie's    ULs-. 
I  used  to  sail  on  the  south  side  of  that,  I^turr^ 
the  island  and  the  shore,  but  that  is  (ill«<l  op  t<- 
Q.  Whatisitfilled  with?— A.  With  tiiem^rcu. 
cut  by  the  hog  and  saw-dust.     In  the  olil  tiET< 
when  the  mills  first  started  they  used  to  tow  suU 
into  the  river  ami  sometimes  three  inch  piauk.    I' 
there  was  anything  wrong  at  one  end  of  theiu  tht.. 
would    throw    away    the    whole   length.      A   c>"i 
many  of  them  floated  into  those  channel*  aim  »> 
there  now.    Then  the  material  from  the  hog^  &i^'- 
in  on  the  top  of  that.     Petrie's  Island  is  about  tm- 
and  a  half  miles  long,  ami  in  summer  in  low  ustrr 
you  can  now  walk  across  the  channel  where  I  tan 
to  sail  up  with  litte  boats.     The  next  big  isLui'l  > 
Kettle  Island.     Capt.  Williams  used  to  oe  capt^U' 
of  the  "  Shannon  "  and  "  Porcupine  "  and  he  o?o'. 
to  run  his  steamers  in  the  channel  on  the  north  li  '■- 
of  Kettle  Island.     It  was  a  goutl  channel  tth::. 
Now  at  low  water  we  cannot  passed  through  tti: 
channel  with  a  bark  canoe.     A  log  will  nut  Sn.: 
through  it;  the  logs  stop  there.  The  saw-dust  f<-irn» 
a  crust  on  top  of  the  water.     Sometime.*  the  wiiti 
blows  in  one  direction  for  some  day.s,  and  wb.ii 
the  wind  blows  steadily  from   the  north-west  i-r 
eight  or  nine  days  it  fills  my  iHiy  with  ssw>iu>: 
mill  refuse  so  that  you  cannot  get  to  the  shore  «itl. 
a  small  boat.     Captain  Cook  used  to  be  captain  <i 
the  "  Maggie  Bell,"  and  one  time  he  tried  to  start 
a  boom  of  logs  with  a  big  tug  boat  to  tow  a  lontn 
down  the  river  from  Hospital  Bay,  where  I  U\t. 
but  he  could  not  start  it,  owing  to  the  refu^e  •« 
top  of  the  water.     He  had  to  leave  it  there. 

Q.  How  long  ago  is  it  since  that  happened  ?-  A. 
That  was  six  or  seven  years  ago.  I  saw  him  frxn 
my  door.  Sometimes  I  am  obliged  to  anchor  4 
l>oat  out  in  the  mid<lle  of  the  stream  and  hiive  .. 
rope  from  my  boathouse  to  that  boat  to  draw  thr 
lx>at8  out  through  the  mill  refuse.  They  couM  n-t 
be  rowed  out  at  all.  I  have  to  pull  them  out  that 
way  for  about  an  acre  or  an  acre  and  a  half  imm 
my  boathouse.  I  have  seen  yachts  try  to  Uni 
there  but  they  could  not  get  to  the  shore  becsux 
of  the  accumulations  of  saw-dust. 

Q.  Did  you  know  the  Iwy  when  it  was  deeper ' 
Was  it  deep  before  the  sawdust  floated  there  ?- 
A.  Alwut  2.W  yards  from  my  boathouse  there  u«'! 
to  be  1  .'50  feet  of  water  in  low  woter.  M  r.  O'Xeil 
and  I  went  and  inspected  that  place  about  6ft 
years  ago  and  found  only  14  feet  of  water.  !><me 
years  the  Ottawa  rises  about  ten  feet  higher  tlua 
other  years,  and  when  that  occurs  it  shifts  thi" 
mill  refuse  to  other  places.  Sometimes  it  goesdovn 
the  river.  Between  the  Little  Blanche  and  the  Big 
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unche,  sl  distance  of  a  mile,  at  one  time  there 
vs  no  obst^rnction  ;  now  there  is  a  bed  of  sawdust 
i<l  aaiid,  the  current  sometimes  shifts  that  from 
lo  {>la,ce  to  another. 

Q-    WHifct  depth  of  water  is  therein  your  bay 
>w  ? — A.    In  my  bay  there  is  a  strong  eddy,  and 
le  su.>v-rlust  is  carried  into  the  middle  of  the  bay. 
forms  a,  mound  in  the  bottom  of  the  river  about 
>0  yards  from  the  "  Peerless  "  wharf.    The  water 
<lcep  enough  where  the  current  is  strong.   At  the 
>ot    of  tHe  locks  there  was   nothing  but  gravel  in 
\e  l>etl  of  the  river  when  the  locks  were  built,  but 
it^  8a.vr-(lust  has  been  deposited  there  by  the  eddy 
ri<l  the  accumulation  is  growing  dll  the  time,  the 
»Tte  way  as  at  my  bay.     Take  the  Little  Island 
bove  the  ferry.     Some  four  years  ago  a  measure- 
lent  -was  taken  there  and  they  found  that  it  was 
o    hi^h  'with  saw-dust  that  it  was  exposed  in  low 
vater,  and  would  dry  so  that  the  wind  would  blow 
he    dust  from  it.     They  found  it  hard  and  solid 
snoiigh  to  built  on  it.  Last  year  the  water  whjs  very 
ow,  yet  there  was  hardly  any  of  that  accumulation 
:here,    the  current  had   moved  it  to  some  other 
place.      liast  summer  the  water  was  two  feet  four 
niches  lower  than  it  had  ever  been  known  before, 
yet  I  could  not  see  any  saw-dust  at  that  place.    The 
year  before  the  water  was  between  three  and  four 
feet  higher  yet  the  saw-dust  bank  for  three  or  four 
feet  above  the  surface,  so  it  must  have  been  moved 
to  some  other  place  by  the  current.     I  suppose  a 
man   ought  to  have  aright  to  the  use  of  the  river 
with  a.  little  boat  just  as  much  as  if  he  had  a  big 
boat,  but  I  cannot  iind  room  for  my  boats  owing  to 
the   cjuantities  of  sawdust  and  material  from  the 
hogs  that  are  carried  into  the  bay  where  my  boat- 
house  is.     I  am  (juite  sure  that  there  is  three  times 
as  ninch  stuff  from  the  hog  as  from  the  saws.     If 
tliey  must  throw  that  stuff  into  the  river  it  would 
be  better  to  throw  in  the  slabs  and  edgings  whole, 
so  the  people  could  pick  them  up  aloug  the  shores 
and  use  them  for  firewood. 

Q.  What  was  the  state  of  the  river  when  you 
first  came  here? — A.  There  was  only  Burwash's 
mill  then.  There  was  nothing  but  bush  on  the 
)>anks  then.  The  river  was  clean.  You  could  go 
along  by  the  shore  anywhere.  There  was  nothing 
but  clean  banks  and  you  could  go  into  any  bay  or 
the  mouth  of  every  little  creek,  but  if  any  man 
can  find  a  creek  that  be  could  go  into  now  I  am 
willing  to  pay  him  something. 

Q.  Were  there  any  fish  then  ? — A.  Yes.  I  knew 
a  fellow  that  used  to  iish  near  the  bridge  and  he 
would  catch  a  barrel  in  an  hour  and  a  half.  It  was 
a  great  river  for  catfish  at  that  time  and  bass  too, 
but  especially  catfish. 

Q.  Were  there  pike  and  pickerel?  A.  Yes, 
plenty  of  pickerel. 

Q.  And  maskinong^?— A.  Yes,  I  remember  a 
fellow  catching  a  maskinonge  ihat  weighed  37 
pounds.     T'hey  were  caught  larger  than  that. 

Q.  Was  there  a  large  quantity  of  fish  caught 
then  ? — A.  A  fellow  could  in  ten  or  fifteen  minutes 
catch  as  much  as  he  could  carry.  Opposite  my 
place  was  a  good  bay  for  fish,  but  now  I  can  fish 
from  morning  till  night  and  catch  none. 

Q,  Have  any  accidents  occurred  at  your  place 
through  people  walking  over  the  sawdust  and  think- 
ing it  the  land  ? — A.  Yes.  1  remember  once  a 
gentleman  who  had  taken  out  a  boat  came  in  with 
it  with  a  lot  of  black  stuff  in  it.  I  thought  it  was 
sand.  There  had  been  a  burst  of  saw-dust  and 
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enough  was  thrown  up  out  of  the  water  to  fill 
his  boat.  My  boathouse  is  hemmed  in  with  saw- 
dust as  tight  as  can  be  and  strangers  who  are  not 
acquainted  with  the  river  step  on  the  saw-dust 
thinking  it  is  a  part  of  the  boathouse. 

Q.  Haue  any  fatal  accidents  occurred  there  ?  A. 
Yea. 

Q.  When? — A.  Eight  or  nine  years  ago.  A 
gentleman  and  two  ladies  came  to  the  boathouse 
one  time  and  the  ladies  disappeared.  We  could 
not  tell  where  they  had  gone,  and  we  found  that 
they  had  stepped  on  the  saw-dust  and  got  drowned. 

Q.  Have  you  had  any  experience  on  the  river, 
other  than  at  the  boathouse  there,  as  a  pilot,  as  to 
the  depths  of  water  along  the  river  ? — A.  Yes,  for 
forty-seven  years.  I  have  been  on  the  river  all 
the  time  for  47  years.  Of  course  I  know  a  great 
deal  because  I  am  hunting  for  row  boats  in  the 
bays.  As  I  kept  boats  for  hire  they  sometimes 
used  to  be  stolen  from  me,  and  I  used  to  go  to  the 
little  creeks  and  bays  where  they  would  hide  my 
boats  to  hunt  them  up. 

Q.  So  that  the  way  in  which  you  found  this 
matter  interfered  with  you  I  suppose  has'  been 
practically  as  owner  of  a  boathouse  on  the  shore  of 
the  river? — A.  Yes,  the  mill  refuse  has  been  filling 
in  my  bay. 

At  six  o'clock  the  debate  was  adjourned 
until  to-morrow. 

BILL  INTRODUCED. 

BUI  (116)  "An  Act  further  to  amend  the 
Dominion  Lands  Act." — (Sir  Mackenzie 
Bowell.) 

CANADIAN  ORDER  OF  FORESTERS 
BILL. 

WITHDRAWN. 

The  Order  of  the  Day  having  been  read 

Consideration  of  amendments  made  by  the  Stand- 
ing Committee  on  Private  Bills  to  Bill  (47)  "  An 
Act  to  incoi-porate  the  Canadian  Order  of  For- 
esters. " 

Hon.  Mr.  CLEMOW  said  :  The  promoters 
of  this  bill  are  not  satisfied  with  the  amend- 
ments which  have  been  made  in  the  House 
of  Commons  and  in  the  Senate,  and  they 
wish  to  withdraw  the  bill.  I  therefore  ask 
permission  to  withdraw  it. 

The  bill  was  dropped. 

SECOND  READINGS. 

Bill  (90)  "  An  Act  respecting  the  Oshawa 
Railway  Company." — (Mr.  Dobson.) 

Bill  (81)  "An  Act  to  incorporate  the 
Ontario  Accident  Insurance  Company." — 
(Mr.  Lougheed.) 


The  Senate  then  adjourned. 
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THE  SENATE. 
Ottatoa,  Thursday,  27th  June,  1895. 

The  SPEAKER  took  the  Chair  at  Three 
o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 

EXPERIMENTAL    FARMS    IN    THE 
NORTH-WEST. 

INQUIRY. 

Hon.  Mr.  WARK  rose  to— 

Call  attention  to  the  unprofitable  system  of 
cultivating  the  soil  so  prevalent  over  much  of  this 
continent,  and  ask  the  Government  whether  the 
Experimental  Farms,  especially  in  the  North-west 
might  not  be  advantageously  used  in  introducing 
valuable  improvemeuts  in  the  system  ? 

He  said  :  The  subject  of  keeping  lands  in 
a  proper  and  fertile  condition  has  engaged 
the  attention  of  men  of  experience  and 
practical  men  of  all  ages.  We  know  what 
efforts  British  farmers  make  to  keep  up  the 
fertility  of  their  soil.  They  not  only  apply 
manure  on  the  farm  but  they  also  apply 
lime,  and  they  ransack  the  whole  world  for 
bones  and  go  to  the  extent  of  carrying  guano 
from  the  Peruvian  Islands  to  the  mother 
country  to  fertilize  their  fields.  They  wish 
to  keep  up  the  fertility  of  the  soil  so  that  an 
acre  will  not  yield  less  than  30  bushels  of 
wheat,  and  even  at  that  rate  they  are  unable 
to  compete  with  foreign  countries.  They 
had  a  very  able  agricultural  chemist  50 
years  ago,  Professor  Johnston,  whose  name 
was  known  on  this  side  of  the  Atlantic 
before  he  came  here  himself.  I  saw  in  a 
newspaper  in  1849  that  he  was  about  to 
come  to  this  side  of  the  Atlantic,  to  Nova 
Scotia.  I  was  then  a  member  of  the  House 
of  Assembly  of  New  Brunswick,  and  I 
moved  an  address  to  the  Lieutenant  Gover- 
nor asking  him  to  invite  Professor  Johnston 
to  visit  New  Brunswick,  which  he  did.  At 
that  time  our  people  were  so  much  engaged 
in  timbering  operations  and  fishing,  that 
agriculture  was  neglected  and  it  was  not 
uncommon  to  hear  people  assert  that  New 
Brunswick  was  not  an  agricultural  country. 
He  was  invited  because  we  thought  our  pro- 
vince could  make  a  good  showing  in  agricul- 
ture. I  am  going  to  refer  to  what  he  said  about 
the  United  States.  He  pointed  out  that  at 
one  time  they  cultivated  wheat  successfully 
in  the  New  England  States,  that  when  they 
had   exhausted  the   soil   there   the   wheat 


growing  district  moved  to  Nev  Tbrk.  T> 
Ohio   took  the    lead,  and     the    N'ew  T 
fanners  found  it  would  be  necessary  to  tl:- 
their   system.     He   delivered    a.   coarse 
lectures  before  the  legislature  of  New  Y' 
and  published  a  very  interesting  book  i^ 
"  Notes  on  America."     I  -want  to  sho»  •: 
state  of  agriculture   in   the    TJaited  :ia,:- 
now  so  far  as  the  cultivation  of  -wht-x  . 
concerned.     They  have  47  states  awi  .v 
ritories.     In    1893  they   had    an  estinia'-' 
area  under    the    cultivation     of   wfaeu  . 
34,629,480  acres,  an  immense  extent  kt '.'■.- 
description  of  grain.  The  estimated  prod.  - 
of  this  vast  area  was  396,131,725  bufhfl- 
Now   that  gave  an  average  of  only  II  '- 
bushels  to  the  acre.     Deducting   the  n* 
from  that,  it  reduced  the  quantity  wbicfc  t-r 
cultivator  had  to  dispose  of  down  to  a  liri  • 
less  than  10  bushels.     I  dare  say  masj'T 
you  will  remember  that  when   the  pn  J. 
tion  of  gold  fell  off  in  California  the  cnla'^i- 
tion  of  wheat  began,  and  the  land  was  ton 
to  be  very  productive,  but  in  the  year  ItV' 
I  find  that  in  California  the  productioc  b« 
fallen  to  11;^  bushels,  just  what  it  wasonr 
the  whole  of  the  United  States.  They  rai^.'t: 
have  expected  that.     They  went  on  plos'l 
ing  and  cropping  year  after  year  witfacu 
manuring.     They   set   up    their    threshitj 
machines  in  the  centre  of  a  field  and  a<el  i 
header  to  go   round  and  cut  the  heads  ''i 
the  wheat  and  carry  them  to  the  mill,  ace 
they  burned  the  straw  and  went  on  plocgfa- 
ing  and  seeding  again  without  fertilizing  ti» 
soil.     I  remember  reading  a  little  pamphiet 
publislied  by  an  Englishman   who  went  [■ 
Illinois   when   it    was    a   new   state.    Bf 
described  the  fertility  of  the  soil  there  i- 
beingalmostinexhaustible.  But  now,  Il]ini« 
produces   only    11 VV   bushels   to   the  acre 
This  exhaustion  of  the  soil  has  spread  over 
the   whole   of  the  United   States  and  hi' 
rendered   the  profit  of    cultivating  vLea; 
undoubtedly     very      small.      Coming     tv 
Ontario,  I   have  taken   the   average  of  I' 
years  between  1868  and  1892,  and  I  findth* 
averages  ranges,  as  shown  by  the  statistics 
collected  by  the   government,  from   llf 
bushels    to    27^^    bushels    but   taking  i: 
over  the  whole  of   Ontario,    the   averajf 
is  18T^j'\f.     Theaverageof  fallwheatisabiiut 
20  bushels,  and  of  spring  wheat  about  !"• 
bushels,  but   I  have  given  the  average  of 
both.     That  is  much  better  than  the  Unileii 
States,  but  far  below  what  the  English  far- 
mer expects  to  derive  from  his  labours.   I 
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t.ook  another  plan  of  ascertaining  what  pro- 
gress agriculture  was  making  by  referring  to 
t^He    exports.     In   1867,   reducing  flour  to 
^wtieat   by   multipljring  barrels  by   four,  I  j  no  means  to 
found  we  had  exported  that  year  5,000,054  ' 
bvishels,  and  we  exported  last  year  only  4,- ' 
963,564  bushels,  so  that  really  in  20  years' 
the    exports    increased   only    some    36,977  ^ 
Ijushels,     which    does     not    show    we    are  ■ 
m&king  much  progress.     I  come  now  to  the 
system  of  experiments  that  they  have  been 
making  at   the   Agricultural  Experimental 
ITarm.     On  page  27  of  the  annual  report 
they  showed  that  they  have  experimented 
on.  21  little  plots  of  ground  on  the  subject 
o£  manure.     They  have  tried  different  kinds 
and   different  combinations  of  manure  on 
those  plots,  and  I  will  just  call  your  atten- 
tion to  the  results.     A  plot  fertilized  with 
barn-yard  manure,  well  mixed,  produced  25 
bushels  to  the  acre.     Another  experiment 
-was  with  mineral  phosphate,   500   pounds, 
and  that  acre  produced  only  1 2  bushels  and 
50   pounds.     Another  lot.  No.  9,  was  ma- 
nured with  mineral  phosphate,  350  pounds, 
and  nitrate  of  soda,  200  pounds   and  that 
acre    produced   only    12    bushels    and    10 
pounds.       Here,    then,    were    two    acres, 
manured  with  these   minerals,   which   just 
prtxluced  no  more  than  the  one  acre  fertil- 
ized   with     manure     from    the    barnyard. 
The  conclusion  come  to  by  a  very  eminent 
agriculturalist  who  tried  the  experiment  in 
^England  several  years  ago,   and   who   had 


duced  whereby  abundance  of  farm  manure 
can  be  obtained  the  country  must  become 
poor  and  the  soil  will  become  exhausted  with 
restore  it.  If  a  proper  supply 
of  manure  is  to  be  provided,  then  the 
system  must  be  changed  and  stock  must  b» 
kept.  If  stock  is  kept  dairying  must  be 
introduced,  and  we  will  have  another  export 
which  will  be  more  profitable  than  wheat, 
viz.,  butter,  cheese  and  bacon.  Experience 
has  taught  already  that  wheat  cannot  be 
carried  to  market  without  a  very  large  per- 
centage of  waste,  and  consequently  it  ought 
to  be  marketed  in  the  shape  of  flour.  If  it 
goes  out  in  the  shape  of  flour  the  bran 
remains  in  the  country.  Farmers  when 
carrying  their  milk  to  the  creamery  ought  to 
bargain  for  the  return  of  the  skim  milk  in 
carrying  their  milk  to  the  cheese  factory 
ought  to  bargain  for  the  return  of  the  whey. 
It  will  enable  them  to  produce  pork  cheaply 
and  that  will  lead  to  another  important  indus- 
try, the  manufacture  of  bacon,  which  can  be 
carried  to  market  much  cheaper  than  pork  in 
barrels.  We  will  then  have  the  export  of 
butter,  cheese  and  bacon  instead  of  being 
bound  down  to  the  export  of  flour  alone.  We 
would  have  the  farms  increasing  in  fertility 
by  the  larger  quantity  of  bam  yard  manure. 
I  know  I  am  speaking  in  the  hearing  of 
experienced  farmers  who  have  paid  great 
attention  to  the  subject,  and  who,  I  have  no 
doubt,  understand  the  necessity  of  fertilizing 
their  farms,  and   I  daresay  they  have  seen 


been   engaged   in  experiments  for  several   with  regret  their  neighbours  exhausting  the 

soil  by  an  injurious  system  of  cultivation.  I 
hope  we  shall  hear  from  them  on  the  sub- 
ject. I  do  not  know  that  I  ought  to  resume 
my  seat  without  referring  to  an  institution 
existing  in  Ontario,  which  has  done  a  great 
deal  to  impoverish  the  land.  They  have  82 
loan  companies  and  building  societies  in 
Canada,  of  which  Ontario  has  72,  Quebec 
8,  and  Nova  Scotia  2.  Their  loans 
amount  to  81,015,000,786.  Of  thatamount 
8110,116,119    is    our   yearlj    contribution. 


years,  was  that  the  best  manure  and  the 
cheapest  is  manufactured  on  the  farm. 
Now,  I  think  that  is  the  experience  of  most 
people.  I  ought  to  remark,  in  connection 
with  those  experiments,  that  number  five  on 
this  page  produced  from  land  unmanured  an 
average  in  7  years  of  ten  bushels  and  7^ 
lbs.  It  would  take  2^  acres  cultivated  in 
that  way  to  produce  what  one  acre  did  the 
other  way.  What  we  should  endeavour  to 
avoid  is  cropping  the  same  land  year  after 


year  without  manuring  the  soil.     It  is  the   That  amount  of  interest  to  be  paid  by  the 


most  unprofitable  system  that  the  farmer 
can  adopt,  and  we  should  endeavour  to  dis- 
suade the  settlers  from  the  plan  of  attempt- 
ing to  raise  wheat  year  after  year  without 
the  aid  of  any  fertilizer.  What  I  have 
referred  to  here  shows  that  people  should  be 
very  cautious  about  spending  their  money 
on  artificial  fertilizers.  It  is  throwing  away 
money  to  endeavour  to  farm  land  without 
fertilizers,  and  unless  a  system  can  be  intro- 
29J 


farmers  must  be  a  terrible  drawback  to  their 
success,  and  the  fertility  of  many  of  the 
farms  must  be  reduced  by  the  efforts  to  pay 
that  interest. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— That  is  the  great 
province  of  Ontai'io. 

Hon.  Mr.  WARK— To  look   at  such  a 
burden  on  a  province  is  really  discouraging. 
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These  societies  have  now  abandoned  real 
estate  of  the  value  of  $3,298,424  for  sale. 
The  men  who  have  abandoned  their  estates 
must  have  struggled  year  after  year  to  meet 
the  interest,  and  must  have  been  exhausting 
their  farms  during  all  the  time  by  some 
means  or  other  to  meet  that  interest.  They 
must  represent  at  least  1,000  farmers  who 
have  been  struggling  to  pay  their  in- 
terest and  who  have  at  least  abandoned 
their  property  altogether.  I  think  this  is 
well  worthy  of  consideration  as  one  of  the  j 
causes  why  land  is  becoming  exhausted.  I 
I  ought  to  say  a  word  about  what  is  | 
desirable — that  is,  that  the  model  or  ex 
perimental  farais  should  introduce  a  system 
of  experiments  such  as  those  valuable  ex- 
periments which  are  going  on  hf-re  but 
which  are  confined  to  manure.  The  experi- 
ment to  which  I  refer  would  be  in  general 
farming.  Lay  off  a  number  of  fields  and 
the  best  lesson  to  give  would  be  to  crop  one 
of  these  fields  year  after  year  without 
manure  to  see  how  long  it  would  be  worth 
while  to  cultivate  it.  I  have  seen  myself 
a  piece  of  land  from  which  it  was  said  i  he 
first  settler  had  taken  eight  crops  of  wheat 
in  succession,  anr]  the  last  was 
a  perfect  failure  and  the  cultiva- 
tion of  It  had  to  be  abandoned. 
I  have  been  in  a  settl  iment,  and  heard  one 
of  the  old  settlers  con-plaining  that  he  could 
not  understand  why  the  farmers  were  not  so 
well-off  as  they  had  been  a  few  years  before. 
I  saw  two  of  these  men  leave  their  farms, 
they  had  become  so  unproductive — farms 
with  a  fair  quality  of  land.  They  let  the 
field  go  in  common,  and  the  buildings  rot 
down,  while  they  went'  into  the  woods  to 
make  new  farms.  The  secret  of  their  failure 
was  that  they  did  not  know  that  cropping 
land  to  excess  exhausted  it  to  such  an  ex- 
tent that  they  could  not  make  their  living 
by  it.  An  experiment  on  one  piece  of  land 
to  show  how  long  it  would  bring  crops  until 
it  became  unprofitable  to  plough  and  sow  it, 
would  be  of  very  great  value.  Then  I  should 
like  another  piece  of  land  to  be  used  in  ex- 
perimenting with  rotation  of  crops.  Rota- 
tion which  is  profitable  in  one  part  of  the 
country  might  not  be  profitable  in  another. 
Turnips  is  a  favourite  crop  in  England  and 
Scotland,  but  ensilage  is  taking  the  place  of 
roots.  On  some  land,  no  doubt,  oats  would 
be  best  in  the  western  country.  They  are 
indispensable,  but  material  for  ensilage  would 
have  to  be  raised,  and  wheat  would  have  to 


be  one  crop,  and  such  rotation  would  hitr 
to  be  adopted  an  would  leave  part  erf  tt- 
farm  in  hay  and  part  in  pasture.  Thej  a>> 
experiments  that  would  have  to  be  tri*c. 
and,  instead  of  raising  wheat  every  vet-. 
raise  it  every  three  or  five  years.  Stock 
must  be  kept  on  every  farm  in  order  K 
produce  enough  manure  to  keep  up  the  ffr- 
tility.  Mixed  farming  is  what  is  required 
in  that  country,  and  I  hope  the  govemmeat 
will  make  such  experiments  as  will  show  the 
profitableness  of  pursuing  a  system  c(  rota- 
tion of  crops  instead  of  doing,  as  they  hav« 
been  doing,  raising  wheat  year  after  yemT. 
until  the  farms  will  not  produce  et<ougb  to 
pay  the  expense  of  cultivating  them.  I  bare 
shown  how  unprofitable  it  has  proved  in  tbr 
United  States,  and  that  unless  'we  improve 
our  system  it  will  result  in  the  same  way  in 
this  country. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMILLAN— I  do  not  wish 
the  statement  to  go  abroad  that  the  large 
indebtedness  to  which  the  hon.  geutleman 
has  referred  is  held  against  the  real  estate 
owners  of  the  province  of  Ontario.  The 
loan  companies  of  the  description  that  my 
hon.  friend  mentioned  are  expressly  chart- 
ered, and  are  supposed  to  be  doing  business 
in  the  interest  of  parties  borrcwing  money 
for  the  purpose  of  improving  their  l»iids 
and  perhaps  paying  for  their  property. 
Moreover,  a  great  deal  of  that  money  may 
be  loaned  on  real  estate  in  cities  and 
towns. 

Hon.  Mr.  WARK— Very  little. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMILLAN — Yes,  there  is  s 
a  very  large  amount  in  the  city  of  Toronta 
I  know.  Some  of  the  companies  sofiered 
on  account  of  the  large  amounts  they  had 
loaned  on  real  estate  in  the  city  of  Toronto 
for  the  erection  of  buildings  there. 

Hon.  Mr.  ANGERS— In  answer  to  the 
question  brought  before  the  House  by  the 
hon.  member,  I  may  say  that  a  short  perusal 
of  the  report  of  my  department  would  con- 
'vince  the  House  of  the  endeavours  which  are 
made  all  over  the  Dominion  to  protect  our 
own  country  from  the  abuses  which  have 
prevailed  on  the  other  side  of  the  line,  and 
which  have  led  to  diminish  the  fertility  of 
the  soil  to  a  great  extent.  The  hon.  gen- 
tleman has  shown  that  in  the  United  States 
the  farmers  have  been  very  imprudent  in 
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many  sections  of  that  fertile  country  in  con- 
'tinually  cropping  wheat  from  the  same  fields. 
One  object  that  the  parliament  of  Canada 
liad    in  view  in  establishing   experimental 
farms,  was  to  warn  our  farmers,  the  new  set- 
tlers in  the  west  as  well  as  the  old  settlers 
in  the  east,  that  they  were  not  likely  to  pros- 
per if  their  farming  was  not  done  according 
to  the  most  scientific  and  improved  methods. 
Our  people  have  taken  great  interest  in  those 
experimental  farms.     To  give  you  an  idea  of 
the  interest  that  our  farmers  take  in  those 
farms,  I  may  say  that  last  year  we  had  12,000 
visitors  from  different  sections  of   the  prov- 
inces of  Chitario  and  Quebec.   I  have  attended 
a  number  of  those  visits,  which  are  popularly 
called  amongst  our  farmers  pic-nics,  and  seen 
the  farmers  there  and  in  no  instance  have  I 
heard  complaints,  and  I  may  say  in  every 
instance  I  have    been  told  by  farmers  that 
all  who  visited  the  farm  brought  home  with 
them  some  useful  information.     The  experi- 
ments have  been  nuinerous  and  varied.  They 
consist   in  producing  new  species  of  oats, 
barle}',  wheat  and  other  grains,  and  in  ascer- 
taining the  soil   best  suited  for  such  crops. 
They  consist  also  in  demonstrating  by  ex- 
periment the  advisability  of  adopting  rota- 
tion in  the  cultivation  of  their  lands.    Their 
attention  has  also  been  drawn  to  the  fact 
that  the  most  paying,  and  the  safest  of  all 
cultivation  is  mixed  farming,  where  a  man 
does  not  depend  for  bis  prosperity  on  good 
prices  for  any  single  crop,  because  if  that 
crop  should  be  a  failure  he  is  sure  to  be  un- 
able to   meet  his  obligations.     I  may   say 
that  in  Manitoba  and  the  North-west  Ter- 
ritories, although  the  country    is  an  open 
plain  ready  for  cultivation  on  entering  it, 
there  are  considerable  diflSculties  in  the  way 
of  the  settlers  there.     Wood  is  scarce,  fenc- 
ing and  buildings  are  expensive   and  im- 
plements have  been  costly  ;  consequently  the 
people  of  one  section  combined  together  to  go 
into  the  cultivation  of  one  kind  of  grain 
which  was  then  the  most  paying  and  profit- 
able, and  that  was  wheat.     They  required 
between  their  farms  no  fencintj  or  ditching. 
They  kept  few  cattle,  and  there  were    no 
cattle  roving  over  the  country  ;  consequently 
they  dispensed  with  fences.     They  needed 
very  few  buildings  also.     They  threshed  the 
wheat  on  the  field,  and  it    was  brought  to 
the  elevator  and  disposed   of  there.     They 
coald,  at  first,  do  nothing  else.     That  was 
the  only  way  "pen  to  them  in  the  beginning. 
It  was  profitable  in  the  first  years,  but  of 


late  it  has  not  been  so  remunerative.  Wheat 
has  been  abundant  all  over  the  world  ;  it 
has  been  sent  to  Europe  from  South  Americ  i, 
from  Egypt,  and  even  from  India.  The.  re- 
sult has  been  to  bring  down  prices  so  that  its 
cultivation  is  no  longer  profitable.  For  the 
last  two  years  the  government  has  been  en- 
deavouring to  direct  the  attention  of  the 
people  of  that  country  to  the  fact  that  they 
must  divide  their  energy  and  go  into  some 
kind  of  mixed  farming — keep  stock  and  go 
into  dairying.  To  teach  this  new  industry 
to  the  settlers,  the  government  went  to  the 
expense  of  having  travelling  dairies,  so  that 
they  were  brought  to  the  doors  of  the 
farmers  throughout  the  country.  The  trav- 
elling dairies  have  gone  through  the  North- 
west and  are  in  British  Columbia  to-day, 
and  before  long  I  am  quite  sure  that  the 
people  of  the  west  will  soon  be  in  a  position, 
while  continuing  to  produce  wheat,  to  have 
other  resources  when  the  price  of  that  wheat 
is  low.  We  must  not  judge  the  farmers  of 
to-day  by  the  standard  of  fifty  years  ago. 
Farming  to-  lay  is — not  what  I  might  call 
mere  toiling — it  is  a  profession,  requiring 
knowledge.  The  man  who  does  not  study, 
or  read,  or  follow  the  experiments  made  in 
his  neighbourhood  or  described  in  books, 
cannot  farm  successfully  to-diiy.  The  en- 
deavour of  a  country  like  this — which  is  an 
agricultural  country  after  all,  owing  to  its 
fertility  and  extent — should  be  to  encourage 
our  young  people  to  become  farmers  in- 
stead of  professional  men.  I  have  heard  the 
statement  made,  as  a  reproach  to  a  class  of 
education  elsewhere,  that  a  young  man  on 
coming  out  of  such  schools  immediately  re- 
turned to  the  farm.  Such  schools  are,  in 
my  opinion,  the  very  best  for  our  children. 
We  were  given  also  on  this  point  a  statement 
to  show  the  income  of  gentlemen  in  the  lib- 
eral professions.  They  receive  on  an  aver- 
age from  two  dollars  to  two  dollars 
and  a-half  a  day.  A  prosperous  farmer  in 
the  North-wost  or  Manitoba,  if  Providence 
treats  him  kindly — if  he  gets  rain  in  proper 
times,  and  if  he  gets  up  in  proper  time,  also 
and  works  the  soil  properly — can  earn  an 
income  twice  as  large  as  that  of  a  lawyer. 
We  have  known  farmers  in  the  North-west 
and  Manitoba  to  realize  over  S3,000  net  from 
one  year's  crop.  That  is  a  very  handsome 
income.  Therefore  all  the  endeavours  the 
government  can  make  to  induce  the  young 
people  to  go  into  farming,  to  make  that 
branch  a  desirable  profession,  are   in   the 
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right  direction.  Under  the  circumstances,  I 
hope  I  may  satisfy  the  hon.  gentleman  by 
telling  him  that  the  governmentis  endeavour- 
ing to  act  in  the  sense  indicated  in  his  ques- 
tion. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— I  would  just  like 
to  inform  the  Minister  of  Agriculture  that 
in  my  own  neighbourhood  a  man  who  had 
been  farming  five  years,  and  raised  from 
$2,000  to  $3,000  worth  of  crops  annually, 
has  just  given  up  farming  and  become  an 
insurance  agent. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCALLUM — I  am  very  glad 
to  hear  the  Minister  of  Agriculture  explain 
to  this  House  how  the  farmers  of  this  country 
should  cultivate  their  land  and  how  they 
shoul'J  move  in  the  way  of  rotation  of 
crops.  That  is  very  desirable  and  I  approve 
of  it,  and  I  say  the  model  farms  are  doing  a 
great  deal  of  good  ;  I  go  further,  if  they 
teach  people  nothing  more  than  how  to 
grow  trees,  they  are  a  need  in  that  great 
country,  the  North-west,  where  we  have 
not  forest  enough.  When  the  hon.  gentle- 
man speaks  of  the  cultivation  of  the  soil 
and  the  improvements  of  the  farms,  I  think 
it  is  proper  that  they  should  see  that  our 
farms  are  drained.  At  present  all  their 
action  in  railway  matters  is  to  stop  the 
drainage,  and  they  won't  let  a  farmer  im- 
prove his  land.  1  hope  they  will  take  that 
into  consideration  and  amend  the  railway 
law  so  as  to  allow  the  farmers  to  settle 
their  difficulties  about  drains  at  home,  and 
not  bring  them  to  Ottawa  before  the  Privy 
Council  in  order  that  they  may  get  per- 
mission to  drain  their  farms  properly.  That 
is  a  consideration  which  is  of  more  import- 
ance than  any  question  that  has  ever  come 
before  this  House  since  I  have  been  in 
parliament,  and  my  hon.  friend  who  brought 
up  the  question  about  agriculture  and  the 
interests  of  the  farming  community,  will 
tell  us  that  it  is  impossible  to  raise  a  crop 
upon  land  which  is  improperly  drained. 
You  may  raise  cranberries  but  you  cannot 
raise  grain  on  wet  land.  Now  as  to  what 
has  been  said  of  the  indebtedness  of  the 
farmers  of  Ontario,  I  can  tell  my  hon.  friends 
that  a  large  proportion,  perhaps  one-quarter 
of  them,  have  money  in  bank  to-day.  They 
are  not  so  badly  ofi  ;  they  are  progressing, 
and  if  the  government  of  this  country  will 
give  them  facilities  to  drain  their  lands, 
they  will  all  be  prosperous,  I  speak  of  this 


1  because  it  is  pertinent  to  a  bill  that  will 
up  very  soon  in  this  House,  and  I  hopet^'y 
will  amend  the  railway  law  so  as  to  alk  i 
farmers  to  settle  their  difficulties  at  hoiE'- 
I  introduced  a  bill  for  that  purpose 
the  House  not  long  ago  ;  it  passed  the  Set 
1  ate,  but  was  defeated  in  the  Commons,  &' 
I  we  may  have  more  to  say  about  drainaee 
this  House  by  and  by. 

Hon.  Mr.  PERLEY— The  farmere  <rf  i^ 
North-west  should  feel  greatly  indebted  t  ■ 
the   hon.   gentleman  who  has  brought  up 
this  subject  and  to  the  Minist-er  of  Asr. 
culture.     One  fault   that   those    people  ar- 
liable  to  fall  into  is  that  they  do    not    tak« 
care  of  their  land.    Prairie  land  is  very  rich 
and  if  there  is  a  proper  rainfall  will  proda^r 
a  go(xl  crop.     I  am  afraid  the   difficolty  > 
great  many  farmers  are  falling  into  is  ihu 
they  are  cultivating  the  land  too  much.    I: 
a  proper  rotation  of  crops  is  givea  it  wil. 
have  a  beneficial  eflfect  to  preserve  the  fer- 
tility of  the  land.    Even  on  the  experiinejir.iJ 
farms  of  this  country  they  are  killing  ihr 
land,  the  soil  is  undergoing  cultivation  al 
the   time.     It   is  necessary   from  the  start 
that  we  should  commence  a  proper  system 
and  preserve  the  fertility  of  the  land,  and 
not  have  it  exhausted   at  an    early   stagf. 
because  once  you  exhaust  the  fertility  of  the 
soil  it  is  a  hard  job  to  restore  it  or  make  it 
profitable.     Therefore,    I    think    the    poini 
taken   by    my  hon.  friend   is  a    very  g?*xi 
on&     Mixed  farming  should  be  practised  by 
the  people  of  the  country  and  they  are  not 
doing  it  in  many  instances,  I  regret  to  sav. 
As  a  farmer  in  that  North-west  country,  1 
make  it  a  practice  not  to  raise  two   succes- 
sive crops  on  the  same  land.     I  summer-fal- 
low it,  but  there  is  many  a  farmer  in  that 
country  to  my  own  personal  knowledge  who 
does  not  do  so.  The  first  year  after  the  laml 
is  broken  the  farmer  will  take  wheat  o£ 
They  make  a  point  to  break  the   land  and 
prepare  it  for  the    first  crop, — one  of  the 
mistakes  they  made  at    the    start.      Ther 
thought  any  kind  of  cultivation  would  bring 
a  crop  and  so  it  would  with  good   rainfall : 
but  in  some  sections,  more  adapted  to  wheat 
growing  than  others,  they  break  the  land  and 
thoroughly  cultivate  it  and  have  it  ready  for 
crop  next  year  they  go  on,  and  if  there  is  any 
rainfall,   and   in  almost  any  case,  they  will 
raise  a  fair  crop  the  first  year  ;  the  next  year 
they  bum  the  stubble  and  put  on  the  seed 
drill  and  they  raise  another  crop  ;  the  next 
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5a.r  tiliey  do  the  same,  and  they  raise  three 
■ops  in  succession  with  the  one  ploughing. 
'^  is  not  necessary  to  tell  any  agriculturist 
\a.t,  tiliat  system  must  prove  ruinous,  and  I 
nink    that  the  government  farms   should 
ia.l£e  it  a  point  to  bring  it  to  the   notice  of 
hie  farmer  that  this  continual  cropping  with 
ligVit.  tillage  will  ultimately  bring  ruination 
ipon.     those   people.     If   they  impress  that 
ipon    the  minds  of  the  people    who  first 
occupied   the  land  and    advise    them    not 
.o    impoverish  it  in   that  way,   very  great 
jocxi  will   be  done.     A   man  going   to   the 
STortli-west  would  naturally  feel  somewhat 
impressed  with  the  vastness  of  the  country. 
The  land   can  be  ploughed  as  well  as  any 
meadow   land  in  Canada.     The  early  settler 
becomes  a  speculator.     He  says  "  all  I  have 
to    do    is   to   sit  on  my  gang  plough  ;"  but 
tliat   has  become  a  thing  of  the  past.     It  is 
now    the  walking    plough   and     they   can 
plough   more  to-day  than  in  any  other  part 
of  Canada  in  the  same  time.     They  harrow 
it  and  prepare  it  and  when  the  crop  is  ripe 
the       grain     cut     with    the    binder,     and 
naturally  there   is  a  temptation  to  go  into 
■wheat   raising   because   if  the  crop  is  good 
there  is  nothing  that  pays  better,  and  in  no 
way  can  you  get  the  money  in  your  pocket 
quicker.     But  if  the  season  is  dry,  there  is 
nearly   a   total   failure    and  the  wheat  will 
barely  pay  for  cutting  and  threshing,  and  then 
there  is  hardship  among  the  farmers  because 
they  have  only  one  means  of  revenue.     The 
system  to  be  adopted  in  that  country  is  a 
system  of  mixed  fanning.     A  great  many  of 
us   learned   by   bitter  experience  that  that 
was  the  proper  way.     Where  I  reside  every 
farmer  has  a  certain  quantity  of  wheat  for 
sale,  a  certain   number  of  beef  animals  for 
sale,    a   certain   amount   of  butter,    cheese 
and  pork  and  other  products  which  he  brings 
with  him   whenever  he   comes   to   market 
which  is  once  or  twice  a  month.     He  carries 
on  mixed  farming,  and  if  the  price  of  some 
articles  is  not  high  he  is  very  certain  to  get 
a  very  fair  price  on  other  articles.     So  on 
the  whole  there  is  a  fair  average  price  ob- 
tained for  farm  products.     My  hon.  friend 
says  you  do  not  put  a  tax  on  agricultural  pro- 
ducts high  enough.     I  do  not  hesitate  to  say 
that  the  farmer  is  as  well  protected  as  any 
man  in  Canada.    I  am  a  manufacturer  and  am 
well  protected.     I  am  a  farmer  just  as  much 
as  the  man  who  makes  the  binder  that  I  use 
on  my  farm.     I  till  che  soil  and  apply  my 
labour   to   produce   wheat.     I  can  produce 


wheat,  pork  or  butter  from  the  farm.  No 
manufacturer  can  do  more  than  that. 
Therefore,  I  can  properly  class  myself 
among  the  manufacturers  of  this  country  and 
I  have,  I  think,  a  fair  protection.  But  as  far 
as  that  protection  is  concerned,  when  I  under- 
take to  sell  my  butter  to-day  in  competition 
with  the  products  of  other  countries,  in  the 
British  Columbia  market,  I  am  told  by  a  mer- 
{  chant  that  he  can  get  the  bestcreamery  l)utter 
laid  down  at  14  cents  a  pound  from  California 
— good  choice  dairy  butterat  1 2  cents.  There- 
fore, I  say  that  a  little  more  protection  in  the 
line  my  hon.  friend  indicates  would  not  be 
amiss.  It  was  not  my  intention  to  make  a 
speech  on  this  question,  but  the  farmers  of 
theNorth-westare largely  now,  by  experience 
and  intelligent  thought,  adopting  the  prin- 
ciple of  a  system  of  mixed  fanning  and  they 
do  not  have  their  eggs  all  in  one  basket. 
They  raise  beef,  wheat,  pork  and  butter  to 
sell  and  in  that  way  I  am  proud  to  say 
there  is  a  very  great  degree  of  prosperity  in 
that  country,  and  if  we  do  not  suffer  from 
any  calamity,  the  North-west  will  be  the 
most  jubilant  part  of  the  Dominion  this  year 
because  the  prospect  to-day  is  better  than  in 
any  other  year  that  I  have  been  in  that 
country.  It  would  be  well,  however,  for  the 
government,  through  the  experimental  farms 
in  that  country,  to  bring  to  the  knowledge  of 
the  farmers  the  very  great  importance  of 
not  tilling  one  piece  of  land  too  often  in 
succession.  There  is  where  failure  will 
meet  us  in  that  country.  The  land  is  rich. 
With  a  little  labour  and  one  ploughing  you 
raise  three  crops.  Many  of  my  neighbours 
do  that,  but  it  is  a  dangerous  precedent  to 
establish,  and  will  be  fraught  with  disas- 
trous results  in  the  end. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— The  hon.  gentleman 
who  has  just  spoken  asked  formore  protection, 
and  I  said  that  it  was  the  only  thing  needed 
to  make  the  farmers  prosperous  and  happy, 
although  the  minister  seems  to  think  the 
rotation  of  crops  the  best  means.  Speaking 
seriously,  there  was  one  point  which  the 
hon.  gentleman  from  Wolseley  referred  to 
which  deserves  the  attention  of  the  ministry. 
He  pointed  out  that  on  the  experimental 
farm  in  the  North-west  at  Indian  Head,  which 
is  supposed  to  be  under  the  direct  control  of 
the  hon.  minister,  this  rotation  of  crops 
which  he  has  been  speaking  of  was  not  prac- 
tised. The  government  should  see  that  they 
not  only  preach  but  practice  a  little  ;  and  I 
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think  further,  with  resspect  to  the  experi- 
mental farm  at  Ottawa — and  possibly  the 
dame  remark  applies  to  the  other  experi- 
mental farms — they  are  altogether  too  ex- 
pensive. Those  farms,  while  called  experi- 
mental farms,  are  regarded  bythe  farmersasin 
a  great  measure  model  farms.  Now,  a  model 
farm  which  costs  about  four  times  as  much 
as  it  brings  in — as  is  the  case  at  Ottawa — is 
not  the  sort  of  farm  which  is  to  be  held  up 
as  a  model  farm  for  the  farmers  of  this  coun- 
try. The  government  might  make  an  effort, 
now  that  they  have  been  experimenting  for 
many  years  with  this  farm,  to  make  it  bring 
in  something  nearer  what  it  costs  than  it  has 
been  doing  in  the  past. 

Hon.  Mr.  ANGERS— The  hon.  member 
from  Halifax  states  that  the  experimental 
farms  are  too  expensive,  and  that  they  should 
be  made  model  farms.  Well,  that  is  not  the 
object  of  the  law  at  all.  Is  it  possible  that 
the  hon.  gentleman  does  not  understand  the 
difference,  between  an  experimental  farm  and 
a  model  farm  ?  If  the  hon.  gentleman  un- 
derstands the  difference  between  the  two,  he 
should  not  calculate  that  the  expense  should 
be  the  same  for  both.  The  experimental 
farms  are  not  established  for  the  purpose  of 
showing  the  farmer  what  amount  of  money 
he  can  derive  out  of  so  many  acres  of  land. 
The  farm  is  there  to  make  experiments, — 
sometimes  expensive  experiments  :  analysis, 
growing  fruit,  and  experiments  of  all  de- 
scription. All  that,  of  course,  is  expensive, 
and  on  these  farms  they  get  no  crop,  or  just 
a  trifling  crop.  The  cultivation  is  made  in 
small  plots  for  experimental  purposes.  You 
find  wheat  on  one,  then  a  patch  of  oats, 
then  pease,  then  potatoes,  and  so  on.  There 
is  a  great  deal  of  expense  in  cultivating  a 
farm  in  such  small  pieces  ;  and,  as  my  hon. 
leader  suggests,  experiments  are  made  in 
bringing  fruits  and  trees  from  other  coun- 
tries and  ascertaining  whether  they  suit 
the  climate  here.  So  that  in  dealing  with 
the  experimental  farms,  if  you  compare 
them  with  model  farms,  you  do  a  great  in- 
justice, or  you  show  that  you  understand 
very  little  about  the  subject. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  think  my  know- 
ledge of  farming  is  not  very  far  behind  the 
hon.  gentleman's  knowledge. 

NEW  SENATOR. 

GEORGE  THOMAS  BAIRD  was  intro- 
duced, and,  having  taken  the  oath,  and 
signed  the  roll,  took  his  seat. 


THE  MANITOBA  SCHOOU 

MOTION. 

Hon.  Mr.  BERNIER  moved: 

That  an  humble  Address  be  presenM-1  t.  L 
Excellency  the  Goveruor  General  pranoj'  ■ 
His  Excellency  will  cause  to  be  laid  t*fi,:i ; 
Senate,  copies  of  all  correspoudence  »ncl  tel-tr.- 
that  have  passed  between  the  govemmeiii «  ■ 
member  thereof,  and  His  Grace  the  Righi  Re',«^:>. 
Archbishop  of  Rupert's  Land,  or  any  Wiyift^ 
Catholic  clergymen  or  any  other  memler  tli«rr, 
on  the  subject  of  the  Manitoba  school  It^iikiii. 

He  said :  Idonot  intend  to  detain  the  Hi.v 
very  long  in  discussing  this  motion.  I  iu'- 
nevertheless,  a  few  observations  to  offer,  t^r 
which  I  ask  the  kind  attention  of  mj  in 
colleague»s.  I  have  no  exact  idea  iS  's 
form  which  the  correspondence  to  whk-b . 
refer  may  have  taken.  It  would  apf'i' 
however,  by  what  has  transpired  elsewki'. 
that  insinuations,  or  perhaps,  assertions h*''- 
been  made  to  the  effe^tf^jjat  the  Cath-iV 
had  by  the  educational  la^Hf  existeD"^ 
prior  to  1890  some  privileges  ovfteotts 
sections  of  the  population.  I  ''  >' 
demonstrate  to  you  that  if  such  a'* 
have  been  made,  they  are  inaccurar' 
had  then  but  one  law  and  but  on'* 
system,  applicable  to  all — to  Catlu* 
well  as  to  non-Catholics.  All  the  scho'' 
public  and  national  schools.  To  e.' 
that  I  will  quote  the  words  of  a  m.-" 
cannot  be  suspected  of  partiality  ' 
Rev.  Dr.  Bryce,  who  has  been,  since' 
in  the  front  rank  of  the  supporters  ' 
Manitoba  Government  in  their  new  . 
tional  policy,  said  in  1877  : — 

The  separate  school  sup^rtera  in  Ontu, 
viewed  in  the  light  of  bemg  exempt  fro* 
general  law  which  establishes  a  national  sy.st , 
education.  In  Manitoba  the  Soman  Catholic  - 
are  a»  much  ncUionai  at  the  ProttDlant.  A'b  >, 
riffhts  are  given  to  either  Cathotict  or  Proft>Kta{ 

This  must  dispose  of    the  idea    w 
appears  to  exist  somewhere,  that  in  AJ 
toba   the  schools    controlled   by  the 
Catholics,   and   to   which   they  sent   t 
children,  were  the  public  schools,  and 
the   Catholic   schools  were   not   public, 
separate  schools, — that  is,  an  inferior  pL 
grafted   upon  a  big  tree.     It  was  not 
hon.  gentlemen  :  we  had  but  one  beauty 
and  noble  tree  bearing  fruits  suitable  t<iS 
taste  of  the  whole   nation.      It  was  t: 
national,  affording  comfort  and  relief  t* 
It  is  true  that  we  had  two  sets  of  sch 
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ne  Protestant  schools  and  Catholic  schools ; 
xxt,  tliese  two  sets  of  school  worked  under 
kie  ssktne  general  law,  and  under  the  same 
undGnnental  principles,  viz.,  the  controlling 
>f  the  schools  by  the  parents  and  ratepayers. 
Che  term  "  separate  schools "  is  not  even 
[uite  accurate,  if  applied  to  only  one  set  of 
ihese  schools.  The  Protestant  schools  were 
a.s  much  separate  scbools  to  ours,  as  ours 
were  separate  schools  to  theirs.  If,  for  the 
sake  of  convenience,  the  term  "  separate 
schools  "  is  to  be  used  in  connection  with  the 
^ilanitoba  schools,  prior  to  1890,  it  must  be 
u.sed  as  applicable  to  both  the  Protestant 
and  Catholic  schools.  That  was  the  law,  of 
•which  I  will  give  you  a  synopsis,  showing 
that  both  classes  were  on  the  same  footing, 
and  consequently  had  no  privilege  one  over 
the  other. 

The  law  provided  that  there  was  to  be  a 
general  board  of  aducation  composed  of  Pro- 
testants and  Catholics.  The  Protestants  had 
on    that    board   twelve   members,  and   the 
Catholics  only  nine.     The  Protestants  were 
,  in  the  majority  ;    they  were  then  in  a  bet- 
l'"er  position  than  ourselves.     If  any  party 
„.),  jTas  specially  favoured  in  that  case,  we  were 
n'ara-**'  that  party.     The  law  provided  that  the 
,.„  „r,rotestant  schools    were    to  be  under  the 
i',.j,,>ntrol     of    the    Protestant    section;    the 
^.^.;„atholic  schools  under  the  control  of  the 
^„  ^'atholics.     There   is  in   this   provision  no 
■  J  ^pecial  advantage  for  one  class  overthe  other. 
.  ,jj,^.  lie  law  provided  that  the  examination  andii 
■ '  jnsing  of  teachers,  the  selection  of  text  books 
\^.  nd  the  appointment  of  inspectors,  were  mat- 
•  neir  ^  ***  "**  ^^^  with  by  the  respective  see- 
on  for  their  respective  class.     How  can  it 
esaid  that  in  this  the  Catholics  were  singl- 
:ii  ii'fi  out  by  a  way  detrimental  to  others  when 
'  I'l  f''ie  Protestants,  as  a  class,  enjoyed  the  same 
,';;'rivUeges  as  the  Catholics  did?    The  Pro- 
.,   v^  .etants  had  a  superintendent  with  certain 
/'„/,<Maties  and  privileges,  so  had  the  Catholics. 
. .      » not  that  pierfect  equality  ?    The  law  pro- 

LjI  in 


.jded    for  official  visitors   of   the    schools, 

'  nongst  others  clergymen,  the  judges  and 

id  members  of  the  legislature.  Protestant 

ergymen   had  no   right  to  visit  Catholic 

hools,    but   on  the  other  hand.   Catholic 


bv  tie 
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'•  j*. ergymen  had  no  right  to  visit  Protestant 
'■''•''•""  I*  'hools.  If  there  is  any  class  legislation  in 
«j5  not  m^  ^gpg  jjjjj  jjjg  Protestants  as  much  fav- 
w  putjred  as  the  Catholics  ?  All  the  judges  of  the 
ii:a«'"he  Queen's  Bench  and  county  courts, 
It'K'ind  all  the  members  of  the  legislature, 
relief  |'oad  the  right  to  visit  at  any  time, 
i  A  sell 


all  the  schools.  Catholics  and  Protestants. 
The  large  majoriry  of  these  exalted  gentle- 
men, the  members  of  the  government  inclu- 
sive, being  Protestant,  the  Catholics  were  in 
that  respect  in  a  remarkable  inferiority,  far 
from  being  favoured  in  any  way.  If  they 
could  be  said  to  be  singled  out,  it  was  to 
their  detriment.  The  whole  school  law 
could  be  gone  over  in  that  way,  with  the 
same  conclusions.  As  to  money  matters, 
they  were  provided  by  the  law  in  an  equita- 
ble manner.  According  to  clause  30  of  the 
School  Act,  in  no  case  was  a  Protestant  call- 
ed upon  to  pay  for  the  support  of  Catholic 
schools  and  vice  versa.  The  government 
grant  was  equally  divided  between  the  two 
sections  according  to  the  school  population, 
as  ascertained  by  the  school  census.  The 
members  of  the  government  themselves,  and 
they  only  were  empoTrered  to  make  the  divi- 
sion. The  majority  of  that  government  was 
Protestant.  We  may  believe  then  that  Pro- 
testant interests  were  well  guarded.  As  to 
that  government  grant.  Dr.  Bryce  wrote  in 
1877 : 

The  goveruinent  grant  is  voted  for  one  system  of 
schools,  and  is  divided  according  to  the  population 
of  children.  No  special  rights  are  given  to  either 
Catholics  or  Protestants  ;  all  moneys  are  eq  uitably 
distributed. 

Both  sets  of  schools,  or  if  you  like,  both 
classes  being  equally  favoured,  it  follows 
that  none  could  be  accused  of  enjoying 
special  privileges.  And  as  the  whole  popula- 
tion of  the  province  was  embodied  in  these 
two  divisions,  it  follows  also  that  the  inter- 
ests of  the  whole  people  in  matters  of  educa- 
tion were  equally,  wholly,  and  properly 
attended  to  in  their  unavoidable  diversity 
as  well  as  in  their  special  features.  Consid- 
ered from  that  high  and  broad  standpoint,  the 
law  in  existence  prior  to  1890,  and  not  the 
subsequent  legislation,  is  entitled  to  be 
called  truly  national.  Dr.  Bryce  had  reason 
then  to  say  in  1882  in  his  book :  "Manitoba, 
its  infancy,  growth  and  present  condition  :" 

Lord  Selkirk's  scheme  of  perfect  religious  equality 
and  toleration  is  that  still  subsisting  in  Manitoba. 

*  *  *  *  There  is  no  bone  of  contention  to 
disturb  the  prevailing  harmony.  No  church  is 
given  any  place  of  precedence. 

That  was  written  in  1882,  by  an  eminent 
Presbyterian  minister,  who  is  not  at  all  in 
accord  with  our  views  on  educational  mat- 
ters. His  evidence  must  go,  therefore,  a 
long  way  to  convince  everybody  that  we 
were  not  a  privileged  people.  That  reverend 
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gentleman  would  have  talked  without  hesita- 
tion in  quite  a  different  way,  if  the  Catholic 
church,  either  in  educational  or  purely 
religious  matters,  had  occupied  in  any  way 
a  privileged  position.  Such  was  the  con- 
dition of  things  in  1877  and  in  1882.  Now 
the  School  Act  having  remained  the  same 
until  1890,  it  follows  that  the  words  of  Rev. 
Dr.  Bryce  are  equally  applicable  to  the  con- 
dition of  things  existing  at  the  latter  period. 
Neither  section  then  was  privileged  over 
the  other.  Now,  who  is  responsible  for  thut 
division  in  two  sections.  I  maintain  tho 
Protestant  population  is  as  much  respon- 
sible as  the  Catholics?  Its  action  in  this 
respect  in  the  Canadian  North-west  dates 
back  to  the  early  days  of  the  colony.  In 
the  Journal  of  the  Council  of  Assiniboia, 
minutes   of  the  meeting  of  16th  October, 

1850,  we  read  : — 

Adam  Tom,  Esq.  — A  motion  for  taking  into  con- 
sideration the  propriety  of  granting  public  money 
for  education. 

And  in  the  meeting  of  1st  May,  1851,  the 
following  motion  was  moved  and  carried  : 

That  £100  be  granted  from  the  public  funds  to 
be  divided  equally  between  the  Bishop  of  Rupert's 
Land  and  the  Bishop  of  the  North-west  (St.  Boni- 
face), to  be  applied  for  by  them  at  their  discretion 
for  the  purpose  of  education. 

In  the  minutes  of  the  27th  November, 

1851,  "  a  petition  was  read  from  the  trustees 
of  the  Presbyterian  church  of  Frog  Plain, 
asking  for  a  grant  for  education,"  which 
reads  as  follows : — 

To  the  Ciovemor  and  Council  of  Assiniboia : — 

The  petition  of  trustees  of  the  Presbyterian 
church  of  Frog  Vlaiu  humbly  showeth  : 

Thut  a  churcli  has  existed  for  two  years  on  the 
glebe  of  said  church  ;  that  the  said  school  as  not 
being  on  the  patronage  of  the  Bishop  of  Rupert's 
Laud,  docs  not  appear  to  have  been  contemplated 
in  the  grant  of  £30  which  you  gave  to  his  Lordship 
in  Apru  last  for  the  purpose  of  education  ;  that 
during  the  latter  part  of  the  interval  the  said 
school  has  been  placed  uudcr  the  auspices  of  a 
duly  ordained  mmister  ;  that  in  reliance  on  his 
active  and  enlightened  superintendence,  your 
petitioners  and  those  they  represent,  hope  to  see 
the  said  school  raised  in  some  measure  to  the  level 
of  the  parochial  schools  of  Scotland. 

That,  as  the  improvement  of  education  seems  to 
tie  more  requisite,  at  least  among  the  Protestants 
of  the  settlement,  than  its  mere  extension,  your 
petitioners  pray  that  their  ministers  may  receive 
from  the  public  fund  a  sum  proportional  to  the  £50 
as  aforesaid,  granted  to  the  Church  of  England, 
without  prejudice  to  the  recognized  equality  in 
the  premises  between  the  Protestants  as  a  whole 
and  the  Roman  Catholics. 


That  request  was  granted  and  the  folioT- 
ing  resolution  was  accordingly  passed  '.« 
the  13th  day  of  July,  1852  : 

That  £15  be  granted  to  the  R«v.  John  BUck,  tt 
Frog  Plain,  for  the  purpose  of  edncation  in  ac-cori- 
ance  with  the  petition  of  the  committee  of  hs 
congregation. 

Came<l  unanimously. 

And  in  compliance  with  the  princijAe 
laid  down  in  the  latter  part  of  the  abore 
petition,  viz.,  "The  recognized  eqnaUty  in 
the  premises  between  the  Protestants  as  a 
whole  and  the  Roman  Catholics,"  i 
further  sum  of  £15  was  voted  on  tb^ 
9th  of  December,  1852,  to  the  Bishop  »i 
St.  Boniface,  for  the  same  purpose ;  so  as'  v 
make  things  even  between  the  Protestaati 
as  a  whole,  and  the  Catholics. 

The  same  "  equality  between  the  Pnnes- 
tants  as  a  whole  and  the  Roman  Catholic? ' 
was  again  accepted  by  all  the  Prostesstan*. 
denominations  when  Manitoba  became  a, 
province  of  the  Dominion  and  enacted  its 
first  educational  laws.  That  distinction 
subsisted  without  any  objection  on  the  pirt 
of  any  of  the  Protestant  denominations  till 
1890.  It  must  be  admitted  that  the  princi- 
ple of  considering  the  various  Protestant 
denominations  as  forming  one  class,  and  tl.e 
Catholics  as  another  class,  has  been  affirmed, 
proclaimed  and  accepted  by  the  Protestants 
themselves  as  a  fair  and  proper  classificaikn 
from  the  early  days  of  the  colony  till  lS9(i. 

This  policy  is  only  in  keeping  with  the 
policy  of  the  Protestants  in  other  provinces. 
Take  for  instance  the  provinces  of  Quebrf 
and  Ontario,  where  that  problem  bas  been 
agitated ;  there  we  find  the  various  Protest- 
ant denominations  willing  to  form  a  unit — 
one  class — under  the  general  appellation  of 
Protestants.  When  Sir  John  Rose  andSir  A. 
T.  Gait,  at  the  time  of  confederation,  were 
so  much  concerned  about  their  co-religionists, 
they  did  not  make  any  distinction  between 
the  different  Protestant  denominations,  but 
included  them  all  in  one  section.  No 
wonder  that  it  be  so.  It  is  very  w-eli 
known  that  the  clergymen  of  the  various 
Protestant  denominations  do  exchange  pul- 
pits at  certain  times  in  the  year.  This  fact, 
combined  with  their  readiness  to  unite  in 
matters  of  education,  is  for  the  public  more 
than  an  indication  that  in  so  far  at  least  a; 
this  subject  is  concerned,  there  is  no  sub- 
stantial variance  in  their  views,  and  cons«»- 
quently,  no  harm  nor  injustice  done  to  them. 
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lo  -violence  made  to  their  conscience,  when 
-he       rule  laid  down  by    themselves,   viz., 
'  tilie     recognized   equality   in  the  premises 
i>et;'^een   themselves   as   a    whole   and    the 
I\oinEkn  Catholics  "  is  embodied  in  the  law. 
^s'o'wr   that  we  have  shown  that  there  were 
t^vo    classes   recognized   by  our  educational 
Ia.ws,    and  that  the  Protestants  themselves 
a.re      responsible  for  being    regarded  as  a 
-wHole  in  the  classification,  let  us  see  more 
closely  in  the  new  legislation.     It  is  clear 
tViat  under  the  old  law  there  was  no  privi- 
lege to  any  one.     But  there  is  at  present  a 
privileged  class,  and   the  Catholics  are  not 
that  class.     That  the  old  Protestant  schools 
have  been  continued  by  the  new  law,  under 
the  same  supervision  and  regulations,   there 
cannot  be  any  doubt  to-day.     It  is  generally 
admitted.     Mr.  Martin,  as  reported  in  the 
semi-weekly   Winnipeg  Free   Press,    of  the 
22nd  day  of  February,  1894,  speaking  of  the 
school  law,  said  that : 

He  was  himself  not  satisfied  with  the  school  Act, 
and  had  never  lieen  so.      He  had  made  a  strong 
effort  to  have  the  pablic  schools,  controlled  by  the 
(government,   really  made    national    schools    with 
religion  obliterated.     He  was  now  more  convinced 
than  ever  that  that   was   the  only  school   which 
would  be  jnstified  as  constitutional.      It  has  been 
urged  by  satisfied  supporters  of  the  Act  that  none 
could   complain  of  the  devotional  element  intro- 
duced as  it  was  of  the  broadest  nature,   but  they 
found   that  the   Roman   Catholics  had  the  very 
gi-eatest  objection  to  this  provision  of  the  Act  and 
he  wa«  dissatisfied  himself.     *    *     It  had  been  said 
that  in  the  event  of  his  opinions   be  adopted,  our 
public  schools  would  lie  godless  schools,  but  by  many 
staunch  supporters  of  the  school  Act  it  had  been 
privately  admitted  to  him  that  the  religious  exer- 
cises   practised  in  the  schools  at   that  time   were 
without  value.     But  as  a  matter  of  sentiment  they 
added, — oh,  as  a  matter  of  sentiment  perhaps — but 
he  could  not  understand  such  an  argument.       The 
Roman  Catholics  had  honestly  stated  that  in  their 
belief  the  twoforms  of  education  should  go  together. 
Tiie  Protestants  admitted,  on  the  other  hami,  that 
it  was   impossible  to  have    religious    training  in 
schools,    and    only  asked   that  it  be  recognized, 
insisting,   however,   on  imposing  their  views  on 
others    in     that    respect.       Rather     than     that 
small    amount    of   religious     training    should  be 
<lone  away  with   in   the  schools,   the  Protestants 
said  they  would   prefer  the   old   state  of  affairs. 
He  wouhl  leave  it  to  his  audience   to  determine 
which  was  the  more  honest  stand  of  the  two. 

A  non-political  newspaper,  the  Commercial, 
published  in  Winnipeg,  says  : 

There  is  some  religious  teaching  in  our  schools, 
and  as  this  teaching  is  not  in  accordance  with  the 
Catholic  church,  there  is  some  thing  certain  that 
our  schools  are  not  Catholic  schools.  Xow,  as  this 
religious  instruction  is  not  at  least  objectionable 
to  the  Protestants,  and  in  fact  we  may  say  some 


religious  exercises  were  provided  for  in  the  new 
school  regulations,  in  deference  to  a  demand  from 
a  section  of  the  Protestants,  there  is  some  show  for 
the  claim  that  our  schools  are  now  Protestant 
schools.  This  of  course  gives  the  Catholics  an  ad- 
ditional objection  to  our  present  school  system. 

The  Winnipeg  Free  Press  says : 

Mr.  Martin,  the  author  of  the  bill  abolishing 
separate  schools,  has  said  that  he  thinks  the  pre- 
sent schools  are  Protestant  schools  *  *  it  is 
manifestly  unfair  to  insist  on  religious  exercises 
that  one  section  of  parents  believe,  rightly  or 
wrongly,  to  be  injurious  to  their  children.  It  is 
not  a  sufficient  answer  to  say  that  no  dogma  is 
taught ;  those  who  are  satisfied  with  the  exercises 
are  not  the  sole  judges  of  that. 

Exactly  so,  the  Protestant  divines  are  not 
the  judges  of  what  is  suitable  or  not  to  us 
in  matters  of  religious  training. 

The  Brandon  Mail,  says : 

In  refusing  to  patronize  schools  that  employ 
religions  teaching  to  which  they  object,  the  Catho- 
lics liave  taken  strong  and  reasonable  ground. 

The  yot'•^oester,  says : 

The  existing  system  is  too  repugnant  to  the  most 
obtuse  sense  of  common  justice  to  be  perpetuated 
for  any  considerable' length  of  time. 

It  must  be  admitted  then  that  the  Protes- 
tant population  enjoys  to-day  the  advantage 
of  religious  exercises  and  training  in  their  .so- 
called  public  schools  which  are  not  distasteful 
or  objectionable  to  their  conscience,  while  we 
have  not  the  same  privUege — their  religious 
exercises  being  impossible  of  acceptance  to 
us  on  conscientious  grounds.  Then  on  ac- 
count of  the  change  in  the  laws  introduced  in 
1890  in  our  province,  the  non-Catholics  form 
a  privileged  class,  while  the  Catholics  are 
detrimentally  and  prejudically  singled  out. 
It  is  no  answer  to  say  that  all  citizens  have 
the  same  right  to  make  use  of  the  public 
schools.  It  reminds  us  of  the  fox  and  the 
crane — the  law  spreadsanabundant  feast  in- 
I  deed,  but  in  platters  and  bottles  where  we 
cannot  touch  it.  To  offer  us  the  advantage 
of  the  law  as  it  stands  is  equivalent  to  say- 
ing to  us,  "  Give  up  your  religious  views,  and 
we  will  educate  your  children."  It  was  known 
beforehand  that  we  would  not  give  up  our 
religious  views.  It  was  known  generally, 
but  our  Vjoard  of  education  thought  it  their 
duty  to  bring  the  matter  more  specifically 
before  the  government  of  Manitoba,  in  the 
following  resolution  : 

"  The  Catholics  express  their  opinion  that  the 
proposed  legislation  is : 

I.  A  distinct  blow  to  the  natural  right  of  parents 
of  guiding  and  controlling  the  education  of  their 
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children,  assailing  thereby  the  liberty  of  their  con- 
science. 

2.  The  banishment  from  the  schools  of  the  pro- 
vince of  religious  teaching  which  is  the  fouDiiation 
of  morality  and  of  true  domestic  and  social  hap- 
piness. 

3.  A  direct  violation  of  the  rights  secured  to  the 
Catholic  population  by  the  treaties  which  deter- 
mined the  entry  of  Manitol)a  into  confederation, 
as  well  as  by  the  federal  and  imperial  statutes 
creating  the  province. 

The  offer  to  participate  in  the  advantages 
of  the  so-called  public  schools,  upon  condi- 
tions known  beforehand  to  be  of  impossible 
acceptance,  is  wilful  and  deliberate  exclusion; 
and  to  compel  payment  of  taxes,  and  to 
exclude  from  participation  in  the  advantages 
offered  in  the  form  of  a  government  grant,  is 
political  injustice,  because  all  who  pay  should 
share.  We  pay  our  taxes,  we  pay  our  share 
of  the  public  funds,  in  equity  we  should 
receive  a  share  of  all  those  funds.  When  it 
is  refused  1o  us,  except  on  the  condition 
that  we  surrender  our  religious  faith,  it  is  a 
confiscation  of  our  property,  it  is  a  penalty 
imposed  upon  us  for  not  believing  in  religious 
matters  as  our  neighbours  do.  When  it  is 
said  that  the  law  is  not  responsible  for  the 
effect  it  has  upon  us,  it  is  clearly  sug- 
gested (it  has  even  been  asserted)  that  our 
religion  is  responsible.  We  thought  the 
penal  laws  had  disappeared  from  the  realm, 
bat  they  are  beiog  revived  in  the  colonies, 
and  Manitoba  seems  willing  to  take  the  lead 
in  carrying  out  this  outrageous  policy. 

In  connection  with  this  question,  it  is 
often  asserted  that  in  allowing  religious 
exercises  of  a  denominational  character  in 
the  schools,  the  state  is  endowing  the 
churches.  This  is  a  fallacy,  in  so  far,  at  least, 
as  the  Manitoba  schools  were  concerned.  I 
make  here  no  distinction  between  the  various 
denominations.  I  desire  to  put  them  all  on 
the  same  footing.  In  common  with  their 
follow  citizens  of  other  creeds,  the  Catholics 
hold  that  it  is  not  the  province  of  the  state 
to  teach  dogmas  or  to  give  any  religious 
training.  This  statement,  perhaps,  almost 
unexpected  by  many  as  coming  from  me,  is, 
I  hope,  plain  enough.  Nevertheless  I  state 
also  that  religious  instruction,  of  a  positive 
character,  can  and  must  be  given  in  schools. 
To  authorize  and  to  facilitate  religious  teach- 
ing is  not  teaching  ;  it  is  a  passive  and  not  an 
active  mission  or  discharge  of  duty.  And 
when  that  is  done,  the  state,  in  giving  assist- 
ance to  such  schools,  is  not  in  the  least  endow- 
ing the  churches.  It  pays  only  for  a  part,  a 
small  part  of  what  it  receives  from  the  school, 


or  rather  from  the  parents  whose  eoboj'.  - 
is.  For  the  school  is  not  a  prolon^tioc  ■. 
the  state,  but  a  prolongation  of  the  i*m.- 
If  the  parents  could  on  all  occasions,  air: 
every  branch,  teach  their  own  children.  t}»; 
would  have  a  right  to  do  so,  in  accopdai- 
with  the  law  of  nature,  without  the  h.i< 
ference  of  the  state,  just  as  they  pron  .- 
food  and  clothing  for  their  children,  Br 
this  being  impossible  in  most  cases,  esp^cia^- 
with  poor  people,  or  people  ia  ordiia.T 
circumstances,  the  families,  within  a  ceriti 
radius,  open  a  place,  called  a  schooL  wL--r 
a  teacher,  engaged  and  paid  by  them,  p  *• 
lessons  to  their  children,  in  their  name  ar  j 
under  their  control ;  and  nobody  has  a  rigb: 
to  interfere  with  that  education.  And  it  :• 
not  only  Catholics  who  hold  these  views, !« 
English  and  Protestant  moralists  and  stMi<- 
men  also,  John  Stuart  Mill,  in  his  .fijuny  - 
Liberty,  says  : 

That  the  whole  or  any  large  part  of  the  r.i 
cation  of  the  people  should  lie  in  the  state  b.s£  .- 
I  go  as  far  as  any  one  in  deprecating.  It  is  i.  : 
endurable  that  a  government  should,  either  ii.  '-• 
or  in  fact,  have  a  complete  control  over  (be  «<'c 
cation  of  the  people. 

Chancellor  Kent  says  : 

The  duties  of  parents  to  their  children  as  Ivo.' 
their  natural  guardians  consist  in  maintaininfc  kn, 
educating  them  during  the  season  of  infancy  u.i 
youth. 

Sir  William  Blackstone  says  : 

The  last  duty  of  parents  to  their  childra  • 
that  of  giving  them  an  education  suitable  to  ttrc 
station  m  life  ;  a  duty  pointed  out  by  reason  a>i 
of  far  the  greatest  importance  of  any. 

Dr.  Wayland,  whose  books  have  long  b?en 
standard  works  in  moral  science  in  th-- 
United  States,  and  also,  in  the  Protestac* 
schools  of  Manitoba  prior  to  1890,  iflini 
not  mistaken,  says  in  his  Elements  of  mors 
science  : 

The  duty  of  parents  is  generally  to  educate  n. 
to  bring  up  their  children  in  such  manner  as  '.^) 
hetiere  will  \ie  most  for  their  future  happiness  bxth 
temporal  and  eternal. 

Again  : 

He  is  bound  to  inform  himself  of  the  peculi.r 
habits  and  reflect  upon  the  probable  futKrc 
situation  of  his  child,  and  deliberately  to  comi<l« 
what  sort  of  educatio?!  will  most  conduce  to  ti< 
future  happiness  and  usefulness. 

Again,  he  says  : 

The  duties  of  a  parent  are  established  by  Hvi. 
and  (}o<l  requiren  tw  not  to  viotate  thtnt. 

"  According  to  the  laws  of  nature,"  TTay- 
land  says  in  some  other  part  of  his  book,  'nbe 


Digitized  by 


Google 


[JUNE  27,  1895] 


461 


auclier  is  only  the  agent,  the  parent  is  the 
'incipal."     He  does  not  say  that  the  state 
t.he    principal,    but    the    parent.     And 
^a.yla,nd  continues : 

If  he  (the  parent)  be  under  obligation  to 
liic-ate  his  uhild  in  such  manner  as  he  supposes 
ill  most  conduce  to  the  child's  happiness  and  the 
clft^re  of  society,  he  has,  from  necessil/y,  the 
($ht  to  control  the  child  in  everything  necessary 
>  the  fulfilment  of  hia  obligations. 

Speaking  of  the  teacher,  he  says  : 

If  he  and  the  parent  cannot  agree,  the  connection 
iwst.  be  dissolved. 

lA>rd  Salisbury,  the  leader  of  the  Conser- 
-ative  party  in  England,  said  : 

There  is  only  one  sound  principle  in  religious 
education  to  which  you  should  cling,  which  you 
houl<l  relentlessly  enforce  against  all  the  conveni- 
;nce8  and  experiences  of  official  men ;  and  that  is, 
:hat  a  parent,  unless  he  has  forfeited  the  right  by 
criminal  acts,  has  the  inalienable  right  to  deter- 
nine  the  teaching  which  the  child  shall  receive 
upon  the  holiest  and  most  momentous  of  subjects. 
That  is  a  right  which  no  expediency  can  negative, 
which  no  state  necessity  ought  to  allow  you  to 
sweep  away. 

Mr.  Forster,  the  author  of  the  Ediication 
Act  of  1870,  in  England,  denied,  on  a  cer- 
tain occa.sion  that  the  Act  assumed  the 
education  of  the  people  to  be  the  right  and 
office  of  the  state.  He  quoted,  in  support 
of  his  denial,  the  Act  of  1876,  the  words  of 
which  are  as  follows  : 

It  shall  be  the  duty  of  the  parent  of  every 
child  to  cause  such  child  to  receive  efficient  ele- 
mentary instruction  in  reading,  writing  and 
arithmetic. 

And  on  the  same  occasion  he  said  : 

The  state  may  aid  them  (the  parents)  to  fulfil, 
and  may  compel  them  to  discharge,  that  duty,  but 
that,  except  as  a  penalty  for  neglect,  the  state 
cannot  assume  it  itself. 

The  right  of  the  parents   in   matter  of 
education  is  thus  clearly  demonstrated  to  be 
a  doctrine  held   not   only  by   the    Roman 
Catholics,    but  also  leading    men    not    in 
sympathy  with  our  religious  views.     How- 
ever,  in  modern  communities,  it  has  been 
the  policy  of  the    state,   as    Mr.   Forster 
says,  to  aid  the   parent  in   the   fulfilment 
of  his  duty,    by   a   grant  of   money,    and, 
as  I   have  said  on    some    other  occasion, 
the  state  has  a  right  to  see  that  its  money 
is  not  misapplied.     But  because  the  state 
helps  education   with   its  money,  because 
it  has  a  right  to  see  that  its  money  be  not 
misappUed,  that  help  and  that  right  do  not 


destroy  the  right  of  the  parents,  nor  the 
fact  that  the  state  is  receiving,  as  a  return 
for  its  aid,  more  than  what  it  gives.  I 
could  here  not  improperly  expand  my  re- 
marks, and  enter  into  a  general  discussion 
of  all  the  advantages,  material  and  moral, 
that  religious  education  confers  upon  the 
state,  directly  and  indirectly.  I  could  insist 
upon  the  social  results,  and  the  immediate 
and  beneficial  effect  of  a  good  religious  and 
moral  education  for  governments  and  the 
community  at  large.  From  that  I  might 
draw  the  conclusion  that  the  state,  in  allow- 
ing the  religious  teaching  and  in  aidii^  the 
same,  is  simply  working  in  its  own  interest. 
I  shall,  however,  confine  myself  to  quoting 
the  opinions  of  a  few  leading  men  : — 

Plato  said : 

Ignorance  of  the  true  God  was  the  greatest 
pest  of  all  republics. 

Guizot,  the  great  Fi-ench  Protestant  his- 
torian, and  for  several  years  Prime  Minister 
in  Franc?,  said  : 

In  order  to  make  education  truly  good  and 
socially  useful,  it  must  be  fundamentally  religious; 
national  education  must  be  given  and  received  in 
an  atmosphere  religious.  Religion  is  not  a  study 
or  an  exercise  to  be  restricted  to  a  certain  place 
or  hour.  It  is  a  faith  and  a  law  which  ought  to  be 
felt  everywhere. 

Disraeli,  later  on  Lord  Beaconsiield,  said  : 

I  am  not  disposed  to  believe  that  there  is  any 
existing  government  that  can  long  prevail,  founded 
on  the  neglect  to  supply  or  regolate  religious  in- 
struction to  the  people. 

Lord  Derby  : 

Public  education  should  be  considered  as  insepar- 
able with  religion. 

Gladstone : 

Every  system  which  places  religious  education 
in  the  bavKgronnd  is  pernicious. 

Horace  Mann : 

We  are  fully  persuaded  that  the  salt  of  religious 
trnth  can  alone  preserve  education  from  abuse. 

The  great  Napoleon  said  : 

Society  without  religion  is  like  a  ship  without 
a  compass,  uncertain  as  to  whither  it  is  going. 

Of  the  good  effect  of  religion  on  society 
and  industry,  I  may  quote  the  following 
from  the  Montreal  Gazette,  of  the  5th  Sep- 
tember., 1893 : 

For  its  population  and  industrial  importance, 
Montreal  has  been  exceptionally  exempt  from 
troubles.  Although  it  has  from  time  to  time  had 
strikes  in  one  or  other  departments  of  industry,  it 
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has  been  singularly  free  from  those  obstinate  and  vi- 
olent conflicts  between  employers  and  employed, 
which  hive  arrayed  class  against  class  in  other  com- 
munities. That  this  is,  to  a  considerable  extent, 
due  to  the  influence  of  the  Roman  Catholic  church 
and  to  the  more  or  less  pronounced  relations  be- 
tween workingmen's  societies  and  the  parochial 
clergy  may,  we  think,  be  pleaded  without  fear  of 
contradiction. 

Supported  by  these  author!  ties,  I  can  safely 
a.ssert  that  the  state  is  receiving  such  advan- 
tages from  religious  instruction  that  it  is  but 
right  that  it  should  pay  for  it.  I  stand, 
however,  by  my  first  proposition,  namely  : 
that  in  aiding  the  school  where  religious 
instruction  is  imparted  to  the  pupils,  the 
state  cannot  be  said  to  endow  the  churches. 
And  confining  myself  to  a  more  restricted 
standpoint  than  the  general  one  to  which  I 
have  above  referred,  I  shall,  I  hope,  demon- 
strate, with  almost  mathemetical  accuracy, 
by  facts  and  figures,  that  my  proposition 
is  correct.  Before  doing  so,  however,  I  will 
support  my  opinion  by  a  quotation  from  the 
report  of  the  English  Royal  Commission, 
instituted  in  1886,  to  inquire  into  the  ele- 
mentary education  Acts  in  England  and 
Wales,  The  66th  conclusion  of  the  com- 
missioners is  as  follows : 

(66).  That  the  state  cannot  be  constructively  re- 
garded as  endorsing  religious  education,  when, 
under  the  conditions  of  the  Act  of  1870,  it  pays 
annual  grants  in  aid  of  voluntary  local  effort  for 
secular  instruction  in  schools  in  which  religious 
instruction  forms  part  of  the  ]>rogramme  (page 
213  final  report). 

That  is  the  verdict  of  a  set  of  men  com- 
posed of  leading  statesmen  and  educationists, 
laymen  as  well  as  churchmen,  after  the 
hearing  of  151  witnesses,  and  inquiries  upon 
the  educational  systems  of  almost  all  the 
countries  in  the  world. 

This  evidence  should  go  a  long  way  to 
convince  people  of  at  least  the  plausibility 
of  the  grounds  we  take.  But,  I  will  go  fur- 
ther and  show  by  figures  that,  in  the  prov- 
ince of  Manitoba,  the  government  did  not 
give  one  cent  for  religious  teaching,  but,  on 
the  contrary,  was  receiving  as  a  free  gift,  the 
benefit  of  the  teaching  paid  by  the  parents, 
not  only  in  religio'us  matter,  but  partly  also 
in  secular  subjects. 

Let  us  see  first  what  was  the  cost  of 
maintenance  of  the  schools  and  then  what 
was  the  proportion  of  the  aid  given  by  the 
state.  The  average  cost  of  maintenance  of 
the  schools  was  alwut  $425.  The  average  of 
the  subsidy  given  to  each  school  was  $175, 
that  is,  less  than  one-half  of  the  total  cost. 


Now  take  the  subjects  taught  iatbekb* 
They  are  as  follows  : — 


1.  Religious  instruction  in  the  child's  Ua^.- 

2.  Reading.  \ 
X  Spelling.  I  In  French  aoi  L. 

4.  Grammar  and  analysis.   |'    lisb. 

5.  Composition.  J 

6.  Penmanship. 

7.  Linear  drawing. 

8.  Calculation,  arithmetic,  meiwiirstiaa  »s\ 
gebra. 

9.  Book-keeping,  single  and  double  entrv. 

10.  Geography  of  all  parts  of  the  world. 

11.  Sacred  history,  history  of  CaniwJa,  El^il. 
and  France. 

12.  Good  behaviour,  politeness  and  bcciK  . 
ness. 

l.S.  Vocal  music. 

14.  Useful  knowledge,  from  the  most  rc«Jr 
tar>-  to  the  elements  of  physics,  chemistn.  ..r 
culture  and  astronomy. 

15.  For  the  girls,  domestic  economy,  »•  , 
embroidery,  etc.,  etc. 

Out  of  fifteen  subjects,  thirteen  are  sect  ■-• 
and  only  two  religious  subjects.  Th»:  • 
more  than  four-fifths  uf  the  subjects  tr- 
of  a  secular  character.  Then  while  t:* 
state  was  contributing  to  the  tea : 
ing  less  than  -j^^  of  its  cost,  it  receivMi 
as  far  as  the  subjects  are  concerned,  d»'^ 
than  ^  of  the  instruction.  If  we  take  t-. 
time  given  we  will  have  the  same  r«sc.*. 
Religious  subjects  were  taught  as  a  rule  ik  ° 
more  than  half  an  hour  in  the  day.  A  9clk.> 
day  was  of  5  hours'  duration.  Half  >■'. 
hour  gives  a  proportion  on  the  whole  tintf^'' 
y^^.  Then  while  the  state  was  contribati'i: 
less  than  y^v  *^^  ^^^  '^^^  °'^  ^^^  scboo'.  r 
received  as  f&r  as  the  time  was  concercei 
■^jf  of  that  time,  which  was  g\ven  to  secilv 
training.  The  state  was  accordingly  receiriis: 
as  a  free  gift,  from  the  parents,  as  far  ass^i- 
jects  were  concerned,  at  least  y\,  and  as  tr 
as  time  was  concerned,  -^  of  the  instntctk 
From  the  consideration  of  all  these  fa(t< 
and  opinions,  we  must  come  to  the  conci: 
sion  that  one  of  the  greatest  fallacies  i: 
education  is  the  contention  that  the  church<- 
are  endowed  when  religious  training  » 
allowed  in  the  schools  aided  by  goveminenb 

It  would  be  nearer  to  the  truth  to  ^ty 
that  in  disendowing  religious  education,  tik 
state  is  endowing  irreligious  training. 

In  connection  with  this  motion,  I  canm ' 
refrain  from  referring  to  a  statement  wiA' 
last  year  by  the  Primate  of  the  En«li«i. 
Church  in  this  Dominion.  He  was  reporte>i 
as  saying  : 

It  is  a  matter  of  regret  that  the  Roman  Caib'  ' 
church  in  this  province  (Manitoba)  in  the  eSon  li 
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securing  gpecially  favourable  terms  for  itself,  is 
of>{>osii>g  even  what  remains  of  religion  in  onr 
soliciols. 

I  am  sorry  to  say,  with  all  due  respect  to 
the  high  dignitary  of  the  Church  of  England 
■who    uttered  these  words,  that  they  are  a 
misconstruction  and,   consequently,    a   mis- 
representation  of    our   claims   and    of  our 
sentiments.     I  do  not  question  the  motives  ; 
I  do  not  for  a  moment  doubt  the  good  faith 
of    the   eminent  prelate.     In  my  personal 
intercourse  with   him,    I  have  learned  to 
honour  him,  and  I  have  for  his  person  and 
for    his  dignity  a  deep   resp)ect.     But  his 
utterances  on  that  occasion  are  an  instance 
of   the  easy  way  in  which  good  men  some- 
times unwittingly  misrepresent  us.     Those 
■words  have  been  printed  and  reprinted,  they 
have  been  circulated  all  through  the  country, 
and    as  our  correction  will  not,   in   effect, 
reach   the  same    parties,     we    will  stand 
misrepresented,  and  a  good   deal  of  harm 
■will  thus  have  been  done  to  the  cause  of 
harmony  and  of  mutual  regard.     Under  the 
circumstances  it  is  my  duty  to  the  Primate 
of  the  English  Church  in  Can  .da  himself,  as 
well  as  to  the  country  and  to  the  Catholic 
Bishops  of  the  Dominion,  whose  petition  of 
last  year  was  the  occasion  of  those  objec- 
tionable statements,  it  is  my  duty  to  all  to 
say    that    such    are    not    our    claims    or 
sentiments     and     that     nothing     in      the 
petition    referred    to    could    warrant    the 
assertion.      That     we    do     not    seek    for 
"  specially  favourable  terms,"  I  have  fully 
demonstrated  in  the  former  part  of  these  re- 
marks.    We  only  want  to  return  to  that 
situation  so  correctly  deflned  by  Rev.  Dr. 
Bryce  in  1877,  when  "  no  special  rights  were 
given  to  either  Catholics  or  Protestants," 
when  "  the  Roman  Catholic  schools  were  as 
much  national  as  the  Protestant,"  when  "  no 
church  was  given  a  place  of  precedence," 
and  when  there  "  was  no  bone  of  contention 
to  disturb  the  prevailing  harmony,"  on  ac- 
count of  the  "  perfect  religious  equality  and 
toleration  subsisting  in  Manitoba  "  in  1882. 
Neither  do  we  oppose  "  what  remains  of  re- 
ligion"  in   the  so-called  public  schools  of 
Manitoba ;  on  the  contrary  we  heartily  re- 
joice that  so  much  of  Christianity  yet  remains 
in  those  schools.     It  is  a  gain  for  which  we 
thank  God,  but  His  Grace  the  Primate  him- 
self   acknowledges    in    the    same     breath 
that  it  is  too  little— "  Alas,  too  little  !  "  he 
exclaims. 

In  that  we  agree  with  the  metropolitan  of 
Rupert's  Land.     We  believe  that  the  mere 


reading  of  a  few  passages  of  the  Bible 
selected  by  the  state  is  a  creedless  Christian- 
ity. It  is  not  the  teaching  of  religion,  be- 
cause there  is  no  teaching  unless 
the  true  and  intrinsic  meaning  of  a 
subject  is  imparted  to  the  student. 
Fancy  an  undergraduate  undergoing  an 
examination  on  his  Euclid  with  a  general 
notion  of  it  only.  Would  not  that  man  be 
plucked  1  That  kind  of  religious  exercises  is 
nothing  but  the  system  deprecated  in  the 
following  words  by  Lord  Salisbury  : 

Ifumberti  of  persons  have  invented  what  I  may 
call  a  pKitent  compressible  religion,  which  can  l>e 
forced  into  all  consciences  with  avery  little  squeez- 
ing ;  and  they  wish  to  insist  that  this  should  be  the 
only  religion  taught  throughout  the  schools  of  the 
nation.  What  I  want  to  impress  upon  you  in  that 
if  you  admit  this  conception,  you  are  entering  upon 
a  religious  war  of  which  you  will  not  see  the  end. 

Again  we  say,  with  the  Right  Reverend 
Metropolitan,  what  Christian  reading 
there  is  in  the  schools  at  present  is  "too 
little."  We  do  not  oppose  that  much, 
but,  acting  consistently  with  our  principles 
and  our  judgment,  we  urgently  pray  that  a 
supplement  be  added  to  that  "too  little" 
already  given,  so  as  to  make  the  teaching  of 
religion  equal  to  the  requirements  of  cons- 
cience, equal  to  the  requirements  of  a  Chris- 
tian nation,  equal  to  the  rule  laid  down  and 
unanimously  resolved  by  the  General  Synod 
of  the  English  Church,  as  stated  by  the 
eminent  divine  above   referred  to,  namely  : 

That  religious  teaching  in  our  public  schools  is 
absolutely  necessary  in  order  to  fulfil  the  true  pur- 
pose of  education  and  to  conserve  the  highest  inter- 
ests of  the  nation  at  large. 

Here,  let  me  quote  a  few  words  from  Chan- 
cellor Von  Caprivi,  speaking  in  the  German 
Assembly,  on  school  matters : — 

We  feel  we  are  living  in  very  serious  time  amid 
forces  against  which  we  must  rally  all  onr  resources 
of  defence  *  *  It  is  certain  we  cannot  dispense  with 
religion  in  this  work.  It  is  beyond  dispute  that 
most  schools  need  Christianity.  The  school  however, 
cannot  possess  this  without  creeds ;  it  must  there- 
fore l>e  connected  with  the  churches  whence  creeds 
emanate. 

Von  Caprivi  only  draws  in  these  words 
logical  conclusions  from  a  sound  principle. 
Once  more,  I  say,  we  do  not  oppose  any 
of  the  christianfeaturesthat  the  schools  under 
the  supervision  of  the  advisory  board  may 
have,  but  until  that  is  done  in  Manitoba, 
until  the  needed  supplement  can  be  given  to 
that  "  too  little,"  we  maintain  without  dis- 
turbing the  schools  of  our  Protestant  fellow 
citizens,  and  at  an  extra  cost,  our  schools 
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where  proper  and  sufficient  religious  train- 
ing is  given,  we  cannot  help  thinking 
with  his  Grace,  that  what  is  given  at  present 
in  the  schools  of  Manitoba  in  the  way  of 
religious  instruction  is  "  too  little."  And 
we  fear  that,  in  the  course  of  time,  such  a 
deficiency  in  religious  training  in  our  schools 
would  make  of  the  latter  what  the  editor  of 
the  New  York  Methodist  called  once  in  speak- 
ing of  the  United  States  schools,  "  hot  beds 
of  infidelity."  We  want,  by  persisting  in  our 
stand  upon  this  matter,  to  be  worthy  of  these 
remarkable  words  pronounced  in  the  House 
of  Lords,  in  1891,  by  Lord  Argyle  : 

In  Victoria,  the  Roman  Catholics  hail  the  high 
honour  of  standing  alone  in  refusing  to  pull  down 
in  their  schools  the  everlasting  standard  of  con- 
science. The  resistance  on  the  part  of  the  Roman 
Catholics  I  believe  may  be  the  germ  of  a  strong 
reaction  against  the  pure  secularism,  against  what 
I  venture  to  call  the  pure  Paganism  of  the  educa- 
tion of  the  colony. 

With  these  few  remarks,  for  the  patient 
hearing  of  which  I  most  sincerely  thank  this 
honourable  House,  I  move  for  the  return  to 
which  my  notice  relates. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
There  is  no  objection  to  bring  down  and  lay 
before  the  House  all  the  correspondence, 
such  as  there  is,  but  I  am  not  aware  at  the 
present  moment  that  there  has  been  cor- 
respondence of  any  consequence.  My  recol- 
lection is,  however,  that  a  letter  was  received, 
but  I  think  it  was  to  myself  from  the  Right 
Rev.  Archbishop  of  Rupert's  Land.  Speaking 
from  memory,  I  should  say  that  it  is  of  such 
a  character  that  there  will  be  no  objection 
whatever  to  lay  it  before  the  House,  or  any 
other  information  of  the  character  required 
by  the  hon.  gentleman. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

JAMES    BAY    RAILWAY  COMPANY 
BILL. 

THIRD   READING. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMillan  moved  concurr- 
ence in  the  amendments  made  by  the 
Standing  Committee  on  Railways,  Tele- 
graphs and  Harbours  to  Bill  (87)  "  An  Act 
to  incorporate  the  James  Bay  Railway 
Company." 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the  bill 
was  then  read  the  third  time  and  passed. 


INSURANCE  ACT  AMENDMENT 
BILL. 

IK  COMMITTEE. 

The  House  resolved  itself  into  a  cot 
mittee  on  the  whole  on  Bill  (92)  "An  A-- 
further  to  amend  the  Insurance  Act. " 

In  the  Committee. 

On  clause  1, 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  wish  to  direct  d- 
attention  of  the  minister  in  charge  of  xh^ 
bill  to  the  fact  that  there  is  an  omissioo  iL 
the  proposed  subsection  7.  It  reads  ».• 
follows : 

7.  The  statements  mentioned  in  the  next  y:^ 
ceding  section  and  the  statements  of  Canni*  hi-.- 
ness  provided  for  iii  the  first  subsection  of  ilk 
section  shall  be  deposited  in  the  office  of  the  scfsc: 
intendent  on  the  first  day  of  January  next  {oUcn 
ing  the  date  thereof,  or  within  two  months  the;^ 
after ;  and  every  statement  of  general  businni 
provided  for  in  the  first  subsection  of  this  stciii.: 
shall  be  deposited  in  the  office  of  the  superintoii 
ent  within  fifteen  days  after  it  is  required  by  U» 
to  be  made  to  the  government  of  the  country  u 
which  the  head  office  of  the  company  whose  itsu- 
meut  it  is,  is  situate,  or  within  fifteen  days  after 
the  submission  of  the  same  at  the  annnsl  mefCui.' 
of  the  shareholders  or  members  of  the  oompsD), 
whichever  date  first  occurs:  Provideil  howevi-:. 
that  no  such  statement  of  general  business  ateti  l^ 
so  deposited  earlier  than  the  first  day  of  May.  o  ' 
shall  it  be  so  deposited  later  than  the  thirtieth  <iiv 
of  June  next  following  the  date  thereof. 

I  wish  to  direct  the  attention  of  the  min- 
ister to  the  fact  that  in  the  first  subclause. 
line  24,  he  has  provided  for  another  esse 
which  he  has  not  provided  for  here  : 

And,  in  the  event  of  no  such  statement  \*itf 
submitted  to  such  memlwrs  or  shareholders,  sk*!) 
show  in  concise  form  the  assets  and  liabiUtiu  «* 
the  company  at  such  balancing  day  and  th«  if'- 
come  ami  expenditure  of  the  company  for  the  >"»■' 
ending  on  such  balancing  day.  The  blank  form 
of  the  statements  of  the  Canada  business  shall  ''« 
supplied  by  the  superintendent. 

There  is  no  provision  made  for  the  date  »t 
which  that  statement  shall  be  submitted 
I  suppose  something  of  this  sort  would  do ; 
"  or  if  no  such  statement  is  submitted  to  the 
shareholders,  then  at  the  close  of  the  com- 
pany's business  year,  or  two  months  after- 
wards," or  something  of  that  sort. 

Hon.  Mr.  ANGERS— The  proviso  at  the 
end  of  the  clause  covers  that  case  "  provided, 
however,  that  no  such  statement  of  general 
business  need   be  so  deposited  earlier  tbu^ 
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le  first  day  of  May,  nor  shall  it  be  so  d©- 
^si-becl  later  than  the  30th  day  of  June 
&-X.X.  following  the  date  thereof."  That  ap- 
lies  tw  the  statement  filed  with  the  de- 
a.rtment  and  would  also  cover  the  case 
sf erred  to  by  the  hon.  gentleman.  It 
overs  all  statements.  They  have  to  be  put 
n  &t  auch  a  date  and  not  later  than  the 
late  mentioned. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER^That  is,  I  think, 
rue,  but  then  I  should  ask  the  committee 
£  tliere  does  not  appear  to  be  a  conflict  be- 
I'ween  the  earlier  part  of  the  subclause  and 
i\\e  latter  part : 

Every  atatement  of  the  general  business  provided 
for  under  the  said  first  subsection  of  this  section, 
shall  be  deposited  in  the  office  of  the  superintend- 
ent within  fifteen  days  after  it  is  required  by  law 
to  be  made  to  the  government  of  the  country  in 
whiuh  the  head  office  of  the  company  whose  state- 
ineut  it  is  situate,  or  within  fifteen  days  after  the 
uubmisaiun  of  the  same  at  the  annual  meeting  of 
the  shareholders  or  members  of  the  company, 
whichever  date  first  occurs. 

That  is  an  express  provision. 

Hon.  Mr.  ANGERS—"  Provided  that  in 
no  case  shall  it  be  later  than  such  a  date." 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER — Supposing  the  busi- 
ness year  ends  at  the  end  of  the  calendar 
year,  this  latter  part  is  directly  in  conflict 
with  the  earlier  part : 

XoT  shall  it  be  so  deposited  later  than  the  30th 
day  of  June  next  following  the  date  thereof. 

Hon.  Mr.  ANGERS— If  the  business  year 
ended  in  January,  they  would,  according  to 
law,  be  bound  to  give  the  statement  not 
later  than  fifteen  days  after. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— You  say  it  need  not 
be  deposited  earlier  than  the  first  of  May 
nor  later  than  the  30th  June.  It  is  all  right 
to  say  that  it  must  hot  be  deposited  later 
than  the  30th  June,  but  why  should  you  say 
it  need  not  be  deposited  before  the  first  of 
Mayl 

Hon.  Mr.  ANGERS— The  law  provides 
that  companies  that  give  stateinents  to  the 
shareholders  must  file  them  within  thirty 
days  after  such  statement  is  made.  That 
applies  to  companies  who  make  statements. 
There  are  companies  who  do  not  make  state- 
ments to  their  shareholders.  In  that  case 
we  ^ay  it  shall  not  be  later  than  the  30th 
June  next  following  the  date  thereof. 
30 


Hon.  Mr.  POWER— That  may  be  the 
intention,  but  it  is  not  carried  out  in  the 
clause. 

Hon.  Mr.  ANGERS — It  seems  to  me  quite 
clear  as  it  is. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— T  appeal  to  the  com- 
mittee if  I  am  not  right — if  it  is  not  perfectly 
clear  that  this  proviso  applies  to  all  the  gen- 
eral statements. 

Hon.  Mr.  ANGERS— The  construction 
put  upon  this  by  the  officer  who  is  specially 
in  charge  of  the  service  agrees  with  the  one 
I  have  given  to  the  House,  which  is  this, 
that  when  there  is  a  date  fixed  by  a  com- 
pany to  give  its  statement,  that  statement 
should  be  given  to  us  fifteen  days  after,  that 
when  there  is  no  date  fixed,  they  have  to 
send  that  statement  to  the  department  here, 
and  it  is  not  required  to  be  earlier  than  the 
first  of  May,  but  it  must  not  be  later  than 
the  30th  June,  so  that  it  covers  all  the  cases 
that  can  come  under  the  effect  of  that 
clause. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER^I  do  not  undertake 
to  say  what  the  department  meant.  I  am 
not  raising  any  question  about  that,  but  I 
appeal  to  any  man  who  can  understand  the 
English  language  as  to  what  it  means.  I 
think  there  is  a  direct  conflict  between  the 
proviso  and  what  goes  before.  The  Min- 
ister says  the  proviso  was  only  intended 
to  apply  to  cases  where  no  statements  were 
made  by  the  companies  to  their  shareholders. 
Why  not  limit  the  proviso  to  those  cases  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  ANGERS — ^What  amendment 
do  you  suggest  t 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— It  is  for  the  depart- 
ment to  take  care  of  the  bilL 

Hon.  Mr.  ANGERS— Then  I  move  that 
the  clause  be  carried  as  it  is. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  have  only  read  the 
bill  hastily.  There  are  two  cases  provided 
for,  one  where  the  company  have  a  general 
meeting  under  their  own  charter  and  are 
obliged  to  make  returns  to  the  government 
of  the  country  where  they  hold  their  charter. 
In  the  one  case  they  are  obliged  within  fifteen 
days  after  that  meeting  to  .send  a  return  to 
Ottawa  to  be  filed  here.  There  is  another 
case  where  they  have  not  had  a  general 
meeting  and  have  not  made  up  a  statement 
under  their  charter.      In  that  case  they 
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must  send  a  statement  here  between  the  Ist 
May  and  30th  June.  There  is  no  doubt 
that  proviso  would  apply  to  both  cases, 
which  creates  some  inconsistency. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
The  superintendent  of  insurance  says  that 
he  referred  it  to  the  Minister  of  Justice  who 
thought  that  the  language  covered  the 
point. 

The  clause  was  adopted. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Hon.  gentlemen  will 
recognize  that  within  the  last  year  or  two 
there  was  very  considerable  attention  drawn 
to  insurance  on  chUdren,  and  I  think  we 
should  add  in  our  schedule  the  list  of  what  we 
call  industrial  insurance  take  on  lives  below 
10  years  of  age.  The  subject  is  creating  a 
good  deal  of  discussion  and  a  bill  has  been 
introduced  into  Parliament  on  the  subject, 
limiting  the  amount.  There  was  pressure 
brought  to  bear  on  insurance  companies  to 
extend  the  amount  to  be  put  on  children 
and  that  was  extended,  but  I  think  the 
Minister  should  draw  the  attention  of  the 
department  to  the  importance  of  having  a 
special  provision  as  to  that,  making  the 
companies  in  their  returns  show  the  number 
of  children  under  ten  or  8  or  any  age  they 
may  fix,  but  it  struck  me  ten  would  be  about 
a  fair  age.  It  is  certain  that  the  system 
has  been  very  much  abused,  and  in 
the  interests  of  good  morals  I  think  it  highly 
important  that  we  should  have  some  such 
provision  added. 

Hon.  Mr.  OGILVIE— In  Massachusetts 
the  most  strict  and  careful  inquiry  that  ever 
was  made  about  that  same  subject  in  any 
country  resulted  in  a  report  strongly  in 
favour  of  the  insurance  of  children.  It  is 
not  perhaps  generally  understood  that  up  to 
a  certain  age — 13,  14  or  15 — if  anything 
was  to  happen  to  the  child  and  it  died  they 
got  no  benefit,  but  simply  got  what  they 
paid  in,  and  while  the  hon.  gentleman  from 
Ottawa  may  be  quite  right  in  wanting  the 
returns  brought  in,  I  think  anybody  who 
has  taken  the  trouble  to  look  into  the  matter 
must  come  to  the  conclusion  that  there  has 
been  a  great  deal  of  talk  about  the  insurance 
of  children  which  was  undeserved  and  un- 
desirable. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— In  confirmation  of 
what  the  hon.  gentleman  has  stated,  as  I 


understand  from  the  insurance  com;«:.- 
they   limit  themselves,  of    their  o»a  ■>■■ 
motion,   the  amount  to  a  sam  coDa.<im. 
less  than  the  latitude  afforded  them  c:^   , 
the  Ontario  statute.     So  I   think  it  is  ip    1 
in  the  interests  of  all  parties  that  ve  ^•^. 
know  the  real  facts. 

Hon.  Mr.  ANGERS— la   answer  tT.     i 
request,  I  may  state  that  under  the  ja**.: 
law  the  inspector  is  empowered  to  obx 
from  the  companies  a  return   shovicz  •:. 
ages  of  children  insured  by    the  diS:-' 
companies.     The  section  that  would  ■&.. 
to  it  is  section   19.     And  the   attentle  ' 
the  department  will  be  drawn  to  the  i. 
that  the  reports  should  show  what  th'f  _  . 
gentleman  mentions.      I   may    say  ti»t 
have   since   the   discussion   brought  !>?:•■ 
this   House   by   the   hon.   gentleman  ir: 
Hopewell,  drawn  the  attention  of  the  A": 
ney  General  of  the  province  of  Quebec  tiit: 
law  enacted  in  Ontario  limiting'   the  it.'.' 
ance  of  children,  and  he  gave  me  to  n&'e 
stand  that  in  his  province  he  would  svl'^sr 
to  the  legislatura  a  law  to  the  same  fSi" 
I  think  before  long  the  other  provinces  »- 
follow  the  example,  and  no  evil  will  r»t ' 
from  it.     I  now  hold  in  my  hand  an  am^ii 
ment  which  I  thought  the  hon.  genilejn: 
from    Ottawa   was   going   to   propose,  ii: 
which  I  should  support  myself. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  move  the  folloTit. 
amendment : 

That  the  following  amendment  be  made  u, » 
tion  4  of  the  Insurance  Act,  to  be  designate-i  <; 
section  a : — 

Subsection  a — Provided  always  that  ^'-f 
issuing  a  license  to  a  company,  legally  fortneJ'-i* 
where  than  in  Canadi,  the  Minister  must  be  t-^- 
fied  that  the  corporate  name  of  the  conipu 
applying  for  the  license  is  not  that  of  any  "i-'° 
known  company  incorporated  or  unincorponW' 
or  any  name  liable  to  be  confounded  therewith. ' 
otherwise  on  public  grounds  objectionable. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  think  we  shou>- 
qualify  that  so  as  to  provide  that  it  shall  »■ 
be  the  name  of  any  other  company  doc^ 
business  in  Canada  because  there  miftht  >■ 
a  company  in  England  or  some   where  d* 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  am  following  tk 
statutes  of  England. 

Hon.  Mr.  ANGERS— This  clause  ifouli 
cover  the  objection  made  the  other  day  to  > 
private  bill  which  came  before  this  Hoii->a 
where  private  individuals  were  trying  to  g« 
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incorporation  under  the  name  of  the 
.nkers'  Life  Association.  Referring  to  the 
me  the  other  day  I  made,  what  I  thought, 
luld  be  taken  as  a  joke.  Now,  the  very 
;t  that  that  joke  created  a  certain  impres- 
'n  shows  how  important  the  name  of  a 
QQpany  is.  It  only  gives  force  to  my 
arnment  that  men  in  most  cases  are  deceived 
'  the  name. 

Hon.  Mr.  MacINNES  (Burlington)  from 
e  committee  reported  the  bill  with  one 
aendment,  which  was  concurred  in. 

HE  COMPANIES'  ACT  AMENDMENT 
BILL. 

IN  COMMITTEE. 

The  House  resolved  itself  into  a  com- 
littee  of  the  Whole  on  Bill  (K)  "  An  Act 
>  amend  the  Companies  Act." 

Hon.  Mr.  SULLIVAN  from  the  Com- 
mittee reported  the  bill  without  amendment- 

JANKERS'  LIFE  ASSOCIATION  BILL. 

SEFERRED  BACK  TO  COMMITTEE. 

The  Order  of  the  Day  being  read  "  Con- 
iideration  of  amendements  by  the  Standing 
Committee  on  Banking  and  Commerce  to 
Bill  (26)  "  An  Act  to  incorporate  the 
Bankers'  Life  Association  of  Canada," 

Hon.  Mr.  LOUGHEED  moved  that  the 
49th  rule  by  suspended  with  regard  to  this 
bill. 

Hon.  Mr.  O'DONOHOE— Before  this  bill 
is  further  proceeded  with,  I  think  it  should 
be  referred  back  to  committee  with  a  view 
to  changing  its  name. 

Hon.    Mr.   LOUGHEED— This    motion 
does  not  involve  the  consideration  of   the 
question  as  to  the  name,  but  merely  as  to 
publication.    When  publication  appeared  in 
the  newspapers  with  reference  to  the  bill  it 
was  not  advertised  in  the  various  provinces 
throughout  the    Dominion,    owing    to    an 
omission  in  a  certain  circular  issued  by  the 
clerk  of  the  House  of  Commons.     I  there- 
fore ask  for  a  suspension  of   the  rule  and 
after  that  I  will  move  for  the  adoption  of 
the  report,  and  then  the  hon.   gentleman 
will  be  in  order  to  discuss  the  title  of  the 
biU. 
30J 


Hon.  Mr.  O'DONOHOE— The  motion 
the  hon.  gentleman  has  made  it  is  competent 
for  me  to  speak  of  the  bill  as  I  do.  The  name 
of  the  Bankers'  Insurance  Company  is  cal- 
culated to  deceive  and  therefore  should  not 
be  countenanced  by  this  honourable  House. 

Hon.  Mr.  LOUGHEED— I  call  my  hon. 
friend  to  order,  because  there  ia  a  notice  of 
motion  with  reference  to  the  name  which 
wiU  be  moved  after  the  House  expresses 
itself  on  the  suspension  of  the  rule. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Hon.  Mr.  LOUGHEED  moved  that  the 
amendments  as  embodied  in  the  report  of 
the  committee  be  concurred  in. 

Hon.  Hr.  SCOTT— Among  the  amend- 
ments is  a  change  in  the  name  of  the  com- 
pany. If  we  adopt  those  amendments  it 
will  compromise  the  House  in  taking  excep- 
tion to  the  tiile  of  the  bill.  The  title  has 
been  amended,  and  that  must  be  excepted 
from  the  amendment  which  we  are  asked  to 
concur  in. 

Hon.  Mr.  LOUGHEED— With  the  con- 
sent of  the  House  I  will  put  the  motion  in 
this  way — that  the  amendments  be  concurred 
in  with  the  exception  of  the  amendment 
with  reference  to  the  title. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Hon.  Mr.  LOUGHEED  moved  the  con- 
currence of  the  House  in  the  amendments 
made  by  the  Standing  Committee  on  Bank- 
ing and  Commerce  to  the  title,  "The 
Bankers'  Life  Insurance  Association  of  Can- 
ada." 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT — I  move  in  amendment 
that  said  hill  be  referred  back  to  the  com- 
mittee with  Instructions  to  select  another 


Hon.  Mr.  O'DONOHOE— That  is  the 
purpose  with  which  I  started. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY— It  will  be  quite 
consonant  with  parliamentary  practice  that 
the  title  be  amended  without  referring  the 
bill  back. 

Hon.  Mr.  O'DONOHOE— The  correct 
course  is  to  send  the  bill  back  to  committee 
with  a  view  to  the  subbtitution  of  another 
name  for  the  name  inserted  here,  because  I 
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think  we  are  all  proud  of  the  status  of  our 
banking  institutions  and  we  should  allow 
nothing  to  be  engrafted  upon  them  that 
would  be  calculated  to  mislead  the  public. 
The  very  name  here  would  give  this  insur- 
ance company  a  sort  of  credit  or  weight.  It 
is  not  desirable  that  that  should  be  done, 
and  I  therefore  agree  with  the  motion  made 
by  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Ottawa  to  refer 
the  bill  back  to  committee  with  a  view  to 
having  the  name  changed  to  another,  and 
that  the  name  "  bank  "  or  "  bankers  "  be  not 
incorporated  with  the  bill. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCALLUM— As  I  under- 
stand the  question,  it  is  not  desirable  that  we 
should  give  countenance  to  this  name  if  we 
can  avoid  it,  because  I  know  it  would  have 
the  efiect  of  giving  aa  undue  strength  to  this 
company  in  the  country ;  but  as  I  under- 
stand the  matter,  there  are  two  or  three  in- 
surance companies  in  the  United  States  that 
are  ready  to  come  into  this  country  and  the 
inspector  of  insurance  here  tells  us  he  can- 
not keep  them  out. 

Hon.  Mr.  ANGERS— We  have  amended 
the  law  to-day  to  do  that. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCALLUM— Then  I  was 
speaking  under  a  misapprehension.  What 
I  was  about  to  say  is  this—  if  we  are  to  have 
this  name  at  all,  I  should  prefer  one  of  our 
own  companies  to  havn  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  LOUQ  SEED— The  amend- 
ment does  not  keep  1  he  company  out  with 
a  particular  name,  It  simply  widens  the 
discretion  given  to  the  government  in  regard 
to  saying  whether  a  company  shall  come  into 
the  country  with  a  name  conflicting  with 
the  name  of  any  other  company. 

Hon.  Mr.  ANGERS— Or  otherwise  ob- 
jectionable. 

Hon.  Mr.  LOUGHEED— I  hope  my 
hon.  friend  will  not  say  that  the  name  is 
objectionable. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— On  public  grounds 
it  is. 

Hon.  Mr.  LOUGHEED— Then  the  hon. 
gentleman  views  the  matter  differently  from 
the  people  of  the  United  States  and  England. 
The  hon.  gentleman  from  Alma  said  he  was 
unaware  of  any  other  company  with  a 
similar  name.  In  deference  to  the  wishes  of 
the  promotors  of  the  bill,  and  in  explanation 


of  their  action  in  asking  that  this  US' 
given  to  the  company,  I  may  meao.:  • 
fact  that  in  the  United  States  and  a  L. 
land  there  are  various  oompanie  Uk. 
this  appellation.     In  England  ther«  &^  ~ 
companies,    one    known     as    the   fiui- 
Guarantee,  Limited,  and  the  other  Bt^c 
Guarantee  Insurance  Company,  doio^ ; Iv 
business  in  Great  Britain.      So  far  a>  i .. 
aware,  no  such  objection  has  been  ni» 
the  adoption   of   those  names  by  th*  e . 
panies  to  which  I  have  referred,  a?  af{r 
to  exist  in  the  minds  of  the  hon.  geotL'i. 
in  this  Housa     It  did  not  appear  fnjs  . 
action  of  the  Committee  on   fiankii:  . 
Commerce  of  the  House  of  Commoifc  - 
also  the  House  of  Commons    itself  tfiit ' 
objections  which  weigh  so  seriously  he  - 
the  minds  of  hon.  gentlemen  weighed  w:  • 
more  popular  body  in  reference  to  tlu-:  ■ 
ticular    company.     In    the   United  Sv.- 
where  insurance  is  carried  on  to  prohib  J  ■ 
higher  degree  of  excellence  than  ekeib^ 
there   are  no  less   than  6  or  7  ampa 
with  a  similar  name  doing  business.   ^ ' 
the  permission  of  the  House,  I  will  emx-' 
ate  them : 

The  Bankers'    Insurance   Associatioa 
Des  Moines,  Iowa 

The  Bankers'  Life  Association  of  St  h'- 
Minnesota. 

The  Bankers'  Life  Association  of  Kit-- 
City. 

The  Bankers'  Life  Association  of  Elb  ■ 

The  Bankers'  Life  Association  of  Uxa^ 
Nebraska. 

The  Bankers'   Life   Associatioa  of  ^'' 
York. 

For  ought  I  know,  there  may  be  of 
associations  on  the  continent  doing  hw.y 
under  a  similar  name.  Why  should  < 
apprehension  exist  in  the  minds  of  \^' 
tors  in  this  House,  when  in  so  coBsem'-' 
a  country  as  Great  Britain,  we  find  ot 
panies  doing  business  under  this  parties"" 
name  ?  I  mention  this  fact  in  vindicateii ' 
the  action  taken  by  the  promoters  m'J  - 
justification  of  their  application  toTd- 
ment  that  they  should  assume  this  nis 
My  hon.  friend  from  Ottawa  yesterdsV'*' 
the  liberty  of  saying  that  we  were  pf'J;^ 
rating  a  fraud  on  the  public  in  permte- 
any  company  to  adopt  this  name. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Hear,  hear. 

Hon.Mr.LOUGHEED— My  hoafne"'- 
olfactory  organs  may  be  more  sensiti«- 
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meeting     a  scent  of  fraud  than  those  of 
lers,  'but;    I  fail  to  see  how  fraud  is  at- 
npteti  on  the  people  of  Canada  because  we 
re  a.  company  a  respectable  name.  I  have 
tRcienl;     confidence  in   the  intelligence  of 
r  people  to  believe  that  they  will  not  be 
ceivecL  because  a  company  has  this  name 
tihekt  t>]:iey  will  associate  it  with  the  name 
some  iztstitution  which  has  no  connection 
itli  it.       Will  my  hon.  friend  say  that  any 
itelligent  man  seeking  insurance  and  look- 
ig  at  the  name  of  this  company  will  con- 
lude  that  it  is  a  company  run  by  the  bank- 
tig    institutions  of  Canada  ?     I  will  hazard 
he  opinion  that  there  is  not  an  intelligent 
nan  in    the  Dominion  of  Canada    who  can 
>ossibIy   think,   that  because  an   insurance 
company  adopted   this    particular  name,  it 
necessarily  follows  that  it  is  an  institution 
doing  business  under  the  patronage  of  or  in 
connection  with  the  banking  institutions  of 
Canada.     The  amendment  proposed  by  the 
hon.  member  from  Ottawa,  and  apparently 
accepted  by  the  government,  to  the  Greneral 
Insurance   Act,    will  not  obviate  the  diffi- 
culty    mentioned     by    the     hon,    member 
from   Monck.     If   any  insurance    company 
coming  from    the    United    States,    or  from 
Great  Britain,  should  ask  for  a  license  to  do 
business  in  Canada,  I  apprehend  that  the 
Department  of  Finance  at  once,  seeing  that 
the  Government  of  Great  Britain  or  of  some 
State  in  the   United   States,   allowed   the 
company    to   adopt    this   particular    name 
would  likewise  permit  them  to  do  business 
in  Canada  under  that  name.     Will  any  one 
tell  me  that  when  an  application  is  made  by 
a  company  for  a  license  that  the  govern- 
ment could  with  justification  say  to  them 
"this  name  is  infringing  on  the   banking 
institutions  of  this  country,  and  notwith- 
standing the  fact  that  the  government  of 
Great  Britain  allowed  you  to  use  this  name, 
we  will  not  permit  you  to  use  it  in  Canada  1 " 
Could  such  a  coarse  of  reasoning  be  adopted 
.  by  a  department  of  this  government  on  an 
application  for  a  license  made  by  a  com- 
pany duly  authorized  by  a  foreign  govern- 
ment to  do  business  under  a  similar  name  } 
There  should    be    strong    and    reasonable 
grounds  before  this  House  permits  this  name 
to  b«  rejected,  and  unless  you  pass  an  Act 
of  Parliament    expressly  precluding    Par- 
liament in'  the  future  from   granting  this 
name  to  any  company,   in  the  very  near 
future  there    will    either  be    a    company 
incorporated  by  Parliament  to  do  business 


under  this  name  or  license  wUl  be  granted 
to  a  foreign  company  to  do  business  under 
this  name  in  the  Dominion. 

Hon.  Mr.  OGILVIE— Perhaps  the  hon. 
gentleman  will  tell  me  how  many  companies 
there  are  in  the  United  States  with  that 
name) 

Hon.  Mr.  LOUGHEED— I  mentioned 
the  number,  but  the  hon.  gentleman  was  not 
in  bis  place  at  the  time.  I  am  glad  the 
hon.  gentleman  has  just  come  in.  My  hon. 
friend  the  other  day  took  occasion  to  say 
that  he  was  very  familiar  with  the  names  of 
the  various  insurance  companies  in  the 
United  States,  and  was  unaware  of  any 
company  of  any  standing  doing  business 
under  this  name.  I  have  taken  occasion  to 
make  inquiries  and  find  that  in  Great  Bri- 
tain there  are  two  companies  and  in  the 
United  States  six  companies  doing  business 
under  names  similar  to  this. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Will  you  say  that 
none  of  those  companies  originated  with  the 
banks — that  is  the  whole  point  1 

Hon.  Mr.  ANGERS— In  answer  to  the 
statement  made  by  the  hon.  member  from 
Calgary  that  in  the  United  States  there  are 
six  companies  and  in  Great  Britain  two 
companies  doing  business  under  the  same 
name,  I  want  to  point  out  the  fact  how  very 
catching  (h&t  name  must  be.  Why  would 
there  be  six  companies  doing  business  under 
that  very  name  in  the  United  States  if  it 
was  not  a  catching  name  ?  The  idea  of  the 
House  is  that  we  should  not  sanction  the 
use  of  a  catching  name  to  deceive  the  public. 
If  this  institution  was  to  be  carried  out  by 
bankers  there  would  be  no  objection  to  in- 
corporating it,  although  it  is  for  the  purpose 
of  life  insurance,  but  if  there  are  no  bankers 
connected  with  the  company  why  should 
Parliament  allow  the  name  to  be  taken  1  It 
is  said  that  in  England  Parliament  has 
allowed  the  use  of  the  name  and  would  the 
Department  of  Finance  here  be  justified  in 
refusing  to  give  a  license  to  an  English 
company  under  that  name  ?  If  the  Parlia- 
ment of  England  has  incorporated  a  com- 
pany to  do  life  insurance  business  under 
that  name,  I  assume  that  the  association 
must  be  a  bankers'  association,  because 
I  do  not  think  the  Parliament  of 
England     would     allow     the     people      of 
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tiiat  country  to  be  deceived  by  a  name,  nor 
should  vre  do  so  here.  In  the  United  States 
if  they  have  incorporated  companies  under 
that  very  name,  I  hope  they  have  been  in- 
fluenced by  the  same  motives — that  they  must 
be  really  banking  institutions  who  intend  to 
carry  on  the  business  of  life  insurance. 

Hon.  Mr.  LOUGHEED— I  said  they  were 
insurance  companies,  not  banking  institu- 
tions. 

Hon.  Mr.  ANGERS— If  they  allow  them 
to  take  that  name,  they  must  have  been 
bankers  or  banking  institutions  that  wanted 
to  do  a  life  insurance  business.  If  not  they 
have  deceived  their  people,  and  I  think  they 
have  from  the  fact  that  six  companies  have 
assumed  the  name.  Should  we  allow  the 
same  thing  here  1  That  is  the  question.  I 
do  not  think  the  House  would  oppose  the 
name  in  any  way  if  this  life  association 
was  to  be  carried  out  by  bankers,  but  we 
find  out  that  there  is  not  a  banking  institu- 
tion that  has  one  cent  of  capital  in  it,  and  we 
are  asked  to  lead  our  people  to  believe  that 
this  company  has  accumulated  capital  and  is 
one  of  the  wealthy  institutions  of  the  Dom- 
inion. That  is  the  only  objection  to  it, 
and  to-day  in  accepting  the  useful  amend- 
ment made  by  the  hon.  member  from  Ottawa 
to  the  Insurance  Act,  the  government  will 
have  in  its  hands  sufficient  power  to  refuse 
a  license  to  a  foreign  company  with  an  ob- 
jectionable name ;  I  think  such  a  name  as 
the  one  proposed  in  this  instance  is  an  ob- 
jectionable one. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

At  six  o'clock  the  Speaker  left  the  Chair. 

After  Recess. 
FISHERIES  ACT  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

DEBATE  CONTINUED. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLEMOW— At  the  adjourn- 
ment yesterday  I  was  reading  the  evidence 
of  Mr.  Ratt^,  who  owns  a  boathouse  and 
whose  busine.'^s  has  been  very  seriously  inter- 
fered with.  He  is  the  gentleman  who  pre- 
sented the  petition  to  which  I  have  referred. 
Then  there  is  the  evidence  of  John  Heney, 
"  honest  John,"  who  knows  a  good  deal  of 
the  river  and  has  given  us  some  valuable 
information  respecting  it : 

Q.  How  long  have  you  resided  in  Ottawa  ? — A. 
Since  1844. 


Q.  You  have  known  the  Ottawa  Bi^n  f 
that  time  ? — A.  Yes. 

Q.  Are  you  engaged  in  the  forwarding  bcsr- 
— A.  Yes,  we  have  sent  boats  the   last  iiha-; 
twenty  years  up  and  down  the  river.  cLitJ, 
cordwood  along  the  river. 

Q.  Please  state  to  the  committee  what  ytn.  r.- 
about  the  river  forty  years  ago,  its  ooo>ii'.> . 
that  time  and  any  illustratious   that  you  ku  \ 
that  would  show  more  clearly    the  co»li3'   • 
things  at  that  time  as  compared  with  the  s^a^  . 
the  river  at  present' — A.  Ihe  river  was  ni'i;.  • 
mostly  in  every  part  forty  years  ago.  ami  »:•-.- 
time  we  ha<l  a  fair  share  of  water,  and  a:  f.'  r-- 
ing  and  the  like  of  that  it  was  all  right.    W.  . . 
nothing  to  interrupt  navigatiou  at  the  tinie. 
that  time  there  were  not  many  milk,  only  •>  i 
two  small  mills  at  the  Chauiiere.      Thecrwk-  ••■ 
all  clear,  and  you  could  sail  where  you  liked  thr' .. 
them  and  through  the  coves  all  round  tht  r.  ■ 
here.     In  any  kind    of  fair  water  you  c«i  . 
where  you  liked,  and  now  that  is  not  so. 

Q.  (jould  you  state  any  particalar  poiDt«'4  :  ■ 
river  that  are  injured  ! — A.  The  part  th»t  I '. 
noticed  more  particularly,  because  my  bti- 
leads  me  to  remark  it,  is  at  the  foot  of  tJre  tii 
At  low  water  it  is  almost  impossible  to  go  in  tr-." 
unless  you  run  the  risk  of  breaking  your  low!;-- 
It  has  been  three  or  four  times  dredgetl  out  b' :. 
memory. 

Q.  I  believe  you  had  a  dredge  working  tbcri 
A.  Yes.  That  year  the  water  was  low  ao  '•■ 
could  not  get  into  the  locks,  and  the  goremi'v:' 
employed  the  dredge  for  a  certain  number  of  uj> 
to  clear  the  channel  out.  We  cleared  it  <•<«  '.2 
sort  of  a  way  for  the  time  and  left  it  so  th*i  \f'- 
could  pass  in  and  out,  but  it  filled  in  imine<U3:c., 
attain. 

Q.  What  was  the  nature  of  the  stufif  you  r«n.ov- 
from  it?^A.  Pretty  much  saw -dust  andsUWu' 
rough  stufif. 

Q.   Mill   refuse  ?— A.  Yes,   there  was  bark  u 
saw-dust,  slabs  and  edgings.    . 

Q.  What  depth  of  water  was  there  when  J~ 
first  knew  it  ? — A.  There  must  have  been  Ki  or  i" 
feet  of  water  at  the  foot  of  the  locks  when  I  "■.:< 
knew  it.  I  never  measured  it  but  from  the  bou* 
of  the  locks  there  muse  have  been  a  good  deptt. 
water  at  the  approach. 

Q.  No  wore  than  15  or  20  feet  ?— A.  I  cm*' 
say  I  measured  it,  but  there  was  no  interruption : ' 
navigation  going  in.  I  never  had  occasioD  to  mn 
sure  it. 

Q.  Did  you  raise  the  refuse  when  you  (ireilif' 
it?— .4l.  Yes,  we  took  it  out  altogether  "and  bniii't"  | 
it  out  to  a  point  where  the  current  took  it  i^ 
Since  that  there  was  a  new  plan  got  up  to  ilr>>i' 
out  to  the  channel  where  the  current  wouM  ^' 
it.  We  took  it  out  of  that  altogether  into  iHt 
strong  current  where  it  was  washed  away. 

Q.  Vo  you  know  anything  about  the  fishiw!  is 
that  river  in  years  gone  by  ? — A.  Yes,  there  f *■' 
lots  of  fish  in  it  when  I  6rst  came  here. 

Q.  Are  there  any  now  ? — A.  I  do  not  think  ibf 
are  many. 

Q.  Of  all  the  refuse  that  you  say  settles  th«R. 
which  is  the  worst  ?-  -A.  I  think  the  sawdust  is  tii' 
worst. 

Q.  Have  you  paid  .any  attention  to  thegm'''^ 
accumulation  of  saw-^ust  and  refuse  the  lut  ft* 
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ra  ? — A.  Yes,  and  everybody  that  has  seen  it 
t-em&rked  it. 

!•  Wh&t  do  you  think  is  the  cause  of  the  fish 
1^  a.'wa.y  ? — A.  I  cannot  say  what  is  the  cause  of 
tish  going,  but  they  say  they  clear  away  accord- 
ns  the  creeks  that  they  used  to  go  into  are  filled 
.h  sa-wiltist.  I  do  not  know  myself,  but  I  have 
.rd  men  of  experience  say  so. 
i.  You  have  seen  this  large  amount  of  saw-dust 
the  other  side  of  the  river  ? — A.  Yes. 
^.  And  you  have  seen  the  explosions  that  occur- 
L  there  ? — A.  No,  I  did  not  see  them,  but  I  have 
a.rd  of  them  often. 

'•i.    I>o  you  know  any  instance  of  those  explosions 
jurring  in  your  earlier  days  ? — A.  No. 
Q.    Only  since  this  sawdust  has  collecteil  there  ? 
A.    Yes,  that  is  all. 

Q.  In  your  opinion  this  obstruction  of  navigation 
owing  to  the  saw-dust  and  mill  refuse  ? — A.  It 
.a  contributed  a  great  deal  towards  it,  I  am  sure 
that. 

Q.  Yon  said  you  did  not  know  exactly  what  the 
:pth  of  water  was  at  the  locks  in  the  early  days? 
.    Xo. 

Q.    But  still  you  had  amply  sufficient  for  your 
Lirpose  ? — A.   Yes,  I  heard  two  complaints  about 
Mr.    Hutchinson  knows  every  inch  of  water 
liat  has  been  there  for  the  last  twenty  years,  but 
never  had  any  occasion  to  measure  it. 
Q.   What  do  you  suppose  will  be  the  effect  on 
hia  river  if  the  practice  of  throwing  in  mill  refuse 
9  allowed  to  continue  ? — A.  We  will  have  no  navi- 
;ation  at  all  in  any  parts  of  the  river. 
Q.  That  is  in  low  water  ? — A.   Yes. 
Q.   Do  you  think  it  has  an  injurious  effect  as  far 
us  the  health  of  the  city  is  concerned  ? — A.  I  cannot 
lay  as  to  that. 

Q.  You  know  that  we  had  a  good  deal  of  sick 
less  in  this  city  last  fall  ? — A.  Yes. 

Q.  When  you  refer  to  the  difficulty  at  the  time 
(S .the  dredging  at  the  foot  of  the  ,locks  was  the 
water  not  very  low  ? — A.  Yes. 

Q.  Was  the  water  not  lower  last  year  than  it 
has  been  known  at  any  time  during  the  past  forty 
years  ? — A.  It  was  very  low  last  year. 

Q.  What  is  the  depth  of  the  water  at  the  foot  of 
the  locks  ? — A.  This  last  few  years  my  boats  com- 
ing in  there  cannot  load  to  5  feet — they  used  to  be 
stuck  m  this  rubbish  coming  in  loaded  at  5  feet. 

Q.  Do  they  stick  at  any  other  point  coming  up 
the  river? — A.  No,  not  until  they  come  to  the  foot 
of  the  locks. 

Q.  Is  there  not  a  large  forwarding  trade  in  lum- 
ber from  the  saw  mills  of  the  Chaudi^re  on  that 
river?— A.   Yes. 

Q.  Have  you  ever  known  of  the  main  channel 
of  the  river  being  impeded  in  any  way  by  deposits 
of  this  material,  or  is  it  only  in  the  bays  or  shoals  ? 
A.  I  saw  Captain  Bowie's  boat  stuck  in  the  main 
channel  coming  up. 

Q.  When  was  that  ? — A.  That  was  a  few  years 
ago. 

Q.  I  suppose  she  is  the  largest  boat  that  plies  on 
that  river  ? — A.  She  does  not  draw  the  most  water, 
I  do  not  think  she  draws  as  much  water  as  our  for- 
warding boats  do. 

Q.  \\  as  it  not  in  sand  that  sha  stuck  ? — A.  Sand 
!Ui(l  sawdust.  - 

Q.  That  was  on  a  bar  ? — A .  It  was  a  bar  in  the 
middle  of  the  river  below  the  island. 


Q.  Have  you  ever  heard  of  any  place  on  the 
river  that  required  dredging  except  at  the  month 
of  the  canal  ? — A.  Yes,  we  were  called  upon  to  go 
and  dredge  in  this  same  bar  in  the  channel  and  we 
found  sawdust  and  sand  in  the  channel  about  the 
centre  of  the  river  at  Kettle  Island,  that  vessels 
could  hardly  pass  over,  that  is  near  the  centre  of 
the  river,  in  the  mid-channeL  The  island  stands 
in  high  water  pretty  near  the  middle  of  the  river, 
but  in  low  water  it  is  more  to  the  north  of  the 
channel. 

Q.  Was  it  not  between  the  Quebec  shore  and  the 
island  the  steamer  was  stuck  ? — A.  No,  she  does 
not  go  in  the  Quebec  channel  at  all ;  she  keeps  the 
Upper  Canada  side,  and  when  she  approached  the 
upper  end  of  the  island  she  stuck  on  the  bar  there 
that  runs  out  from  the  island  and  we  were  called 
upon  to  dredge  it  and  we  found  both  saw-dust  and 
sand  mixed  in  that  part. 

Q.  It  is  your  experience  that  after  the  high 
water  these  deposits  dissapeared  somewhat  ? — A. 
I  never  remarked  whether  it  was  the  case  or  not.. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  take  any  soundings  of  any  part 
of  the  river  ? — A.  Never  in  my  life  because  we 
worked  away  until  the  stoppage  of  navigation  the 
best  way  we  could  and  I  ne^'er  took  any  sound- 
ings. 

The  next  witness  whose  evidence  I  will 
read  is  Mr.  T.  C.  Keefer  a  civil  engineer, 
known  throughout  the  Dominion  as  a  very 
practical  and  scientific  man,  who  has  had  a 
good  deal  to  do  with  the  improvenient  of 
this  river  at  various  places,  and  is  quite 
competent  to  form  an  opinion.  He  used  to 
store  logs  in  a  bay  below  Rockliffe  and  since 
this  saw -dust  nuisance  was  created  the  bay 
has  become  perfectly  useless  ; — ■ 

Q.  How  long  have  you  been  here  ? — A.  I  have 
been  in  Ottawa  continuously  since  1864,  but  I  came 
here  first  in  1845,  and  remained  a  number  of  years 
here. 

Q.  Will  you  please  give  us  the  benefit  of  your 
experience  as  to  the  conditions  of  the  river  at  that 
time  as  compared  with  the  present  ? — A.  When  I 
first  came  here  it  was  before  the  era  of  sawmills 
altogether.  There  were  no  commercial  mills.  When 
I  returned  here  to  permanently  reside  in  1863  or 
1864  I  purchased  a  piece  of  property  below  Rideau 
Hall  Bay — the  next  adjoining  bay.  The  shores 
were  then  entirely  clean — rock,  sand  and  gravel, 
and  the  beach  sandy  and  gravelly.  The  bay  was 
used  for  storing  sawlogs.  They  could  be  floated  in  • 
there  and  got  at  any  pitch  of  wat«r,  and  floated  out 
again.  One  year  the  Gilmonrs,  on  the  Gatiueau, 
rented  that  bay  from  me  for  that  purpose  ;  but  of 
late  years  it  has  not  been  available  to  any  extent 
because  of  the  desposit  of  saw-dust. 

Q.  What  was  the  depth  of  water  there  when  you 
first  bought  the  property  ? — A.  The  water  was  all 
depths.  It  began  at  the  shore  and  went  out  to 
forty  feet,  but  some  years  ago — probably  ten  years 
ago — I  examined  it,  and  at  that  time  there  was  a 
deposit  of  several  acres  of  saw-dust  out  in  front  of 
this  gravel  beach,  and  the  outer  edge  of  it  was 
steeper  than  an  ordinary  sand  bank,  and  forty  feet 
in  depth.     I  also  built  a  road  down  at  two  points 
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on  this  bay  to  get  access  to  it  to  haul  oat  cedars 
and  building  timber ;  but  except  at  very  bieh 
water  I  cannot  approach  within  two  hundred  yards 
of  the  roads  on  account  of  the  deposit  of  saw-dust, 
and  the  boathouse  I  had  there  is  useless  from  the 
same  cause.  It  has  not  been  used  for  several  years. 
In  fact  it  has  been  abandoned.  The  only  place 
where  we  can  get  access  to  the  river  is  on  the  rocky 
point  where  the  current  is  strong,  opposite  Rock- 
Uffe  ferry.  Then  below  Rockliffe,  at  Hillmau's 
mills,  there  was  another  bay,  a  valuable  storage 
place  for  logs,  and  that  is  in  the  same  condition  at 
low  water.  There  are  acres  and  acres  of  it,  just  a 
msus  of  rotting  saw-dust,  that  you  cannot  walk  on 
without  sinking  to  your  knees. 

Q.  Is  that  bed  of  saw- dust  exposed  at  low 
water  ? — A.  Yes,  it  is  several  feet  out  of  water  in 
low  water,  and  all  through  the  winter. 

Q.  Are  there  any  other  points  on  the  river  with 
which  you  are  acquainted  that  have  been  obstruct- 
ed by  the  saw-dust  and  refuse  ? — A.  I  have  not 
examined  any  other  part  of  the  river.  This  point  I 
am  speaking  of,  McKay's  Bay  above  the  Govern- 
ment bay  is  in  the  same  state — in  fact  it  extends 
over  a  mile  and  a-half  of  frontage  from  the  Kew 
Edinburgh  mills  to  Hillman's  mills  below  Rock- 
liffe, all  in  the  same  state. 

Q.  Have  there  been  any  explosions  in  that  part 
of  the  river? — A.  I  have  seen  explosions  when 
boating  on  the  river,  but  I  do  not  know  that  I  have 
seen  them  in  any  of  those  places  I  have  spoken  of. 
I  have  seen  them  up  nearer  to  the  city. 

Q.  Are  they  dangerous  to  boats  ? — A.  If  a  boat 
happened  to  be  very  near  them — a  canoe  or  light 
skin — some  of  the  explosions  are  serious  enough  to 
upset  them. 

Q.  You  were  employed  by  the  Government 
before  the  saw  mills  were  constructed  ! — A.  Yes, 
in  184S  when  I  built  the  slides  at  the  Chaudi^re, 
that  place  was  all  covered  with  green  cedars  ;  and 
it  was  only  after  that,  when  the  Honorable  Mr. 
Merritt  came  into  power  that  this  water  power 
was  put  in  the  market.  The  government  had  held 
it  as  a  reserve  up  to  that  time.  That  was  in  1850. 
Q.  And  all  those  obstructions  in  the  river  that 
you  complain  of  were  caused  since  the  erection  of 
those  mills  ? — A.  Yes,  as  far  as  my  observations  in 
the  lower  part  of  the  river  go,  it  has  all  been 
caused  since  1864  or  1865.  I  forget  when  the  mill 
first  became  important  on  the  river.  There  was 
no  commercial  manufacture  of  lumber  on  the  river 
when  I  first  knew  it.  There  was  just  a  couple  of 
local  mills  at  the  Chaudi^re. 

Q.  Can  you  give  us  an  idea  of  what  the  effect  on 
the  rit-er  will  be  if  this  deposit  of  mill  refuse  con- 
tinues?— A.  I  have  no  doubt  that  the  annual 
freshets  will  assist  to  keep  the  main  channel  clear, 
especially  with  the  aid  of  a  little  dredging  at  the 
bars ;  but  gradually,  if  this  thing  continues  the 
bays  will  fill  up.  Saw-dust  floats,  and  a  large  pro- 
portion of  it  is  blown  into  the  bay  and  cannot  get 
out,  and  remains  there  until  it  rots.  The  bays  are 
nearly  all  as  full  as  they  can  be.  The  remainder 
must  settle  in  the  channel  somewhere  or  another — 
that  is  in  the  deeper  portions  of  the  channel,  and 
as  it  levels  them  up  it  must  begin  to  contract  the 
remainder  of  the  channel,  so  that  it  is  a  process 
which  will  hinder  navigation  some  time  or  another. 
The  only  point  about  it  is,  that  it  is  of  a  character 
that  the  paddle  wheels  or  screws  of  a  vessel  can 
work  in  it,  and  they  will  wallow  a  hole  in  it  and 


wear  through  in  time.      It  is  not  like  a  su: 
mud  bar. 

Q.  Have  you  noticed  the  effiect  of  the  h--%^ 
process  on  the  refuse  ?  Does  it  not  sink  ihrai, 
to  the  bottom  ? — A.  That  binds  the  saw-dut  .i 
makes  it  more  solid,  and  less  likely  to  clur-£%  '- 
place,  or  for  the  current  to  act  upon  it. 

Q.  Have  you  any  knowledge  of  the  effect  ii  .. 
had  upon  the  fish  ? — A.  I  know  that  fish  are  tct 
scarce  ;  we  cannot  get  any  now. 

Q.  How  was  it  m  the  early  days? — A.  Titr 
were  very  plentiful  then.  I  do  not  think  any  ■■ 
spectable  fish  would  come  up  here  now^.  Tcs  -'^ 
used  to  come  up  in  my  early  days  to  »rith!i  • 
miles  of  Ottawa. 

Q.  Is  it  your  experience  that  those  depufiu  r. 
have  described  are  gradually  extending  ? — X.  Y-. 
they  must ;  there  is  so  much  saw-dust  goiu  ' 
the  river,  and  I  do  not  think  it  will  be  carrifl  ■  •' 
thc^  Long  Sault  rapids  or  down  the  river.  V  -i. 
it  fills  up  all  the  bays,  it  must  then  fill  ii:  t:: 
channel  in  the  course  of  time.  It  is  merely  a  Tpf 
tion  of  time  and  the  extent  of  the  sawing,  vhe:> 
lumber  gives  out  before  the  channel  does. 

Q.  A  few  miles  below  Ottawa,  where  the  rn-' 
widens  out,  the  current  is  not  very  strong  ?  —A  Bt 
current  is  very  strong  down  below  the  mouti  '' 
the  Gatineau  ;  then  tlie  river  widens  out,  and  a  ;• 
shallower  with  sand-bars.  Gatineau  lilla^'c  £> 
built  on  the  delta  at  the  mouth  of  the  liatiL-.i'. 
river. 

Q.  Can  you  give  us  an  idea  of  the  poasibili:)  : 
disposing  of  the  saw-dust  in  some  other  way  vi'-' 
out  incurring  large  expense ? — A.  I  do  not  ilu 
burning  is  a  very  expensive  process,  eictpt  ti- 
getting  of  a  site  for  it  in  this  place.  The  gmtsi 
IS  so  occupied  that  it  will  be  necessary  to  dimia:-; 
the  piling  grounds  at  the  mills,  or  to  conn.-^  : 
furnaces  at  the  river's  edge.  I  do  not  think  tk> 
is  any  difficulty  about  it.  The  expense  of  ;i' 
plant  necessary  would  be  very  slight-.  The  a(i(L 
ances  for  getting  it  from  the  saws  and  taking  it  i  < 
the  furnaces  would  be  the  principal  question.  Tt^ 
saws  are  not  probably  high  enough  above  hi^ 
water  mark  to  convey  it  readily  to  the  funum 
but  I  have  never  looked  into  the  question  to  w 
how  furnaces  could  be  used. 

Q.  Is  it  within  your  knowledge  that  aaw-dnst  i^ 
be  converted  to  some  other  valuable  purpose  bcS'W> 
fuel  ? — A.  Yes,  it  has  been  used  for  paper  pulp,  »* 
it  is  also  used  in  connection  with  peiroleuui  fu- 
patent  fuel. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  try  it  for  bedding  for  horss : 
— A.  Yes,  we  have  forty  horses  nere  for  trt 
street  railway,  and  for  the  last  18  years  we  hari 
used  no  other  bedding  but  saw-dust.  I  consiJei  I; 
the  very  best  material  for  stables. 

Q.  Have  you  ever  considered  whether  it  has  u.t 
ill  effect  on  the  health  of  the  locality,  where  tliit 
mass  of  refuse  is  allowed  to  accumulate? — \.  Who. 
the  epidemic  at  Ottawa  last  year  was  ascriheil  :■ 
the  water,  I  was  satisfied  that  it  could  not  Ik  itr 
cause.  The  Ottawa  River  flows  with  a  stmui: 
current,  and  is  decanted  from  a  series  of  lakes  a)»n 
here,  and  no  water  could  be  in  a  better  comlitim 
unless  it  could  be  poisoned  by  mills  above  here.  I 
have  not  examined  theamount  of  saw  -dust  depwite' 
in  the  river  above  Ottawa,  but  I  do  not  knn»  .< 
anything  to  poison  the  water  in  any  way.  It  woa! ' 
have  to  come  in  contact  with  decayed  saw-dust  f'lr 
a  long  time  to  produce  that  effect.     The  doctor; 
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LscriVied  the  epidemic  to  the  water,  because  it  was 

o  universal  toat  they  could  not  ascribe  it  to  any 

lOcal  cause  ;  but  I  think  that  as  the  water  is  not 

usetl   generally   by   the  people  except  in  a  boiled 

st:a,t>^,  and  the  air  is  used  by  everybody,  I  think 

tlie  air  is  where  we  should  look  for  the  cause  of  the 

clitHculty.    Ottawa  is   peculiarly  situated   to  be 

CLfiTected  by  its  atmosphere,  in  the  dry  summer, 

such  at  last  summer  was  especially.    It  is  almost 

ent.irely  surrounded  by  water,  and   most  of   that 

st.a.giiant  water.    There  is  on  the  south-west  Dow's 

X.<a.ke  ;   then   there  is   the   Rideau   Canal,  and   its 

filt^hy  gullies,  and  the  Canal  Basin,  and  the  Rideau 

River  which  about  its  mouth  is  a  dead  pond  which 

is  used  to  receive  the  water  of  the  by- wash  ;  then 

on  t,he  north  we  have  the  river  with  its  vast  mass 

of  saw-dust  along  its  banks,  and  when  that  is  left 

<lry  and  exposed  to  the  heat  of  the  sun,  if  anything 

ca.n  aifect  the  atmosphere  that  should  do  so.     We 

know  that  in  water  reservoirs  the  water  is  poisoned 

un<ler  the  same  circumstances  by  allowing  vegetable 

nia>tter  to  accumulate   so   that  it  is  necessary  at 

times  to  deepen  them  and  lime  them,  and  every 

.  o-wn  supplied  with  water  by  gravitation  has  that 

<lifBculty  to  contend  with. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  consider  the  practicability  of 
removing  those  deposits  ? — A.  I  do  not  see  any  way 
of  removing  them  unless  they  can  be  dredged.  I 
think  that  when  you  get  inside,  away  from  the 
fresh  deposit,  the  bank  is  so  solid  with  its 
mixture  of  mud  and  slime  that  it  would  be  dredge- 
able  material.  The  outer  side  would  be  loosened 
and  scattered,  and  the  only  way  I  know  of  would 
be  to  keep  dredging  at  it  during  a  high  water  when 
there  is  a  strong  current  and  keep  sending  it  down 
the  river. 

Q.  Would  not  that  lodge  down  below  again  1 — A. 
You  would  have  to  keep  it  moving  wherever  it 
atopped. 

Q.  If  it  is  an  injury  here  it  would  be  an  injury 
below  ? — A.  It  would  be  spread  over  such  a  large 
area  in  the  lakes  below,  that  it  would  not  be  so 
injurious.  But,  of  course,  there  would  be  no  use 
in  doing  that  unless  you  stopped  the  practice  of 
throwing  the  stuffinto  the  river  from  the  saw  mills. 
Q.  Do  yon  not  think  that  would  be  the  most 
effectual  way  of  stopping  the  deposits  ? — A.  That 
would  be  the  necessary  way.  If  it  were  scattered 
by  dredging,  and  all  put  below  water  it  would  soon 
disappear  entirely.  It  is  the  exposure  of  these 
deposits  at  low  water  to  the  action  of  the  atmos- 
phere and  the  heat  of  the  sun  that  affects  the  health 
question. 

Q.  But  the  depositing  of  saw-dust  in  the  river 
must  be  stopped? — A.  Yes,  I  believe  it  is  a  great 
folly  to  be  removing  it  at  one  end,  and  supplying  it 
at  the  other. 

Q.  You  speak  of  there  being  no  saw-dust  in  the 
river  above  the  city,  I  believe  they  are  not  allowed 
to  deposit  any  saw-dust  in  the  river  above  the 
Chaudiire! — A.  I  have  not  visited  any  of  those 
milb,  but  I  understand  that  the  old  Skead  mill  is 
a  steam  mill,  and  so  is  the  one  at  Masons  ;  and  the 
Water  Works  Act  prohibits  anything  of  that  kind 
from  being  deposited  in  the  river  six  miles  above 
the  Cbaudi&re.  The  saw-dust  from  Hillman's  mill 
is  not  put  into  the  river.  It  is  only  where  they 
have  water  to  carry  saw-dust  and  refuse  into  the 
river  that  the  mill  owners  send  it  there.  A  steam 
mill  can  get  rid  of  it  cheaper  by  carting  it  out  and 
burning  it  than  by  putting  it  into  the  river.     It  is 


to  the  steam  mills  we  look  for  our  supply  of  saw- 
dust generally,  because  they  have  piles  of  it,  but  at 
the  water  mills  you  can  only  get  it  while  they  are 
sawing. 

Q.  Do  not  the  steam  mills  bum  all  their  saw- 
dust ?  —A.  Yes,  at  Gilmour's  mill  down  here  they 
burn  all  their  saw-dust,  and  at  Edwards's  mills  at 
Rockland  their  saw-dust  is  burned.  There  is  no  diffi- 
culty with  the  saw-dust  in  the  steam  mills;  they 
bum  it,  and  that  is  the  only  way  to  deal  with  it 
economically  when  it  is  not  thrown  into  the  river. 
Of  course  if  you  could  market  it — manufacture  it 
into  anything  that  would  sell — it  would  be  better, 
but  I  doubt  if  it  would  stand  the  cost  of  freighting 
it  away  from  here. 

Q.  I  think  you  said  that  if  the  sawdust  banks 
were  dredged  and  the  stuff  was  once  moved  out  into 
the  current,  it  would  go  down  the  river.  Could  its 
motion  be  controlled  in  such  a  way  as  to  allow  it  to 
be  deposited  in  some  place  where  it  could  be  more 
easily  removed  ! — A.  My  idea  is  that  if  you  dredge 
the  face  of  these  banks,  which  are  forty  feet  deep 
in  some  places  along  the  river,  into  a  certain  dis- 
tance, then  you  would  find  the  saw-dust  would  be 
solid  enough,  mixed  as  it  is  with  river  mud  and 
silt,  to  be  loaded  on  to  scows  in  the  usual  way  as 
dredged  material.  Then  it  would  have  to  be  dumped 
in  some  way  into  deep  holes  in  the  river,  or  carried 
on  shore,  which  would  be  expensive.  I  think  the 
proper  way  would  be  to  dredge  out  the  bays  and 
scatter  the  material  over  the  river,  removing  it 
from  the  channel,  wherever  you  found  it  encroach- 
ing. Of  course  where  it  is  mixed  with  sand  or  any 
material  that  could  be  lifted  in  the  dredge  bucket, 
it  could  be  scowed  off.  If  it  goes  on  as  it  is  now 
there  will  soon  be  no  part  of  the  river  to  deposit  it 
in.  Of  course  some  parts  of  the  channel  are  very 
deep.  Opposite  the  mouth  of  the  Uatinean  it  is 
seventy  feet  deep,  but  when  you  get  below  Kettle 
Island  it  is  not  more  than  five  feet  in  low  water. 
If  this  stuff  were  levelled  over  the  bottom  between 
here  and  the  Gatineau,  and  the  banks  were  cut 
down  to  a  couple  feet  below  water  line,  so  that  no 
lowering  of  the  river  would  expose  it  to  the  action 
of  the  sun  and  atmosphere,  it  would  cease  to  be 
dangerous  to  the  health  of  the  city. 

Q.  Do  the  city  authorities  permit  the  deposit- 
ing of  stuff  from  the  yards  on  the  ice  in  the  winter 
—night  soil  and  yard  rubbish  ?— A.  I  do  not  know 
what  they  are  doing  the  last  year  or  two  ;  but  it 
was  a  common  practice  until  very  lately  to  deposit 
such  stuff  in  n-ont  of  these  buildings  from  the 
Queen's  Wharf  and  on  the  Rideau,  the  ice  used  to 
be  covered  with  it  in  the  spring  of  the  year. 

Q.  From  Hull  or  Ottawa  or  both! — A.  From 
both  sides.  I  have  seen  it  going  down  from  this 
city,  but  I  do  not  remember  exactly  when.  Of 
course,  before  the  main  sewer  was  built,  and  the 
waterworks  were  built,  it  was  all  disposed  of  in 
that  way. 

By  Honourable  Mr.  Botsford  : 

Q.  Where  does  the  main  sewer  of  Ottawa 
empty? — A.  Through  Maclaren's  mill  yard  below 
Sir  John  Macdonald's  residence.  The  main  sewer 
leads  into  this  valley  directly  down  from  here — 
between  here  and  Maria  street  goes  under  the 
canal,  and  through  Lower  Town  on  the  line  of  the 
old  by-wash,  through  Queen  street  and  then 
straight  out  into  the  Ottawa  river  at  Maclaren's 
lumber  yard. 
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Q.  Mr.  Gray  in  his  evidence  says  there  are  large 
quauties  of  sand  mixed  with  the  saw-dust  in  these 
deposits,  but  if  the  shoals  are  filled  up  and  the 
bays  along  the  river  are  filled  up,  I  suppose  that 
would  only  make  the  current  in  the  main  channel 
all  the  more  swift  ? — A.  No,  it  would  not  affect 
the  current  in  the  main  channel.  A  bay  with 
dead  water  is  pretty  much  the  same  as  a  channel 
without  bays. 

Q.  If  the  bays  were  filled  in,  and  the  same 
quantity  of  water  having  to  go  through  more 
rapidly  than  if  the  bays  were  not  filled  in  ? — A. 
The  bays  are  not  the  channel.  They  are  out  of  the 
line  of  the  channel,  and  if  they  did  not  exist  at  all 
the  channel  question  would  be  the  same  except 
that  the  water  as  it  rose  would  have  a  little  of  the 
surface  of  the  bay  to  relieve  it  and  it  would  not 
rise  quite  so  high  as  it  would  if  there  were  no 
bays. 

Q.  Not  havine  the  bays  the  water  would  be  a 
little  higher  and  be  more  rapid  ? — A.  Yes. 

Q.  So  far  as  you  have  been  able  to  gather,  the 
main  channel  has  not  been  materially  lessened  bj' 
that  deposit  ? — A.  Not  from  what  I  have  observed. 
In  fact  I  have  not  observed  it  at  all.  It  is  only 
from  (be  examination  of  the  bottom  of  the  shoal 
places  that  you  can  tell  whether  the  saw-dust  is 
encroaching  on  it  or  not. 

Q.  Don't  you  think  that  from  the  class  of  mater- 
ial thrown  in,  a  current  of  four  or  five  miles 
an  hour  would  naturally  keep  it  in  motion  ? — A. 
If  it  were  fresh,  but  if  it  sinks  and  becomes  mixed 
with  the  silt  and  mud  of  the  river  I  don't  think 
the  current  would  start  it.  It  would  carry  it  off 
if  it  were  turned  up  by  a  dredge  or  paddle  wheel 
or  screw. 

Q.  Supposing  a  scheme  for  the  burning  of  the 
saw-dust  here  were  to  be  undertaken,  would  it  be 
necessary  to  remove  the  saw-dust  as  it  was  made 
to  a  distance  from  the  city  or  would  it  affect  the 
insurable  property  of  the  city  if  it  were  consumed 
here  near  at  hand  ?— A.  That  is  a  queation  you 
would  have  to  ask  the  insurance  companies.  \Vhat 
I  would  say  is  it  ought  not  to  affect  the  insurance 
at  all,  for  of  course  the  furnaces  would  have  to  be 
places  in  a  safe  position  and  constructed  so  that 
there  would  l>e  absolutely  no  danger  from  them. 
So  I  do  not  see  any  difficulty  in  that.  It  is  just  a 
question  of  the  space  the  furnaces  would  occupy 
and  the  expense  of  bringing  the  material  to  the 
furnaces. 

Q.  How  high  up  does  the  tide  affect  the  Hud- 
son ? — A.  It  affects  it  up  as  far  as  Albany,  although 
the  water  is  not  salt. 

Q.  Would  not  the  sewage  of  the  Hudson  affect 
the  fishing? — A.  No,  I  think  the  sewage  would 
attract  fish.  It  is  the  saw-dust  that  gets  mto  their 
gills  that  interferes  with  the  fish.  Sand  has  the 
same  effect.  That  is  what  drives  fish  away,  any 
impurity  in  the  water  that  gets  into  their  gills ; 
but  as  for  sewage  anything  that  enriches  the  water 
I  think  they  rather  like. 

Q.  The  permanent  injury  that  you  refer  to  on 
the  Ottawa  from  the  saw-dust  deposit  is  in  the 
bays  and  shoals  along  the  shores  ? — A.  In  my  cose 
it  IS  a  very  serious  damage  to  me.  It  renders  my 
river  frout  not  only  valueless  to  me  but  a  very 
great  nuisance.  I  had  made  roads  to  it  for  the 
purpose  of  using  it  for  commercial  purposes,  and  I 
na<l  a  boat-house  built  which  has  been  rendered 
nseless,  and  the  river  lots  canuot  be  sold  for  resi- 


dences as  they  could  have  been    if   the  saw-dii- 
were  not  there. 

The  next  witness  is  Wm.  ^ddisoo,  wi, 
had  been  a  navigator  of  ths  river  a  gra: 
many  years  and  was  lockmaster  in  tliJs  ar 
at  the  time  of  giving  this  evidence  : 

Q.  How  long  have  yon  been  a  resident  of  tzi 
city  ? — A.  About  sixty  years. 

Q.  You  know  all  about  this  river  ? — A.  I  kt » 
considerable  about  it. 

Q.  You  have  been  on  the  river  a  good  deal  W.- 
ing,  I  believe  ? — A.  Yes. 

Q.  Just  give  us  an  idea  of  the  character  of  :> 
river  before  the  saw  mills  were  erected  f — A  T; 
to  the  time  I  quit  boating  there  was  no  troul'.:  n 
all  in  the  river. 

Q.  How  long  ago  was  that  ? — A.  Abont  20  vt*.-" 
now  since  I  quit  boating. 

Q.  How  far  back  does  your  memory  extend  »ii: 
regard  to  the  river  and  its  condition  ? — A.  Thin; 
years. 

Q.  What  was  the  condition  of  the  river  at  tLi; 
time  ? — A.  It  was  clear  in  the  bays  and  erwv 
where  else. 

Q.  Was  there  any  saw-dust  ? — ^A.  There.w««  e 
sawdust.  Coming  up  the  river  from  Grenville  »I 
along  the  sides  of  the  river  you  wonid  find  gach 
of  edgings  and  slabs  piled  up  all  along  the  edg(  -i 
the  shore.  Within  the  last  thirty  years  the  si» 
dust  has  accumulated.  At  the  foot  of  Pine  Tnt 
Island  at  that  time  there  was  40  feet  of  water  u 
nearly  opposite  the  foot  of  the  locks. 

Q.  Give  us  the  extent  of  it  in  feet  as  near  a»  yo;: 
can  come  to  it  ? — A.  Fully  300  feet  from  the  islani 
to  the  point. 

Q.  What  height  was  it  above  the  water?— A. 
About  one  foot  or  18  inches.  The  men  waUri 
about  on  it  picking  up  the  edges. 

Q.  And  it  extended  300  feet  in  length  ?  A.  Yes. 
Then  the  saw-dust  began  to  work  into  the  eddy  as 
the  foot  of  the  locks,  and  where  there  was  40  fee: 
of  water  there,  we  had  not  more  than  five  or  tii 
feet  now.  In  1881,  I  think  they  gave  a  contr*". 
to  Mr.  Askwith  and  he  made  a  large  wrought  inis 
scoop — a  very  large  one — and  placed  it  betweei 
two  barges  on  a  swivel,  and  he  had  crabs  to  huU'. 
it  up.  He  had  two  steamers.  He  backed  thi: 
into  the  mouth  of  the  lock,  dropped  the  scoop  ud 
hauled  the  refuse  that  was  in  the  channel  out  ioM 
the  river  to  deep  water.  He  made  a  channel  abovt 
12  feet  deep  all  over  in  low  water.  He  took  thr 
sawdust  away  to  that  depth  all  over  the  bay. 

Q.  Do  I  understand  you  to  say  that  the  chanDei 
was  obstructed  ? — A.  i  es,  I  have  been  four  anJ 
five  hours  getting  a  boat  into  the  lock,  and  some- 
times have  had  to  unload  them.  Someboaudra*- 
ing  four  and  a  half  to  five  feet  of  water  came  there 
and  could  not  get  in. 

Q.  When  was  that? — A.  That  was  the  yew 
before  last,  and  it  was  the  same  last  f&lL  WIki 
the  water  got  low  last  fall,  between  the  foot  of  the 
lock  and  Stirling's  wharf  there  was  about  2.5  feet 
square  of  saw-dust  clean  out  of  the  water  altogether. 
We  never  experienced  so  much  trouble  with  the 
sawdust  until  they  got  the  hog  machines  in  the 
mills.  They  cut  the  slabs  and  edgings  up  into 
small  chips,  and  they  came  with  the  saw-dust,  idiI 
being  all  sap  they  would  sink  immediately  or  in  k 
very  little  time.     The  prevailing  wiud  in  the  fall 
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>f  the  year  is  from  the  west  and  north-west.  I 
nave  known  it  to  blow  for  weeks  steadily  from 
west,  for  I  take  the  course  of  the  wind  regularly 
ivery  morning,  and  it  is  sent  in  to  the  department. 
[  tlo  not  know  very  much  about  the  river  far  down, 
but  on  the  Hull  side  of  Kettle  Island,  we  used  to 
some  there  with  our  boats  and  barges  at  one  time. 
I  wa,s  down  there  last  fall  and  really  I  wondered 
to  see  the  state  it  was  in.  Ko  boat  could  get  in 
there  now. 

Q.   Could  not  row  boats  ? — A.  Well,  a  row  boat 
could  get  in  of  course. 

Q.  The  government  have  had  to  employ  dredge 
on  several  occasions  to  clean  out  the  sawdust  ? — A. 
They  employed  Heney  &  McNamee'a  dredge  but 
did  not  do  much  good.  The  scoop  of  the  dredge 
does  not  work  well  in  that  matenal.  It  used  to 
ctitch  on  the  slabs  and  edgings  and  slide  along  on 
them. 

Q.   I  suppose  you  have  seen   large   amounts   of 
saw-dust  on  the  other  side   of  the  river,  opposite 
Bataon  &  Currier's  old  mill  ? — A,  I  have  seen  great 
cjuantities  of  saw-dust  on  that  side.     I  saw  the  ice 
nlow  up  there  once  for  about  an  acre,  and  pile   up 
the  ice  in  blocks  three  feet  square.    They  had  a  race 
track  from  there  to  Gatineau   Point  and   the  ex- 
plosion took  place  the  night  before  the  race  was 
to  uome  off  and  the   whole  place   was   totally  de- 
stroyed.    I  do  not  think  there  is  much  sand  comes 
from  upwards  down  this  way.     I   think   it  comes 
principally   from  the  Gatineau.      I   have  seen   a 
barge  run  aground  in  the  evening  and  you  could 
not  get  her  off ;  the  next  morning  the  men  could 
walk  on  the  sand  around  the  barge.    They  dug  a 
hole  under  the  bow  and  another   under  the  stern 
and  by-and-by  the  sand  would  begin  to  go  and  in 
the  course  of  a  couple   of  hours   the   barge   could 
swim  about,  so  I  think  it  is  from  there  the   princi- 
pal part  of  the  sand  that  lodges  this  side  of  Kettle 
Island  comes,  and  at  the  head  of  Kettle  Island  in 
the  b^  there. 

Q.  Last  year  the  water  was  pretty  low  ? — A. 
Yes. 

Q.  Did  you  discover  any  unpleasant  odour  from 
the  accumulations  of  mill  refuse  at  the  foot  of  the 
locks  ? — A.  Yes,  when  you  would  have  a  blow  up. 
I  was  standing  on  the  pier  one  day  and  saw  a 
white  swell  coming  up.  There  was  an  old  French- 
man approaching  with  a  bun.  The  water  rose 
about  ten  or  twelve  feet  square  and  lifted  him 
fully  three  feet  out  of  the  water. 

Q.  What  size  was  the  boat  ? — A.  It  was  a 
square  punt,  about  14  feet  long  and  5  feet  wide, 
with  a  flat  bottom.  They  use  them  for  gathering 
mill  wood.  The  wind  nappeued  to  be  blowing 
from  that  direction,  what  little  wind  there  was, 
and  the  smell  was  very  bad.  I  measured  around 
in  the  bay  at  the  steamboat  wharf  under  Nepean 
Point  and  there  was  30  feet  of  water  and  no  bot- 
tom with  my  lead  line. 

Q.  When  was  that? — A.  I  think  that  was  in 
1881. 

Q.  How  is  the  water  now  ? — A.  There  is  hardly 
any  water  there  at  all.  The  saw-dust  is  over  the 
water  all  summer,  in  fact.  It  is  full  always.  As 
the  saw-dust  comes  down  the  river,  the  wind 
blows  it  in  there  and  it  cannot  get  aut. 

Q.  Do  you  consider  that  the  saw-dust  is  destroy- 
ing the  navigation  of  the  river ! — A.  I  do,  most 
undoubtedly. 


The  next  witness  examined  was  Mr.  Besserer, 
a  farmer  who  lives  down  the  river,  who  is 
perfectly  conversant  with  the  nature  of  the 
navigation  : 

Q.  Can  you  tell  us  the  condition  of  the  river 
before  the  saw-mills  were  erected  and  its  condition 
now  ? — A.  It  does  not  lie  in  a  very  nice  state  at 
present  with  the  saw-dnst. 

Q.  What  was  your  first  acquaintance  with  the 
place  ? — A.  The  river  was  in  a  very  goo<l  condition 
tor  navigation  when  I  firstknew  it.  There  was  noth- 
ing to  hinder  navigation  when  I  first  saw  it.  Of 
late  years  the  saw-dust  has  accumulated.  It  is 
something  fearful  in  the  channel  of  the  river  in 
some  parts. 

Q.  In  the  channel? — A.  Yes,  down  at  the 
Leonard  Islands,  for  instance,  and  at  the  mouth  of 
the  Blanche  the  saw-dust  has  accumulated  very 
much,  blocking  the  channels  between  the  island 
where  it  used  to  be  navigable  at  one  time.  Now 
you  cannot  go  there. 

Q.  What  was  the  state  of  the  river  last  fall? — 
A.  Last  fall  it  was  in  a  very  bad  state.  There 
was  an  awful  accumulation  of  saw-dust  then. 

Q.  How  much  water  was  there  in  the  river  at 
that  time  ? — A.  Just  by  the  Blanche  there  would 
not  be  much  more  than  four  or  four  and  a  half 
feet. 

Q.  What  was  the  depth  there  20  years  ago  ? — A. 
There  would  be  quite  a  ceannel  there  then.  Of 
course  I  never  measured  it  then. 

Q.  You  had  no  difficulty  in  navigating  it  then  ? 
— A.  No.  There  is  an  accumulation  of  sand  and 
sawdust.  It  forms  a  layer  of  saw-dnst  and  a  layer 
of  sand,  and  it  holds  there.  If  you  dig  in  it  you 
find  it  that  way  for  10  feet  down. 

Q.  I  suppose  yon  come  across  occasional  slabs  ? — 
A.  Yes,  occasionally  we  come  across  slabs  and 
edgings  that  have  got  water-logged  and  sank  down. 

Q.  And  this  material  from  the  bogging  machine  ? 
— A.  Yes,  and  from  the  edger.  Tne  way  I  found 
the  sand  and  saw-dust  there  when  I  went  to  get 
sand.  This  saw-dust  has  been  a  great  nuisance  and 
it  has  been  increasing  from  day  to  day.  In  fact 
some  days  if  the  wind  happens  to  blow  from  the 
north  to  the  south  shore  you  cannot  get  out  with  a 
small  boat. 

Q.  VN'hat  effect  has  it  had  upon  the  fish  of  the 
river?— A.  It  almost  banishes  them  altogether. 
There  is  hardly  any  fishing  of  any  kind  on  the 
Ottawa  at  all  now. 

Q.  And  was  there  good  fishing  in  the  Ottawa  at 
one  time  ? — A.  Splendid. 

Q.  As  much  as  people  require  ? — A.  All  kinds, 
from  pickerel  down — all  good  fish. 

Q.  Did  you  discover  any  ill  effects  froui  this 
nuisance  of  saw-dust  in  the  way  of  health  in  your 
locality  ? — A.  In  the  c-ool  of  the  evening  about  the 
wharf  there  the  stench  would  be  terrible.  In  fact 
the  water  is  bad. 

Q.  Has  it  caused  any  disease,  any  typhoid  fever  ? 
— A.  There  were  a  couple  of  casef  in  the  Murphy 
family.  There  was  one  man  who  did  not  do  a 
hand  s  turn  the  whole  season  from  it. 

Q.  Can  you  say  whether  any  portion  of  the 
channel  where  the  navigation  is  carried  on  there 
is  anything  to  stop  navigation. — A.  There  is,  in 
saw-dust  and  slabs. 
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Q.  Did  you  ever  find  by  examination  of  those 
channels  whether  there  was  any  stoppage  of  navi- 
gation ? — A.  Certainly,  when  the  water  would  get 
down  low,  to  a  certain  pitch. 

Q.  The  lx>ats  could  not  go  down  ? — A.  The  boats 
could  not  go  down  with  this  nuisance  in  the  river. 

Q.  The  saw-dust  comes  up  to  your  farm  does  it 
not  ? — A.  Yes. 

Q.  And  is  a  nuisance  to  you  there  ? — A.  It  is  a 
nuisance  to  every  person  along  the  river. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  there  is  any  difference 
in  the  last  ten  years  as  to  the  character  of  the  re- 
fuse coming  down  ? — A.  There  is  a  great  differ- 
ence ;  it  is  saw-dust  now  instead  of  slabs. 

Q.  ^Yith  regard  to  this  sand  mixed  with  saw- 
dust, do  you  hnd  it  there  in  layers? — A.  Yes;  I 
can  show  you  it  on  the  (day  bank  at  our  side  of  the 
river.  The  wind  disturbs  the  water  and  the  saw- 
dust is  thrown  on  the  shore  and  stays  there. 

Q.  Is  there  any  saw-dust  in  the  channel  of  the 
river  now  ? — A.  I  do  not  doubt  it  at  all.  You  can- 
not see  any  saw-dust  in  the  channel  now ;  a  man 
would  want  good  eyes  to  look  down  in  the  chan- 
nel and  see  what  is  at  the  bottom  when  the  water 
is  high,  but  if  you  come  down  in  the  summer,  I 
will  show  you  lots  of  it. 

The  next  is  John  Tilton,  who  is  an  em- 
ployee of  tl.e  Fishery  Department,  and  who 
was  called  upon  to  give  evidence  as  respects 
the  proclamation  issued  by  the  government 
with  reference  to  the  exemptions  : 

Q.  Do  yon  know  anything  respecting  this  ques- 
tion of  saw-dust  in  the  Ottawa  River  ? — A.  Gener- 
ally, I  understood  that  the  line  of  information  you 
desired  from  me  was  particularly  the  circumstances 
under  which  these  exemptions  were  made  and 
what  other  exemptions  existed  as  well  as  that  of 
the  Ottawa.  The  exemptions  are  made  under 
Chapter  91,  of  the  Statutes  nf  1886,  "An  Act  re- 
specting the  protection  of  navigable  waters. " 

The  seventh  section  of  this  Act  provides  : 

"  No  owner  or  tenant  of  any  sawmill,  or  any 
workman  therein,  or  other  person,  shall  throw  or 
cause  to  Iw  thrown,  or  suffer  or  permit  to  be 
thrown  any  saw-dust,  edgings,  slabs,  bark  or  rub- 
bish of  any  description  whatsoever,  into  any  river, 
stream,  or  other  water,  any  part  of  which  is  navig- 
able, or  which  flows  into  any  navigable  river  ;  and 
any  person  who  violates  the  provisions  of  this  sec- 
tion, shall,  on  summary  conviction,  be  liable  for 
the  first  offence  to  a  penalty  not  less  than  $20,  and 
for  each  subsequent  offence  to  a  penalty  of  not  less 
than  $50.  The  several  fishery  officers  shall  from 
time  to  time  examine  and  report  on  the  condition 
of  such  rivers,  streams  and  waters,  and  prosecute 
all  persons  violating  the  provisions  of  this  section ; 
an(I  for  enforcing  the  said  provisions,  such  officers 
shall  have  and  exercise  all  the  power  already  con- 
ferred upon  them  for  like  purposes  by  the  Fisheries 
Act.  The  Governor  in  Council,  when  it  is  shown 
to  his  satisfaction  that  the  public  interests  will  not 
be  injuriously  effected  thereby,  may  from  time  to 
time  by  proclamation,  published  in  the  Canada 
Oazette,  declare  any  such  river,  stream  or  water,  or 
part  or  parts  thereof,  exempted  from  the  operation 
of  this  section  in  whole  or  in  part,  and  may  from 
time  to  time  revoke  such  proclamation." 

Under  that  section  of  the  act  a  report  was  made 
to  Council  and  a  proclamation  issued,  which  ap- 


peared in  the  Canada  GttzeUe  of  the  23tfa  of  A;--! 
1885.  After  reciting  the  acts  respecting  the  r 
tection  of  navigable  streams  and  riven  aoi  tt 
powers  of  the  Governor  in  Council  xtnder  the  if. 
the  proclamation  continues : 

Aiid  whereas  it  has  been  represented  to  b*  d.' 
the  public  interest  will  not  be  injurionjjya&t*. 
by  exempting  from  the  operation  of  the  aid  t : 
all  that  part  of  the  Ottawa  River  lying;  betwns  ;.■ 
Chaudi^re  Falls  and  McKay 'a  B^y,  aiiJ  al»>  l. 
that  part  of  the  Gatinenu  river  from  the  mill  p>r- 
above  Gilmour  &  Co.'s  mill  at  Chelsea  to  theEo::: 
of  the  said  Gatinean  river,  so  far  as  regardt  s< 
dust  only : 

Now  know  ye,  that  w^e,  under  and  by  virton.' 
the  powers  vested  by  the  said  Act,  and  by  sn'  vi'J. 
the  advice  of  our  Privy  Council  for  Canaik.  i 
hereby  proclaim  and  declare  that  all  tiwt  pin  t 
the  Ottawa  river  lying  between  the  Chaudirre  fij 
and  McKay's  Bay,  and  all  that  part  of  the  lot 
neau  river  from  the  mill  pond  above  Gilmoart 
Co.'s  mill,  at  Chelsea,  to  the  mouth  of  ikf  >» 
Gatiueau  river,  shall,  so  far  aa  regards  ssir-if 
only,  be  exempted  from  the  operation  of  the  a: . 
act  passed  in  the  session  of  the  Parliameat '( 
Canada  held  in  the  thirty-sixth  year  of  o<ir  nri^ 
chaptered  sixty-five,  and  intituled  :  "  An  Art  f  • 
the  better  protection  of  navigable  streams  u: 
rivers." 

That  is  the  last  proclamation  that  was  isnur-l 

Q.  Is  this  the  latest  proclamation  ? — A.  Tlii>  a 
the  latest  proclamation  affecting  the  Ottav*-a 
fact  the  latest  one  we  have.   Perhaps  I  should  il4«- 
tion  that  a  question  has  arisen  since  that  procLuj 
tion  was  issued,  with  reference   to   the  OtoonhK 
River.     I  was  sent  there  by  the   government  tw» 
years  ago,  and  after  a  very  careful  examinatinic-: 
the  river — some  complaints  having  been  made  <itl 
reference  to  the  saw-dust  deposit — I  examiocl  :t 
over  a  length  of  30  or  40  miles  with  a  good  deil  << 
care,  and  an  arrangement  was    reached   benrM: 
those  who  were  agitating  for  the  entire  protfttkc 
of  the  river  and  the  mill  owners,   but  if  the  ml 
owners  would  desist  from  throwing  rubbish  m<' 
edgings  into  the  river,  and  allow  only  the  saw-diK 
that  tell  through  the  pitman  hole,  that  thej-  viiiiJ 
stay   their   prosecutions.     That  arrangement  )at 
gone  ou  in  a  measure  satisfactorily  up  to  the  presra: 
spring.     Now,  the  anti-sawdust  association,  u  \; 
is  termed,  of  Petcrboro',  are  again  agitating  in  tiir 
direction  of  having  the  prohibition  made  ealin 
They  say  that  even  that  exemption  is  having  a  iv 
rious  effect  on  the  navigation  of   the  rii'er,  icl 
claim  that  the  arrangement  shonld  be  tennina:«d 
That  was  only,   I    may  explain,  a  dcpartnmuJ 
arrangement.     The  government    had     nn    powrr. 
under  the  Act,  to  make  such  an  arrangement  i» 
that.     They  must  either  proclaim  the  river  exemp: 
or  it  is  amenable  to  the  operation  of  the  Act,  asii 
information  may  be  laid  by  auyone  who  desires  tf- 
complain. 

Q.  What  is  your  opinion  with  reference  to  tlic 
saw-dust  and  edgings  m  the  river  that  you  did  *\i- 
mine,  with  respect  to  the  navigation  ? — A.  It  d<ci 
not  admit  of  any  doubt  whatever.  The  continixwi 
deposit  of  mill  refuse  can  have  but  one  result— th>: 
it  is  injurious. 

Q.  And  with  respect  to  the  fish,  what  effect  hv 
it  ? — A.  There  is  no  doubt  with  respect  to  fishiM. 
I  am  told  that  in  years  gone  by,  the  Ottawa  Rirrr 
was  quite  famous  for  its  fish  ;  of  late  years  it  if  u 
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indnati-y  that  has  fallen  off  almost  entirely.  That 
i~r>.E*.y  be  attributable  to  other  caasea  as  well  as  to 
t^lr^^  deposite  of  aaw-dust,  bat  I  should  fancy  that 
X>v<3bably  that  is  the  principal  reason.  These  bays 
Ek.xs.<i  inlets  which  are  the  spawning  grounds  for  the 
fi^h  are  filled  with  mill  refuse. 

Q.  Do  you  know  anything  in  regard  to  the  con- 
ditions of  the  Ottawa   River  ? — A.    Yes,    I  have 
^«3me  idea  of  its  condition  in  regard  to  the  subject 
of  the  inqniry.    I  should  think  that  the  result  will 
>>«  somewhat  serious  to  navigation  if  the  practice 
is  permitted  to  continue.     Anyone  traversing  the 
river  when  the  water  is  low  cannot  fail  to  be  im- 
X>re88ed  With  the  fact  that  the  deposits  are  seriously 
Ckffecting  navigation — I  do  not  think  that  even  the 
f:;entlemen  who  are  running  the  mills  will  pretend 
4.0  gainsay  that. 

Q.  Con  yon  speak  of  any  particular  points  in  the 
liver  where  it  is  apparent  ? — A.  I  have  frequently, 
in  going  up  and  down  the  river,  asked  the  question 
-why  the  steamer  slowed  up  at  certain  points,  and 
■vraa  told  it  was  on  account  of  the  river  being  so 
shallow  from  the  deposit  of  saw-dust  and  mill 
refuse  ;  and  I  have  also  noticed  when  a  steamer  is 
going  into  the  several  wharves,  especially  in  the 
upper  part  of  the  river,  that  she  always  stirs  up  a 
large  amount  of  sawdust. 

Then  John  Stewart  is  called  and  examined 
at  some  length.  He  is  a  mining  engineer 
and  gives  his  evidence  as  to  this  nuisance : 

Q.  Are  you  conversant  with  the  saw-dust  ques- 
tion on  the  Ottawa  ?— A.  I  understand  a  little 
about  the  uses  to  which  it  might  be  applied. 

Q,  Will  you  give  the  committee  the  benefit  of 
your  knowledge  of  that  subject  t — A.  It  might  be 
utilized  in  a  small  way  for  the  manufacture  of 
paper  pulp,  and  making  compressed  vessels— pails, 
tubs  and  vessels  of  that  kind — and  for  making 
brick.  It  has  been  utilized  for  those  purposes  in 
Canada ;  but  the  large  application,  almost  a  Do- 
minion one,  as  it  applies  to  all  the  provinces,  it 
can  be  tised  for  the  manufacture  of  gas,  by  treat- 
ing it  in  proper  furnaces,  for  the  roasting  and  re- 
heating of  iron.  The  heavy  matter  from  the  mills 
could  be  made  into  charcoal,  and  the  products  of 
distillation  in  the  process  of  making  the  charcoal 
will  pay  for  the  carbonization  of  it.  That  could  be 
used  in  gloss  furnaces.  It  has  been  done  on  a 
small  scale.  It  has  been  experimeoted  on  and 
proved  to  be  practicable,  but  not  to  any  large  ex- 
tent as  yet.  It  has  been  used  in  that  way  for  the 
•  last  20  years  in  Sweden,  aud  the  Swedish  associa- 
tion of  iron  merchants  presented  the  inventor  of 
those  furnaces  with  the  sum  of  $10,000  for  his  in- 
genuity. The  Michigan  lumbermen  utilize  their 
their  saw-dust  in  the  manufacture  of  salt.  They 
live  in  a  salt  region,  aud  they  bore  wells  and  get 
salt  springs,  and  evaporate  the  brine  by  burning 
the  sawdust  and  converting  the  brine  into  salt. 

Q.  Do  you  know  how  Mr  Rathbun  disposes  of 
his  saw-dust  ?— -A.  He  uses  it  all  in  that  way.  He 
makes  gas  and  lights  the  town  of  Deseronto,  and 
he  makes  charcoal  which  he  sells.  There  is  no- 
thing wasted  from  his  mills. 

Q.  As  an  engineer,  do  you  think  this  saw-dust 
could  be  utilized  profitably  ? — A.  I  can  see  no  diffi- 
culty in  it,  anymore  than  in  the  handling  of  the 
same  number  of  tons  of  iron  ore,  not  so  much,  be- 
cause you  can-  elevate  the  saw-dust  in  elevators. 


You  can  convey  it  in  a  traveller,  but  yon  have  got 
to  shovel  or  handle  iron  ore.  Even  the  saw-dust 
that  is  now  in  the  river,  some  of  it  could  be  taken 
out  and  could  be  used  in  a  furnace  ;  because  saw- 
dust coming  direct  from  the  saw,  from  wet  logs, 
containing  45  per  cent  of  water,  can  be  utilized  in 
that  way.  That  was  pointed  out  in  the  report  of 
the  Geological  Survey  by  Dr.  Sterry  Hunt  I  think 
in  1870. 

Q.  Then  in  your  opinion  there  is  no  practical 
difficulty  in  those  sawmill  men  utilizing  their  saw- 
dust and  preventing  it  from  going  into  the  river  ? 
— A.  If  they  make  sufficient  arrangements  for  it, 
there  is  not. 

Mr.  Dever,  a  member  of  the  Senate,  who 
has  had  experience  in  a  variety  of  places, 
gave  his  evidence  in  a  way  to  convince  any- 
one of  the  truth  of  our  contion,  that  this 
sawdust  is  a  nuisance,  not  only  here  but  also 
in  many  other  places  : 

Q.  Have  you  had  any  experience  in  saw-dust  and 
mill  refuse  on  the  river  St.  John  ? — A.  I  found  at 
the  harbour  of  St.  John,  and  on  the  river  also, 
that  numerous  mills  of  the  same  description  that 
you  have  at  the  Chau<li6re  here  were  in  the  habit 
of  throwing  their  saw-dust  and  other  refuse  into 
the  river  and  harlwur.  The  practice  was  so  inju- 
rious to  the  waters  of  our  harbour,  destroying  the 
fish  and  creating  shoals  in  the  harbour,  that  we 
deem  it  necessary  to  prevent  it,  and  we  did  prevent 
it. 

Q.  How  ?— A.  By  law. 

Q.  You  prohibited  the  throwing  of  sawdust  into 
the  river  1 — A.  Yes,  and  the  fact  is  now  that  the 
mills  consume  their  saw-dust.  It  is  not  oar  business 
to  say  how  they  shall  dispose  of  it,  but  we  say 
they  shall  not  throw  it  into  the  river.  They  have 
also  to  dispose  of  their  slabs,  and  bark  and  refuse 
of  all  kinils.  They  build  that  in  piles  and  set  it 
on  fire,  and  in  that  way,  we  are  completely  relieved 
of  this  trouble. 

Q.  Were  those  mills  run  by  steam  or  by  water  ? 
— A.  Some  by  steam  and  some  by  Wttt«r.  In  fact, 
it  is  an  offence  to  throw  mill  refuse  into  the  river. 

Q.  But  it  was  not  so  always  ? — A.  In  our  primi- 
tive state,  it  was  not  considered  necessary  to  pre- 
vent it,  but  we  were  compelled  to  do  so,  because 
our  harlraurs  and  fish  pools  would  have  been  rilled 
up  with  this  decomposing  vegetable  matter.  It 
became  ruinous  to  the  fish,  destroying  their  spawn- 
ing grounds  and  lessening  the  supply  of  fish  gene- 
rally. 

Q.  When  saw  mills  are  run  by  water  what  con- 
trievance  have  they  for  preventing  it  from  falling 
into  the  river  ? — A.  They  cart  it  away  and  burn  it. 

Q.  But  how  do  they  prevent  the  wwdnst  from 
falling  into  the  water  in  the  saw  mills  which  are 
run  by  water  power? — A.  The  floor  is  completely 
covered  over  and  the  saw-dust  is  raked  out.  It  is 
taken  away  in  carts  constructed  for  that  purpose — 
\tLTge  wheeled  carts. 

Q.  There  is  no  saw-dustthrown  intothe  water  at 
all  then  ? — A.  If  there  is,  they  do  it  clandestinely. 
They  cannot  do  it  publicly  now.  It  is  a  mere 
matter  of  arrangement  with  those  mills  I  allege. 
It  will  be  some  expense  I  admit  to  change  the  nmls 
here,  but  it  is  part  uf  their  business  to  make  such 
arrangements  and  not  impose  on  the  public  I  think. 
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The  next  witness  is  John  Mather,  for  a 
long  time  an  employee  of  Gilmour  &  Co.,  on 
the  Gatineau  River,  who  had  considerable  ex- 
perience in  the  matter  of  saw-diist.  He  was 
employed  by  these  millmen  at  one  time  to 
make  an  examination  of  the  river.  He  sent 
in  a  report  which  showed  that  the  main  chan- 
nel was  not  interfered  with  at  that  time  to 
any  serious  extent  ; 

Q.  You  are  engaged  in  the  lumber  trade  now  ? 
— A.  I  am,  at  Keewatin. 

Q.  Were  yon  engaged  for  many  years  in  the  lum- 
ber trade  in  the  neighbourhood  of  Ottawa  ? — A. 
Yes. 

Q.  Were  you  not  appointed  a  commissioner  to 
examine  the  channel  of  the  Ottawa  river  on  one  oc- 
casion?— A.  On  two  occasions,  in  1873  and  1877. 

Q.  Did  you  make  a  thorough  examination  of  the 
channel  of  the  river  respecting  the  question  of  saw- 
dust ? — A.  The  second  time  Idid. 

Q.  Will  you  tell  the  committee  whether  in  your 
judgment  the  saw-dust  accumulates  in  the  channel 
where  the  current  is  ? — A.  Not  where  the  current 
is. 

Q.  There  is  saw-dust  of  coursejin  the  bays  ? — A. 
Any  amount  of  accumulation  in  the  bays. 

Q,  Prior  to  1877  I  understand  that  the  mill  slabs 
were  thrown  in.  Would  the  throwing  in  of  saw- 
dust alone  have  a  less  effect  on  the  channel  ? — A. 
The  slabs  remained  in  the  current  ;  the  saw-dust 
goes  out  of  it  if  there  is  nothing  to  keep  it  there, 

Q.  Do  you  think  there  is  any  danger  to  the  navi- 
gation of  the  Ottawa  River  by  throwing  saw-dust 
into  it  ? — A.  The  only  danger  to  navigation  that  I 
see,  is  at  the  mouth  of  the  canal  ;  it  hlls  up  there. 
The  saw-dust  will  come  to  the  top  of  the  eddy  and 
prevent  navigation  there. 

Q.  That  is  the  only  plaee  ?— A.  There,  and 
around  the  wharfs  of  the  millmen  themselves. 

Q.  What  kind  of  mills  were  you  engaged  in— 
water  mills  ? — A.  Water  and  steam  mills — princi- 
pally water  mills. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  water  mill  so  construct- 
ed as  to  prevent  the  saw-<fu8t  falling  into  the  stream 
— or  do  you  know  of  any  way  to  prevent  it  ? — A. 
At  Keewatin  we  do  not  let  any  sawdust  in  ;  that 
is  a  water-mill.     VA'e  keep  it  all  out. 

Q.  How  do  you  keep  it  out »— A.  We  catch  it  as 
it  falls  and  take  it  out  by  carriers  and  then  cart  it 
away. 

Q.  Was  your  mill  lately  constructed  ? — A.  It 
was  commenced  in  1879. 

Q.  Whs  it  constructed  since  any  of  those  mills 
were  built  ? — A.  There  have  been  some  new  mills 
built  here  since  theu — one  last  winter  and  one  the 
winter  before. 

Then  there  is  the  late  Hon.  Mr.  Glasier 
a  lumberman  on  St.  John  River,  I 
believe  the  oldest  lumberman  living  at  the 
time  he  gave  his  evidence.  He  was  prac- 
tical in  every  way  and  very  observant  and 
stated  his  opinion  in  a  clear  and  concise 
way  : 

Q.  Do  you  w^isb  to  make  a  statement  about  the 
saw  mills  in  New  Brunswick! — A.  I  will  com- 


mence with  the  harbour  of  St.  John  and  the  pt-- 
of  Portland  which  are  joined  together.  "nRrr  »r 
seven  or  eight  mills  there.  There  are  uo  ns.-- 
mills  there  and  those  mills  bum  all  their  mw  i  i- 
and  a  large  portion  of  their  slabs,  and  thry  iu- 
been  there  30  or  40  years  and  I  have  nertr  fce..-. 
of  any  accident.  I  do  not  think  the  fire  riia  :- 
increased  though  they  are  in  the  middle  o:  f - 
place.  There  is  one  mill  there  that  is  ran  \r.-lt  br 
steam  and  by  water  and  they  burn  their  aav-d^K. 
That  mill  has  been  there  for  forty  years,  an!  •.»,'; 
have  got  a  large  town  around  them  and  a  sta:r>: 
house.  The  railway  runs  through  ihe  pkij'.  ! 
have  never  heard  of  an  accident  there.  Ri^b:  k 
the  city  of  Fredericton  there  is  a  mill  that  ttt  | 
been  running  for  twenty  years  and  they  '-^^ 
their  saw -dust. 

Q.  What  is  the  mill  ?— A.  That  is  caUed  tt 
Easty  mill.  And  then  a  mile  belo'w  the  tors. 
Morrison  has  a  very  large  mill  that  saws  i}'  :■ 
50,000,000  a  year.  It  sawed  more  than  that  ib> 
winter.  His  mill  was  burnt  down  bnt  the  Sr 
took  from  the  furnace  inside — his  own  funn-T 
He  did  not  burn  his  sawdust  at  that  time.  Ti:cr> 
is  another  mill  below  that  half  a  mile.  It  i- 1 
continuous  settlement  along  there.  They  cart  tbe- 
saw-dust  and  refuse  out  and  bum  it  :  the  only  el  ' 
on  the  river  that  does  not  consume  its  saw-dD«t  i»'. 
refuse  is  Gibson's.  The  saw-dust  from  the  ol! 
goes  into  the  rivtr  by  some  concession  that  u-. 
government  here  have  made.  They  have  arrsD^i^J 
to  let  it  go  into  the  river  but  he  bums  hi«  >1J<> 
and  refuse  right  along  side  of  his  mill.  Tliere  arv 
other  small  mills  up  the  river  but  they  are  of  »■ 
account.  As  to  the  navigation  of  the  river  St. 
John  there  are  several  shoals  in  the  river  vbetr 
the  dredge  is  at  work  every  summer  almost.  TkcT 
dug  a  channel  through  huf  a  mile  long  and  tn 
feet  deep. 

Q.  WTiere  is  that? — A.  At  Oromocto  shod;. 
The  hands  that  work  on  the  boat  told  me  that  ti.^ 
or  three  feet  down  they  found[a8  much  saw -dun  u 
mud  and  earth  all  mixed  together.  It  coine«  m 
the  spring  of  the  year  and  lodges  on  the  sboalf 
There  is  a  good  deal  of  sediment  there  also  and  :: 
lodges.  Tmit  current  is  as  strong  as  the  camo; 
of  the  Ottawa.  It  runs  four  or  five  miles  anyvay 
and  lost  spring  it  ran  at  a  higher  speed  than  thu. 
These  shoals  are  increasing  continually  from  alJ 
those  things  accumulating  there.  It  is  mininc  the 
fish  in  the  river.  That  is  my  experience  of  tb» 
past  forty  years.  As  to  the  increased  rates  •'i 
msnrance  they  do  not  seem  to  make  any  incre*« 
at  St.  John. 

Q.  Has  the  salmon  fishing  decreased  in  th« 
streams  that  nm  into  the  f>t.  John  ? — A.  Vei. 
The  streams  where  the  saw  mills  are  located  are 
completely  mined  for  fishing.  On  the  Nashwaal^. 
where  Gibson's  mill  is  situated,  which  used  to  be  d 
goo<l  river  for  salmon,  they  are  completely  gone. 

Q.  The  salmon  used  to  spawn  there,  I  wli«\-« ! 
— A.  Yes  J  I  have  caught  seventy  in  a  day  riiflit 
on  my  own  shore,  a  Uttle  below  Fredericton.  VVe 
used  to  have  the  shod,  the  gaspereaux  and  tht 
salmon  and  sturgeon  in  large  quantities.  Nn«- 
they  are  diminished  very  greatly.  Most  of  the 
salmon  now  that  we  get  are  from  the  north  shore— 
the  Bale  des  Chaleur  and  the  Miramichi. 

Q.  But  still  they  catch  a  good  many  ia  the 
harbor  of  St.  John? — A.  Yes,  a  oonaidenble 
number  and  around  in  the  bays,  but  so  fsr  as  tbc 
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oVkstruction  of  the  River  St.  John  U  concerned,  it 
is  a  very  serious  thing,  and  if  Gibson  continaes 
^le-positing  the  saw-dust  and  refuse  in  the  river  a 
f  tjw  years  longer  without  check,  it  will  be  worse. 
Q.  How  loug  have  you  been  engaged  in  the 
l\imber  and  nulling  business  on  the  River  St. 
J  oVin  ? — A.  I  am  not  in  the  milling  business  at  all. 
I  Have  been  in  the  lumber  business  60  years. 

Q.  On  the  River  St.  John?— A.  On  the  River 
St.  John  and  its  tributaries.  I  hare  taken  timber 
from  opposite  Quebec  at  the  head  of  St.  John  400 
or  450  miles. 

Q.  You  ought  to  be  well  acquainted  with  the 
'ua^-igatioa  of  the  River  St.  John  ? — A.  I  tell  you 
the  navigation  of  the  river  is  very  much  impeded. 
]Bar-s  are  forming  all  the  time  from  this  material 
and.  the  other  stuff  coming  down  the  river. 

Now,  I  will  give  you  the  evidence  of 
Captain  Bowie,  I  believe  the  oldest  navi- 
gator of  this  Ottawa  River  at  the  present 
day.  He  has  been  commander  of  the 
"Peerless,"  "Empress"  and  other  vessels 
for  over  thirty  years  to  my  own  knowledge. 
He  is  every  day  on  the  river,  and  a  man 
quite  conversant  with  all  its  difficulties,  and 
he  gives  us  to  understand  what  effect  this 
sa'w-dust  has  upon  the  navigation  in  a  way 
-which  I  believe  will  convince  every  hon. 
gentleman  as  far  as  that  is  concerned.  It 
is  a  reliable  aud  true  statement : 

Q.  You  know  a  good  deal  about  the  subject  of 
our  inquiry.  Can  you  give  ua  the  benefit  of  your 
experience,  chiefly  with  reference  to  the  naviga- 
tion of  the  Ottawa  ? — A.  When  I  first  came  up  the 
river  here  I  was  captain  of  the  steamei  "  Phoenix." 
Then  I  never  had  any  trouble  whatever  on  the 
shoals.  The  water  was  deep  enough  both  in  high 
and  low  water  at  all  seasons.  After  a  few  years, 
when  the  mill  refuse  was  going  in,  and  slabs  and 
edgings,  they  filled  up  most  of  the  fronts  of  our 
wharfs,  and  at  the  locks  here  there  was  a  large 
quantity  of  edgings,  which  are  still  there.  In  the 
channel  we  find  a  great  deal  of  saw-dost.  Of 
course,  at  this  pitch  of  the  water,  or  at  the  time 
Mr.  Mather  took  his  soundings,  which  was  in  high 
water,  and  there  was  a  strong  current,  it  is  not  so 
apparent,  but  in  September  or  October  I  can  stop 
the  boat  and  bring  up  a  volume  of  saw-dust  that 
would  astonish  you. 

Q.  Was  that  in  the  channel  ? — A.  In  the  channel 
of  the  river.  Of  course,  at  this  season  of  the  year, 
the  strong  current  carries  it  away.  At  the  locks 
here  I  was  sending  a  boat  up  to  the  exhibition 
grounds  a  year  ago,  and  the  captain  came  to  tell 
me  he  could  not  get  into  the  locks,  though  the 
boat  was  drawing  only  four  feet  of  water.  I  told 
him  to  go  back  and  work  her  in,  he  did  so,  and 
spent  several  hours  working  at  the  saw-dust  and 
finally  got  in.  That  was  in  September,  during  the 
exhibition.  She  was  coming  up  to  convey  passen- 
gers from  the  basin  to  the  exhibition  grounds.  She 
was  a  large  steamer  and  filled  the  locks. 

Q.  What  part  of  the  channel  of  the  river  is  it 
that  yon  can  stir  up  the  saw-dust  with  the  steamer  ? 
—A.  That  is  at  W  ay's  shoals. 

Q.  How  far  is  that  from  the  Chaudiire  falls  ? 
— A.  It  is  twelve  or  fourteen  miles. 


Q.  What  depth  of  water  is  there  over  it  ? — A. 
Seven  or  eight  feet.  The  Queen's  wharf,  where  we 
now  lie,  had  at  one  time  over  100  feet  of  water.  I 
have  seen  the  "  Peerless  "  t^ke  ten  minutes  to  get 
to  the  wharf  to  tie  up. 

Q.  And  she  draws  how  many  feet  of  water  ? — 
A.  She  draws  six  feet.  I  have  seen  her  ten 
minutes  working  backwards  and  forwards  trying 
to  get  into  the  wharf,  and  I  have  seen  the  cabmen 
get  hold  of  the  springing  line  and  walk  on  the 
saw-  dust  between  the  vessel  and  the  wharf.  We 
used  to  lie  in  therein  the  winter  with  the  steamers, 
but  we  found  the  saw-dust  had  so  filled  up  the  bay 
that  we  have  had  to  leave  the  wharf  and  take  the 
risk  of  the  ice  out  in  the  stream. 

Q.  Did  you  not,  at  one  time,  lay  up  your 
steamers  in  Mackay's  Bay  ? — A.  Above  Mackay's 
Bay,  in  New  Edinburgh  Bay. 

Q.  Is  there  much  risk  of  ice  where  you  have  to 
lie  up  ? — A.  Yes. 

Q.  The  bays  of  the  river  are  completely  des- 
troyed as  winter  quarters  for  steamers  ? — A.   Yes. 

Q.  Have  you  seen  any  of  chose  explosions  in  the 
river  that  are  spoken  of  by  other  witnesses  ? — A. 
Yes,  from  L'Orignal  to  Ottawa. 

Q.  Have  you  found  any  inconvenience  from 
them  ? — A.  The  odour  arising  from  them  is  not 
very  pleasant  round  the  steamer  lying  at  a  wharf. 
There  is  a  strong,  gassy  smell  from  them. 

Q.  Is  it  unwholesome  ? — A.  I  presume  so. 

Q.  Some  obser\'ation8  have  been  made  here  about 
vessels  carrying  smaller  cargoes  in  years  gone  by 
than  they  do  at  present.  I  suppose  you  can  give 
the  Committee  an  idea  why  it  is  so? — A.  The 
vessels  that  carry  double  the  qtiantity  of  lumber 
now  that  they  did  in  former  years  have  different 
bearings  and  different  beams,  but  they  do  not  draw 
any  more  water.  At  that  time,  when  you  were 
steam  boating,  and  when  I  first  caioe  up  the  Ottawa 
you  could  not  get  a  barge  measuring  over  90  feet 
through  the  Grenville  CanaL 

Q.  Do  you  not  keep  by  the  shore  a  little  when 
you  come  round  the  point  at  McKay's  Bay  ?  A. 
No,  we  come  straight  up  j  we  do  not  come  within 
hundreds  of  yards  of  the  sawdust  shoal  in  McKay's 
Bay. 

Q.  Yon  know  that  these  barges  that  navigate 
there  draw  6  feet  of  water? — A.  Yes,  and  I  know 
they  were  all  aground  last  fall  below  Rockliffe,  at 
the  point  you  speak  of.  The  channel  is  altogether 
changed  here.  Formerly  we  had  a  good  channel 
there,  but  now  the  channel  is  close  to  Hillman's 
mill.  The  closer  we  keep  to  the  shore  at  Hillman's 
mill  the  better.  We  found  out  a  new  channel  in 
the  low  water  last  summer. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  the  place  where  the 
barges  stuck  last  summer  was  a  sand  bar  or  a  saw- 
dust bank  ? — A.  It  was  sand  and  saw-dust  mixed — 
lots  of  saw-dust.  We  found  this  new  channel  last 
fall,  near  Hillman's  mills,  by  accident,  from  the 
fact  that  all  the  barges  were  aground  in  the  chan- 
nel— the  barges  of  Mr.  Bangs  as  well  as  those  of 
Mr.  Murphy. 

Q.  Have  you  discovered  any  di£Bculty  in  manag- 
ing your  boilers  from  the  saw-dust? — >  es,  in  going 
through  the  saw-dust  we  find  that  we  have  to  keep 
two  injectors  in  the  boiler,  and  the  engineer  has  to 
work  them  by  opening  one  and  shutting  the  other. 
The  saw-dust  gets  in  and  opens  np  the  valves  of  the 
injection  pipes  and  holds  them  there,  and  the  water 
runs  out  of  the  boiler.    The  engineer  attributes  it 
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to  the  saw-dust.     She  jjets  hot  occasionally,  while 
lying  at  the  wharf  particularly. 

Those  are  the  principal  witnesses  whose 
evidence  I  will  read  on  this  occasion.  The 
evidence  was  very  carefully  considered  by 
the  committee  and  they  submitted  the 
following  report  for  the  consideration  and 
information  of  the  Senate; 

Having  in  view  the  late  period  of  the  seseion  at 
which  the  order  of  reference  was  made,  and  the 
desirability  of  making  as  complete  an  investigation 
as  possible  into  the  important  cubjects  referred  to 
them,  your  committee  proceeded  with  all  des- 
patch to  the  consideration  thereof,  and  have  devoted 
much  time  and  patient  attention  thereto. 

A  large  number  of  witnesses,  representing  the 
various  interests  involved,  appeared  before  Your 
committee  and  were  examined  oy  them.  Appended 
is  a  list  giving  the  names  and  occupations  of  the 
gentlemen  so  examined,  and  your  committeejsub- 
mit  herewith  the  testimony  given  before  them. 

Although  the  scope  of  the  order  of  reference 
was  enlarged  by  your  honourable  House,  so  as  to 
include  in  the  inquiry  an  examination  into  the 
extent  and  effect  upon  the  Ottawa  River  of  the 
deposit  therein  of  refuse  of  all  kinds,  other  than 
that  merely  from  the  sawmills  upon  the  banks  of 
the  river.  Your  committee,  in  their  desire  to 
present  a  report  upon  the  main  questions  involved, 
deemed  it  advisable  to  forego  any  special  inquiry 
into  the  question  of  deposits  of  offal,  sewage  and 
night  soil  and  the  effect  thereof  upon  ihe  public 
health,  which  matters  however,  will  be  found  inci- 
dentally referred  to  in  the  evidence  of  several  of 
the  witnesses. 

Your  committee  have  also  carefully  considered 
the  report,  made  in  February,  1873,  by  the  Hon. 
H.  H.  Killaly  and  Messrs.  R.  W.  Shephard  and 
John  Mather,  the  commissioners  appointed  in  1871 
to  enquire  into  the  condition  of  navigable  streams, 
and  the  report,  made  in  June,  1877,  by  Mr.  John 
Mather  to  the  Minister  of  Marine  and  Fisheries, 
on  the  subject  of  the  disposal  of  saw-dust  and  mill- 
offals  in  the  Ottawa  River.  They  have  also  had 
the  advantage  of  the  professional  evidence  given 
by  Mr.  John  K.  Amoldi,  mechanical  engineer  of 
the  Department  of  Public  Works,  by  Mr.  H.  A. 
Gray,  assistant  chief  engineer  of  the  same  de^iart- 
ment,  who  was  charged  to  make  an  examination, 
in  the  summer  of  1887,  as  to  the  actual  condition 
of  the  bed  of  the  Ottawa  River  and  the  extent  of 
deposits  therein  of  saw-dust  and  other  mill  refuse  ; 
by  Mr.  G.  T'.  Brophy,  C.E.,  of  the  same  depart- 
ment, superintendent  of  the  Ottawa  River ;  by 
Mr.  F.  A.  Wise,  the  superintendine  engineer  of 
the  Rideau  Canal,  and  by  Mr.  T.  C.  Keefer,  C.E., 
all  of  whom,  from  their  official  position  and  iieculiar 
experience,  were  able  to  afford  your  committee 
most  valuable  information. 

Your  committee  desire  to  acknowledge  the  readi- 
ness with  which  information  was  furnished  them 
by  the  various  mill  owners  and  manufacturers  of 
sawn  lumber  who  appeared  before  them,  and  whose 
interests  were  ably  represented  by  counsel,  as  well 
as  the  valuable  information  afforded  by  all  other 
witnesses. 

These  deposits  also  prevent  the  utilization  of  pro- 
perty along  the  banks  of  the  river  for  the  construe- 1 


tion  of  wharfs  and   for  other  simil&r  poipoaet.  .^- 
likewise  cause  further  damage  to  riparian  prr<^r- 
tors  by  the  depreciation  in  value  of  propertr 
the  river  front. 

Your  committee  find,  from  the  erid«nee  cr-: 
before  them,  that  saw-dust  and  other  refos:  • 
sawmills  can  be  economically  utilized,  aodtfa^tt. 
destruction  thereof  is  successfully  accomphiht''  l 
at  least  one  saw-mill  upon  the  Ottawa  Kircr.  v. 
in  many  others  in  Canaida  and  in  the  Cnited  ."Kc:-- 
of  America, 

Your  committee  are  also  of  opinion  that  th-* 
large  deposits  of  decaying  vegetable  marto-  •.- 
stitute  at  times  a  dangerous  menace,  if  not  a  >>•: 
tive  injury  to  health. 

Your  committee  accordingly  recommemd  thai -jr 
proclamation,  made  on  the  17th  April,  ISiS.  ■- 
which  that  portion  of  the  Ottawa  River  Ivine  ■» 
tween  the  Chaudifere  Falls  and  McKay^s  Bay.  i.: 
also  all  that  part  of  the  Gatineau  River  frctn  •  - 
mill  pond  above  Gilmour  and  Company's  biu!  ' 
Chelsea  to  the  mouth  of  the  said  Gatineau  RiM>_ 
are  exempted,  so  far  as  regards  saw-dost  <-r 
from  the  operation  of  the  seventh  section  '■'.  •;- 
"  Act  respecting  the  protection  of  Xavui-!- 
Waters  "  (R.S.C.  Chap.  91),  be  rescinded  if  r> 
Government  as  soon  as  practicable,  ha\-ing  nrpv 
to  the  large  and  important  interests  involvfl  m  ■ 
business  3L  such  extent  and  public  importances  l- 
the  lumber  trade,  and  that  thereafter,  the  pror; 
sions  of  the  said  section  should,  in  the  public  ii 
terest,  be  strictly  enforced. 

The  leader  then  gave  me  his  assarance 
that  immediate  steps  would  be  taken  forthf 
purpose  of  complying  with  the  conditions  < : 
the  report  so  ably  presented  by  the  comoiit- 
tee  on  that  occasion.  I  allowed  the  mattt? 
to  stand  on  that  assurance,  and  upon  ti- 
29th  March,  1889,  I  inquired  : 

Whether  the  government  have  taken,  or  inuc 
to  take,  action  in  reference  to  the  report  sulimiii-i 
by  the  special  committee  of  the  Senate  at  its  \v 
session  with  respect  to  saw-dust  being  dep<j5it«<i  ii 
the  Ottawa  River,  below  the  Chaudi^re  Falls,  in  x'sr. 
city  of  Ottawa. 

It  is  not  necessary  to  read  my  remaii; 
upon  the  motion.     Then  Mr.  Abbott  said : 

My  hon.  friend,  I  am  sure,  is  as  well  swar«  n 
any  other  member  of  this  House  of  the  imporuci' 
of  the  subject  which  has  been  brought  before  ihr 
Senate  to-day.  The  question  of  compelling  th? 
lumbermen  to  deposit  the  saw-dust  elsewhere  xhn. 
in  the  river,  or  to  destroy  it,  is  one  which  affect* 
an  enormous  manufacturmg  interest  in  this  mun- 
try,  and,  so  far  as  the  government  are  instmcte'l. 
the  expense  of  a  change  will  be  very  large  imlee-l. 
I  am  greatly  in  hopes  that  my  hon.  f  riend  s  »eooim[-> 
of  the  injury  that  is  done  to  the  river  by  this  saw- 
dust are  to  some  slight  extent  exaggerated— tkaii' 
is  not  quite  so  bad  as  my.  hon.  fnend  nys ;  I>di 
there  is  no  doubt — and  the  government  aresatisfie.! 
— that  it  does  injure  the  ri%'er,  more  especially  thi' 
bays  and  the  outlets  of  streams,  and  the  like,  coin 
ing  into  the  river.     I  said  last  session  thai  tii( 

fovernment  intended  to  take  action  in  the  mattrr 
'hey  have  been  making  inquiries,  taking  preptra- 
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>ry  aut^ion  ever  since.     They  have  had  a  survey  of 
'  m&de  ;    they  have  taken  great  pains  to  have  the 
/v'er  examined  by  a  competent  person  employed  by 
aemselves,  and  they  have  his  report,  which  con- 
rms,  Xxt  s  considerable  degree,  the  report  of  the 
oiniuittee  of  this  House,  which  is  laid  before  the 
;ovemment,  of  course,  and  which  received  their 
uU    consideration.     Since   then,    the  mill -owners 
i&ve    desired  to  be  heard,  and  represented  that 
•liey  -wialied  to  be  parties  to  an  inquiry  as  to  how 
:ar  this  damage  extends,  if  there  is  any  damage. 
^>olne  of  them  contend  that  there  is  none ;  others 
>i<linit  that  there  is  some ;  but  they  desire  to  be 
hearth,     and  they  have    employed   Mr.    Saudford 
KleiTiing,  a  gentleman  well  known  to  every  member 
of  this  House,  to  examine  the  river  and  make  a 
report  on  this  saw-dust  on  their  behalf.     I  under- 
stand  that  he  is  at  this  moment  engaged  on  that, 
and    that  a  report  from  him  is  expected.     As  soon 
as  it  ia  received,  the  whole  subject  will  no  doubt 
be  taken  up.     Inquiries,  so  far  as  they  are  needed, 
■vriH  be  made,  the  subject  will  be   taken   up,   and 
some  remedy  will,  no  doubt,  be  adopted  for  the 
evils  that  the  deposit  of  the  saw-dust  in  the  Ottawa 
river  produces,  of  a  character  appropriate  to  their 
extent  and  their  importance. 

That  was  in  1889,  after  the  report  of  the 
committee  and  after  the  government  had 
made  an  examination  of  the  river  in  1887. 
This   first  examination   was   made  by   the 
government  prior  to  my  taking  the  action. 
The  government  considered  it  necessary  in 
the  public  interest  to  require  the  examina- 
tion to  be  mode  by  Mr.  Gray.     The  examin- 
ation was  accordingly  made,  and  it  is  most 
extraordinary  that,  having  this  information 
before  them,  they  waited  for  the  examination 
of  a  gentleman  employed  by  the  mill-owners. 
We  know  what  that  amounts  to.     I  am  not 
going  to  say  anything  harsh  about  him,  but 
I  am  credibly  informed,  that  as  far  as  the 
examination  is  concerned,  he  was  never  a 
party  to  it,  and  was  never  upon  the  river 
one  minute.     He  entrusted  it  to  some  em- 
ploye ;  but    it  is  not    such  a  thing  as  the 
government,  having   due   regard   for   their 
position,  should  leave  in  the  hands  of  any 
private    employe.     They  had  a  competent 
gentleman,  Mr.  Gray,  who  made  a  careful 
examination,  and  a  very  full  report.     He 
also  came  before   the    committee   of    this 
House  and  gave  evidence.     The  other  day  I 
asked  the  government  to  bring  down  copies 
of  Mr.  Gray's  report.      I  have  asked   for 
these  reports  session  after  session  and  have 
never  been  able  to  get  thpm.     I  do  not  think 
that  is  right.     I  asked  the  government  the 
other  day  to  have  another  examination  made 
to  ascertain  whether  this  nuisance  exists  at 
the  present  time.     I  want  to  give  the  mill- 
men  every  fair  play  and  let  them  show,  if 
they  can,  that  they  are  doing  a  benefit  to 
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the  country  by  throwing  the  sawdust  in. 
If  they  can  show  that  it  is  a  benefit  to  the 
fish  or  to  na^'igation,  all  right,  but  we  must 
have  some  reliable  information.  That  is  as 
far  as  1889  was  concerned,  and  you  can  see 
step  by  step  that  I  have  taken  every  oppor- 
tunity of  placing  the  matter  before  the 
government  and  getting  their  opinion  on  it. 
On  21st  January,  1890,  I  moved  : 

That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  His 
Excellency  the  Governor  General  praying  that 
His  Excellency  will  be  pleased  to  cause  to  be  laid 
before  this  House,  copies  of  all  reports  and  other 
communications  in  reference  to  the  deposit  of  saw- 
dust, slabs,  or  other  material  in  the  Ottawa,  and 
other  rivers  of  the  Dominion. 

Then  after  I  had  made  some  remarks,  Mr. 
Abbott  said  : — 

The  Government,  of  course,  have  no  objection 
whatever  to  the  Address  being  carried,  but  I  think 
we  might  conveniently  dispense  with  a  further 
discussion  of  the  questions  which  my  hon.  friend 
proposes  to  raise  until  we  have  the  papers  before 
the  House,  and  can  see  exactly  what  these  various 
experts  have  reported  on  the  matter  in  question. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  papers  I  suppose  will  be 
brought  down  at  an  early  date  ;  they  must  be  all 
ready. 

Hon.  Mr.  ABBOTT— They  will  be  brought 
down  as  soon  as  possible,  t  cannot  say  whether 
they  are  ready. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— They  cannot  be  very  volu- 
minous. 

That  is  in  1890.  That  shows  I  have 
been  desirous  of  getting  all  this  information, 
and  here  in  1890  they  promised  that  the 
papei  s  would  be  brought  down.  Up  to  the 
present  time  they  have  never  complied  with 
my  request.  In  1891,  on  the  25th  June,  I 
introduced  a  bill  for  the  purpose  of  removing 
this  power  that  was  given  to  the  govern- 
ment, and  upon  the  second  reading  Mr. 
Abbott  said  : 

With  reference  to  my  hon.  friend's  motion  for 
the  second  reading  of  this  bill,  we  have  had  Ihia 
matter  up  before  us  on  several  occasions,  and 
there  is  no  doubt  it  is  one  of  very  considerable 
importance  to  the  effect  of  allowing  the  saw-dust 
from  the  Ottawa  mills  to  pass  into  the  river  and  I 
must  say  there  a  diversity  of  opinion  about  it. 
However,  there  seems  to  be  a  strong  opinion,  a 
stronger  opinion,  in  fact,  in  the  direction  that  this 
saw-dust  is  injuring  the  river,  injuring  the  navi- 
gation, and  aUo  injuring  the  life  of  the  fish,  which 
is,  of  course,  important  to  the  people  along  the 
margin  of  the  river  as  a  means  of  livelihood  in 
many  cases.  I  have  had  s6me  representations 
made  to  me  on  behalf  of  the  mill-owners,  who  !■«- 
present  that  the  preparation  of  machinery  or  ap- 
pliances for  the  consumption  of  this  saw-dust  on 
the  spot  would  be  very  expensive  and  very  diffi- 
cult---in  fact,  would  expose  their  entire  plant  to 
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the  danger  of  fire,  and  would  involve  many  other 
inconveniences.  I  have  not  had  much  opportunity 
myself  of  investigating  this  matter,  but  ii  appears 
to  be  the  general  opinion  of  my  colleagues,  in  so 
far  as  I  have  gone  into  the  question,  that  exception 
which  prevails  in  favour  of  the  Ottawa  river  ought 
to  be  abrogated,  and  I  would  ask  my  hou.  friend 
to  withdraw  his  bill  for  this  year,  in  order  that  the 
mill-owners  may  not  be  too  suddenly,  by  force, 
compelled  to  make  changes  which  would  be  very 
expensive  and  inconvenient.  My  hon.  friend  has 
been  good  enough  on  that  consideration  to  agree  to 
withdraw  his  bill  for  this  year,  with  the  under- 
standing that  as  far  as  I  can  say  such  an  under. 
Standing  can  be  arrived  at  before  hand,  that  his 
measure  will  receive  the  assistance  of  this  govern- 
ment if  it  should  be  in  power  in  the  year  to  come. 
I  hope  that  very  good  friends  «f  ours,  and  others 
who  are  affected  by  this  announcement  will  take 
notice  also,  how  far  they  can  avoid  the  evil  con- 
sequences which  might  follow  their  being  suddenly 
compelled  to  enter  upon  an  entirely  different 
course  of  action  with  regard  to  their  business, 
which  is  of  course  one  of  the  most  important  in  the 
whole  country,  and  which  I  have  the  greatest  de- 
sire to  foster  and  encourage  and  have  the  greatest 
objection  to  embarrasing  in  any  way 

Then  Senators  Kaulbacb,  Poirier,  Power, 
McCelan  and  McMillan,  and  a  great  many 
others,  spoke.  Mr.  Abbott  was  very  em- 
phatic and  induced  me  to  withdraw  my  bill. 
I  Ijelieve  at  that  time  the  bill  would  have 
carried  by  a  very  large  majority.  The  fact 
is,  the  senators  were  prepared  to  vote  for 
that  bill  and  carry  it  through.  At  the  sug- 
gestion of  Mr.  Abbott,  I  was  induced  to 
withdraw  it ;  but  from  that  day  till  this, 
the  promise  that  something  would  be  done 
has  been  overlooked  for  some  reason  or 
other.  It  seems  extraoixlinary,  after  all  the 
promises  made  by  the  government,  that  up 
to  this  time  nothing  has  been  done ;  not  the 
first  attempt  has  been  made  to  modify  the 
law  and  satisfy  the  people.  I  do  not  pro- 
pose to  read  all  the  discussion  which  took 
place.  Nothing  was  done.  As  you  all 
know  our  lamented  premier,  Mr.  Abbofe), 
was  succeeded  by  Sir  John  Thompson.  I 
did  not  want  to  embarrass  the  government  or 
trouble  them  until  last  year  when  a  bill  for 
the  protection  of  the  fisheries  was  introduced 
in  the  lower  House.  That  bill  did  not  con- 
tain the  exemption  clause  ;  it  was  put  in  at 
the  last  moment  in  a  very  extraordinary 
manner  by  some  means  or  other  in  the  Com- 
mons, and  it  was  only  at  the  last  moment, 
when  the  bill  came  here,  that  I  observed  the 
amendment  in  the  bill.  I  then  proposed  the 
following  amendment: 

"  Provided  always  that  the  provisions  of  this 
act  shall  not  apply  until  after  the  1st  May,  1895, 
to  the  saw-mill  owners  and  employees  of  any  saw- 


mill situated  on  any  stream  which  wks  vhctir  ; 
partially  exempt  from  the  operation  o£  nid  < 
section  2  of  section  15  hereby  repealed. 

That  amendment  was  carried  last  year, 
great  many  gentleman  took  part  in  that  b- 
cussion.     I  think  you  are  all    cognizant 
what  took  place,  but  I  read  these  pro«*-: 
ings  because  there  are  some  hon.  ^ntl«c-i 
who  were  not  present  last  year.      My  fr  -. 
friend  the  member  for  Ottawa  took  part  ii 
the  discussion  and  quoted   the    opLni^m  '  *' 
the  then    Minister  of    Fisheries,    Hon.  Mr 
Tupper,  who  took  strong  grounds    that  xh- 
saw-dust   nuisance   should   be   abated,  in.-. 
now  at  this  late  hour  we  are  called  npoa  ^ 
rescind  what  we  did  last  year.     It  is  sit.-' 
extraordinary  thing.     These  gentlemen  har- 
been  transgressing  the  law  since  the   1st  ■: 
May  last.     This  law    has   been    npon  tif 
statute  book,  and  it  was  the  inaperati^'e  dctj 
of  every  man  in  this  country  to  obey  it,  st- 
they  have  been  acting  in  defiance  of  all  lav 
under  the  eyes  of  the  government,   contrv 
vening  an  Act  of  Parliament  in  a  rerj  seri- 
ous way,  and  establishing  a  very   dangeix-3.- 
precedent,  which  may  in  the  future befrao/i; 
with  evil  consequences  to  the  commanitr  il 
general.     What  would  be  thought  of  a  m.j; 
accused  of  any  crime  who  pleads  in  ext«o'> 
ation  of  the  crime  his  utter  ignorance  of  tLf 
law  t  Does  that  justify  him  1  No,  but  qoi:' 
the  reverse.     It  is  presumed  that  every  mas 
knows  the  law  and  ignorance  of  it  is  no  jn-- 
tification  for  wrong-doing.     But   the   miC- 
owners  are  not  ignorant  of  the  law  that  thfj 
have  been  contravening  during  the  last  tv-- 
months.     It  comes  to  this,  that  in  Oita«< 
there  is  one  law  for  the  rich  and  anothe* 
law  for  the  poor.  It  is  a  very  serious  matter . 
the  shoe  may  be  on   the  other  foot   befiTt 
long.     On  some  occasion  in  the  near  future. 
when  an  attempt  is  made  to  enforce  a  la* 
that    is    not    respected,    the    people    wil! 
say,  "  We  won't  obey  your  law  while  undrr 
our  eyes,  right  at  the  seat  of  government, 
these  millmen  are  allowed  to  contr.ivene  as 
Act  of  Pnrliament." 

I  have  referred  to  the  petition  of  Mr. 
Ratt^  who  owns  a  boat-hous'^  here,  and 
whose  business  has  been  ruined  by  the  niiii- 
owners.  His  petition  is  as  follows  : 

To  the  Honourable  the  Speaker, 

And  the  Honourable  Vlembersof  the  Senate  if 

Canada. 

The  petition  of  Antoine  Katt^,  of  the  city  'i 

OttaM-a,  boatman,  humbly  sheweth  as  follow^  :- 

About  the  year  1865,  your  petitioner  acquirwi 

for  the  purpose  of  carrymg  on  his  business  of  i 
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>oa.t;ir«8Lii  a  valuable  piece  of  ground  between 
'a.tfa.ca.i-t  and  Bolton  streets  in  the  said  city  of  Ot- 
SLwa,,  Kaving  a  frontage  on  the  Ottawa  River  of 
(.bouti  2O0  feet,  and  being  the  most  suitable  place 
TV  a.»<l  about  the  city  of  Ottawa  for  the  purpose 
tforesaid. 

Your  petitioner  afterwards  built  a  large  boat- 
nowae  in  front  of  said  lands  costing  over  $5,000 
■And  he  carried  on  his  business  therein  with  great 
success  down  to  about  the  year  1879,  but  since  on 
account  of  the  accumulation  of  saw-dust  and  refuse 
thro'wn  into  the  Ottawa  River  by  the  Chaudiire 
mill-oMrners  your  petitioner's  business  has  been 
greatly  injured. 

Prior  to  the  nuisance  created  by  the  saw-dust 
your  petitioner  was  realizing  from  his 'business 
S3,000  a  year  at  a  yearly  expense  of  about 
SoOO,  but  since  1879,  your  petitioner  has  not 
l>cen  able  to  realize  in  any  one  year  more  than  about 
S400. 

Your  petitioner's  losses  on  account  of  the  saw- 
dust has  not  been  less  than  82,000  yearly. 

Vour  petitioner,  in  the  year  1884,  sued  the 
Ciiaudi^re  mill  owners  for  damages,but  on  account 
of  the  various  appeals  taken  by  them  in  all  the 
courts  up  to  the  Privy  Council  your  petitioner  was 
not  able  to  get  the  damages  assessed  till  the  month 
of  May,  1891,  when  a  report  was  made  for 
§3,500  for  his  losses  before  1884.  Then  the 
Chaucliire  mill-owners  again  appealed  against  this 
small  amount  in  all  the  courts  up  to  the  Supreme 
Court,  when  ia  December,  1892,  the  report  was 
confirmed  in  favour  of  your  petitioner,  but  the  costs 
of  the  several  prior  appeals  exhausted  most  of  what 
your  petitioner  was  allowed. 

Your  petitioner  again,  in  1893,  sued  the 
Chaudiire  mill-owners  for  damages  for  the  six 
years  previously,  but  on  account  of  new  appeals 
your  petitioner  has  not  yet  been  able  to  have  the 
damages  assessed. 

After  your  petitioner  succeeded  in  establishing 
in  all  the  courts  his  legal  rights  against  the 
Chaudi^re  mill-owners,  the  Parliament  of  Canada, 
lay  act  of  last  session  passed  a  law  to  prevent  the 
throwing  of  sawdust  and  mill  refuse  into  the 
Ottawa  River. 

The  Chaudi6re  mill-owners  have  disregarded 
that  law  and  they  still  continue  to  throw  into  the 
Ottawa  River  the  saw-dust  and  refuse  from  their 
mills,  and  they  are  now  seeking  to  obtcdn  a  repeal 
of  the  law  of  last  session. 

Your  petitioner  begs  leave  to  represent  that  a 
repeal  oi  the  law  would  be  most  injurious  to  the 
public  interest,  and  would  cause  your  petitioner  a 
further  loss  of  82,000  a  year  at  least. 

Your  petitioner  has  suffered  since  the  year  1879 
damages  amounting  to  $2,000  a  year,  and  he  will 
suffer  the  like  damages  yearly  whilst  the  mill-owners 
are  allowed  to  throw  the  saw-dust  and  mill  refnse 
into  the  Ottawa  River. 

Your  petitioner  humbly  prays  that  the  present 
law  may  not  be  repealed,  but  should  t'e  same  he 
changed  it  should  be  only  on  condition  that  the 
mill-owners  do  give  security  to  pay  to  your  peti- 
tioaer  forthwith  the  damages  he  has  already  sus- 
tained and  also  $2,000  a  year  whilst  the  nuisance 
contmues. 
And  your  petitioner  will  ever  pray. 

his 
Witnew  :  ANTOINE  x  RATTfi, 

Thos.  J.  MoBBis.  mark. 

Ottawa,  24th  June,  1895. 
31J 


I  want  to  read  another  document^  one  of 

the  most  extraordinary  things  I  ever  saw 

that  is,  the  Act  of  Parliament  passed  by  the 
Ontario  government  instructing  the  judic- 
iary to  act  in  a  certain  manner  with  respect 
to  cases  of  this  kind  : 

Some  ten  years  ago,  when  the*trade  were  threat- 
ened with  vexatious  suits,  the  Provincial  Govern- 
ment thought  the  matter  of  sufficient  importance 
to  make  an  enactment,  which  reads  in  part  as 
follows :—_"  The  court  or  judge  may  refuse  to 
grant  any  injunction  in  any  such  action  or  other 
proceedings,  in  case  it  is  proved"  to  the  satisfaction 
of  such  court  or  judge  by  the  person  against  whom 
such  injunction  is  claimed  that,  having  regard  to 
all  the  circumstances,  it  is  on  the  whole  proper 
and  expedient  not  to  grant  the  same,  and  for  that 
purpose  shall  take  into  consideration  the  import- 
ance of  the  lumber  trade  to  the  locality  wherein 
such  injury,  damage  or  interference  takes  place, 
and  the  benefit  and  advantage,  direct  aud  conse- 
quential, which  such  trade  confers  on  the  locality 
and  on  the  inhabitants  thereof,  and  shall  weigh 
the  same  against  the  private  injury,  damage  or 
interference  complained  of  ;"  48  Vic,  Chap.  24. 

In  other  words,  the  judiciary  were  in- 
structed not  to  interfere  with  the  interests 
of  the  lumbermen.     Now,  I  have  laid  the 
whole  matter  before  you.     It  is  a  very  un- 
pleasant duty  for  me.     It  has  been,  I  can 
assure  you,  in  many  ways  disagreeable,  but 
it  is  a  duty  that  I  have  undertaken  and  per- 
formed in  the  public  interest.     I  have  been 
maligned   in    every   way — gentlemen   have 
come  to  the  corriders  of  this  building  and 
have  imputed  all  sorts  of  motives  to  me,  and 
I  have  been  told  that  I  am  destroying  the 
value  of  proprety  in  the  city,  and  damaging 
the  interests  of  the  Ottawa  country.    I  have 
taken  my  course  and  I  think  I  have  shown 
conclusively  that  I  have  done  everything 
with  the  approbation  of  this  Senate,  and  of 
the  predecessors  of  the  leader  of  the  govern- 
ment in  this  House.     I  am  not  open,  there- 
fore, to  such  accusation.     I  do  not  think  it 
is  fair  or  right  to  indulge  in  mean  insinua- 
tions against  me  for  having  done  my  duty. 
Our  corridors  are  filled  with  men,  I  suppose 
paid  emissaries,  who  are  trying  to  influence 
members  to  vote  for  this  bill.     Of  course,  I 
know  that  their  efforts  will  have  no  effect. 
I  am  sorry  that  the  stand  which  I  have 
been     obliged     to      take     is     prejudicial 
to    the    interests    of   some   of   my    fellow- 
citizens,    but    I    am   discharging    a    public 
duty.   I    am     satisfied     that     the    people 
of    this    locality    approve    of    the    course 
that  I  am  pursuing,  but  the  moment  they 
meet  any  of  those  millmen  they  are  afraid 
to  express  their  views  and  dare  not  say 
anything  against  them.     I  occupy  a  differ-     t 
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ent  position,  however,  and  I  am  endeavour- 
ing to  discbarge  my  duty.  I  hope  that  the 
government  will  take  care,  if  they  make  a 
concession,  that  it  will  be  of  such  a  nature 
that  the  nuisance  will  be  abated  before  long. 
I  have  no  confidence  that  the  lumbermen 
will  make  any  improvement,  however. 
They  have  had  several  years  to  make  pre- 
parations to  change  their  system,  but  they 
have  made  no  movement,  and  they  are  not 
entitled  to  any  consideration  in  this  House. 
I  do  not  wish  to  injure  them  or  the  business 
of  this  city — if  I  injure  them  I  injure  my- 
self to  some  extent  and  I  am  not  likely  to 
do  that,  but  you  all  can  see  for  yourselves 
from  the  windows  of  this  building  the  dam- 
age that  is  being  done  to  our  river  and  you 
can  judge  for  yourselves  whether  I  am 
doing  right  in  endeavouring  to  save  it  from 
destruction.  I  know  that  public  opinion 
endorses  me,  and  I  have  the  proud  satisfac- 
tion of  knowing,  at  any  rate,  that  the  peo- 
ple respect  me  for  the  course  I  have 
taken,  although  I  have  laboured  under  great 
difficulties.  All  that  may  be  said 
against  me  haa  no  effect  upon  me. 
They  can  abuse  me  behind  my  back,  but 
they  dare  not  come  and  look  me  in  the  face 
and  say  that  I  am  doing  wrong.  I  have 
met  them  on  platforms  more  than  once  and 
they  have  not  dared  to  make  the  accusations 
in  my  presence  that  they  make  in  my  ab- 
sence. If  the  government  are  satisfied  that 
those  lumbermen  intend  to  carry  out  in  good 
faith  what  is  now  proposed,  all  right,  but  the 
government  must  take  the  responsibility.  I 
have  been  assured  from  time  to  time  by  the 
government  through  its  representatives  in 
the  Senate,  that  this  nuisance  would  be 
abated,  but  no  step  has  been  taken  to  put 
an  end  to  it.  The  mill-owners  have  merely 
been  temporizing.  It  is  not  impossible  to 
destroy  the  refuse  from  those  mills  ;  it  has 
been  done  elsewhere  and  it  can  be  done  here. 
Tt  is  a  mere  matter  of  expense.  If  these 
were  poor  men,  merely  getting  a  dollar  a 
day  for  their  services,  I  would  not  expect 
the  government  to  take  a  decided  stand, 
but  we  all  know  that  they  have  amassed 
immense  fortunes  out  of  the  best  assets  of 
this  country,  and  I  do  not  think  that  much 
consideration  should  be  nhown  them  on  the 
ground  of  the  expense  it  will  involve.  This 
is  not  a  political  matter.  All  these  mill- 
owners  are  united  as  one  man  in  the 
promotion  of  their  interests.  They  are 
known  amongst  politicians  as  hydraulic  con- 


servatives and  timber  limit  reformers.  Tr  -- 
fore,  there  is  no  political  significance  ic  :: 
matter  at  aU.  They  join  hand  in  Lazy: 
when  you  strike  one,  you  strike  the  «•.  • 
of  them.  For  instance,  Mr.  £dward$  r*- 
generously  came  out  and  tried  to  sh^-- 
them.  He  showed  an  esprit  de  eorp'  v. 
took  a  manly  course  so  far  as  ^at  if  .>': 
cerned,  but  he  has  endeavonred  to  eot : 
with  the  law  himself.  I  hope  he  will  sr  - 
the  people  of  this  country  that  he  can  vi 
will  resj)ect  the  law  and  that  he  will  ase  •■- 
appliances  necessary  to  consume  tbe  sjt. 
dust.  It  can  be  done  here  as  it  has  be: 
done  elsewhere,  and  for  my  part  I  will  t.  ■ 
rest  satisfied,  if  this  extension  of  tiice  :- 
granted,  until  I  see  the  mill-owners  cc- 
out  the  understanding  with  the  govermcrt' 
in  good  faith.  We  have  been  assured  nc 
time  to  time  that  the  solemn  decisions  : 
this  House  would  be  respected,  «k1  ti- 
failure  of  the  mUl-owners  to  show  ::- 
slightest  regard  for  the  opinion  of  ti- 
Senate,  places  us  in  a  very  nnenvL"- 
position.  The  people  think  that  the  Secv- 
has  no  power  to  control  the  action  ■: 
of  these  powerful  lumbermen.  You  all  r- 
member  the  trouble  that  was  taken  in  tt- 
House  to  get  at  the  fac's — how  a  conunin^ 
was  appointed  and  a  report  preaented  r;- 
the  hon.  gentleman  from  Richmond,  and  th- 
strong  feeling  of  tbe  House  in  support  ' 
my  contention.  I  hope  the  House  will  tai- 
all  those  matters  into  consideration.  I  ru 
not  blame  the  Premier  for  his  failure  to ;«' 
on  the  recommendation  of  that  co^lInittl^ 
He  was  not  here  at  the  time  when  the  rep.' 
was  presented.  As  long  as  you  make  ooc- 
cessions  to  those  lumbermen,  as  long  as  j'.c 
.allow  them  to  throw  the  saw-dust  int«  th^ 
river  because  it  is  convenient  for  them  to  •:• 
so,  they  will  continue  the  practice.  Th^r 
will  never  stop  it  until  they  are  forced  tO'i- 
so.  I  hope  whatever  concessions  may  be  m&ii'- 
this  session  will  bean  ultimatum  and  that  «- 
shall  hear  no  more  about  the  sawdust  rttL>- 
ance.  I  was  forced  to  take  action  in  this 
matter  because  of  the  outcry  in  tbe  pre>> 
and  from,  the  public,  and  I  have  come  to  tk 
conclusion  that  if  we  do  not  succeed  nov  in 
putting  an  end  to  the  nuisance  we  nevtr 
will  succeed.  If  we  do  not  act  now,  »•■ 
will  find  the  channel  of  the  Ottawa  River 
filled  up  with  saw-dust  and  we  may  relj 
upon  the  railroads  hereafter.  We  may  t 
well  forego  the  hope  of  ever  having  the 
Ottawa  Ganal  through  to  Lake  Huron.  Tbt 


Digitized  by 


Google 


[JUNE  27,  1896] 


485 


ore  lilie  river  is  obstructed  the  greater  will 
B  tlie  delay  and  difficulty  of  getting  that 
*>»ial.    Xliese  waterways  ought  to  be  free  and 
niivtierrvipted  to  the  whole  public.     Every 
lan  should  have  an  equal  right  to  use  them 
Txd  the  sooner  the  mill  men  know  it  the 
►etter.       If  the  government  has  any  propo- 
ition  to  make  to  alter'  the  bill  so  as  to  make 
t  acceptable  to  the  House,  I  am   perfectly 
Jirilliiig  ;  but  I  want  it  to  be  of  a  character 
^Inat  it  -vrill  be  a  finality,  and  if  I  get  any 
assurance  that  that  will  be  done,  I  shall  not 
oflFer  further  opposition.     I  say,   as  I   have 
al-ways  said,  that  I  have  no  desire  to  injure 
the  trade  or  any  interests  of  the  Ottawa 
country.     There  is  a  diversity  of  opinion  as 
to    -whether  the  city  would  be  injured  or 
benefited  if  the  mills  were  removed   from 
here.      However,  that  is  a  matter  that  I  do 
not  care  to  discuss.     The  question '  is,  shall 
•we  save  our  river  from  being  ruined  by  mill 
refuse  "i     I  think  we  ought :  it  is  a  self  evid- 
ent proposition,  and  the  sooner  we  accom- 
plish it  the  better  it  will  be  for  the  country 
at  large  and  even  for  the  mill-owners  them- 
selves.     They  will  find  some  means  whereby 
they  can  utilize  the  mill  refuse  that  is  now 
going  to  waste,   and   make  it>  a  source  of 
revenue  instead  of  the  means  of  ruining  the 
navigation  of  the  Ottawa. 

Hon.  Mr.    GOWAN— I  think  my  hon. 
iriend  might  well  have  taken  a  stand  upon 
the  AcL  of  last  session  and  said,  here  is  an 
Act  of  Parliament  deliberately  passed  and 
passed    after   full   investigation  implied  by 
requiring      that      a      certain      act     shall 
be    done  within    a    certain    time    and  it 
has  not  been  obeyed,  but  he  has  not  con- 
fined   himself    to    taking   that  stand   but 
has  entered   very  fully  into  the  evidence 
which  warrants  the  committee  in  making 
the  recommendation  that  they  did  to  the 
House,  and  which  warranted  the  House  in 
adopting  that  recommendation  and  putting 
this  particular  clause  on  the  statute-book. 
I  do  not  think  my  hon.  friend  desires  to 
question  the  bill  before  the  House  further 
than  as  it  respects  the  Ottawa  River.     I ' 
quite  agree  with  the  hon.  Minister  who  in- 
troduced this  measure  that  this  clause  ought ! 
not  to  apply  to  rivers  such  as  he  refers  to — 
international  rivers,  nor  to  cases  where  mills  ! 
are  erected  on  small  streams,  in  out  of  the  way  | 
places  that  would  not  effect  the  public  inter- 
est and  the  public  health,  but  it  is  quite 
a  different    thing  when    it   comes    to   be 


applied  to  a  great  and  important  river  such 
as  the  Ottawa.  The  Act  passed  last  year  did 
not  prevent  those  men  carrying  on  their 
business.  It  give  them  reasonable  warning 
that  they  would  be  required  to  forbear  from 
throwing  mill  refuse  into  the  river  and  gave 
them  until  the  first  of  May  to  stop  the 
practice.  Moreover,  they  had  in  the  pro- 
ceedings of  former  years  to  which  my 
hon.  friend  has  referred  warning  of 
what  was  coming.  The  question  came  up 
year  after  year  and  was  debated  in  this 
House  and  the  leaders  of  the  government 
in  this  House  admitted  that  great  mischief 
was  being  done  to  the  rivers  that  the  fish 
were  destroyed  and  the  navigation  impaired 
and  that  other  damage  was  done.  The 
lumber  mill-owners  had  full  warning  that 
some  step  would  be  taken  to  stop  the  practice 
and  they  were  given  a  distinct  information 
that  the  practice  must  cease  after  the  first 
day  of  May  1895.  The  first  day  of  May  has 
passed  by  some  60  days  and  I  do  not  know 
whether  it  has  struck  the  department  in 
which  this  bill  was  prepared  or  my  hon. 
friend  who  is  moving  this  matter  that 
there  has  been  a  violation  of  the  law  for 
the  last  60  days.  If  the  mill  proprietors 
have  been  doing  so  they  are  liable  to 
penalties  for  every  day  while  they  continue 
to  violate  the  conditions  that  are  provided 
against  in  the  clause  of  last  session. 
The  effect  of  the  bill  now  introduced 
is  simply  to  free  these  gentlemen  of  six  dr 
seven  thousand  dollars  of  penalties  There 
are,  I  believe,  some  six  mills  at  the  Chau- 
di^re,  and  if  the  Hmount  of  the  fines  that 
they  are  liable  to  is  calculated  and  put  l^o- 
gether,  I  think  it  would  not  fall  far  short  of 
six  or  seven  thousand  dollars.  That  is  a 
very  unusual  thing.  No  doubt  the  mill- 
owners  are  very  clever  men,  very  prominent 
men,  and  they  have  wonderfully  persuasive 
ways,  but  I  do  not  think  that  they  ought  to 
receive  any  consideration  other  than  any 
man  in  the  community  should  receive  and 
certainly  they  receive  marvellous  considera- 
tion in  this  that  the  bill  proposes  to  repeal 
this  clause  imposing  the  penalties,  and  con-  . 
sequently  to  destroy  the  foundation  on 
which  any  action  could  be  built,  and  its 
effect  will  be  to  free  these  men  from  any 
liability  for  breach  of  the  law.  I  do  not 
know  whether  there  is  any  action  pending. 
If  any  action  has  been  brought,  as  there 
might  be  for  this  violation  of  the  provisions 
of  this  Act,  we  might  be  interfering  with 
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the  due  course  of  justice.  They,  the  mill- 
owners,  are  liable  beyond  doubt  for  the 
time,  over  60  days,  of  direct  infringement  of 
the  Act.  So  far  as  the  measure  introduced 
by  my  hon.  friend  goes  in  respect  to 
rivers  on  the  borders  of  Canada,  inter- 
national rivers  and  small  rivers  and 
mills  erected  on  small  streams,  I 
think  the  bill  embodies  a  necessary  provision 
and  I  hope  in  view  of  all  that  my  hon.  friend 
has  stated  that  the  Ottawa  River  will  be 
exempted  or  some  other  step  taken  to  meet 
the  reasonable  views  of  my  hon.  friend  from 
Rideau  to  exempt  the  Ottawa  River  from 
the  perview  of  this  bill.  If  that  is  not  the 
proper  mode  of  doing  it  some  other  means 
should  be  taken  to  satisfy  the  public  at  large 
that  this  nuisance  will  finally  be  put  an  end 
to.  It  is  all  very  well  to  say  to  these  gentle- 
men who  are  afifected  along  the  borders  of 
this  beautiful  river,  you  have  the  law  open 
to  you  and  you  are  not  confined  to  the  pro- 
visions in  this  statute  as  the  general  law  is 
open  to  you  and  a  principle  of  the  common 
law  is  violated  that  a  man  must  so  act  that 
he  shall  not  hurt  his  neighbour's  property — 
it  is  all  very  well  to  say  that  to  these  people 
but  the  law  is  a  mighty  expensive  machine 
to  put  in  motion  and  the  wheels  require  to 
be  greased  very  frequently  to  keep  it  in  mo- 
tion and  if  they  proceed  by  civil  action  it 
will  involve  an  enormous  expense  that  few 
would  undertake  because  it  probably  would 
involve  a  good  deal  of  scientific  evidence 
and  that  as  everybody  knows  is  a  very  expen- 
sive luxury.  Under  those  circumstances  I 
think  it  is  scarcely  fair  to  expect  that  the 
people  affected  should  have  to  proceed  to 
vindicate  themselves  in  the  ordinary  course 
of  law.  I  do  not  see  that  there  would  be  any 
use  whatever,  except  some  Leonidas  should 
spring  up  who  was  willing  to  sacrifice  himself 
and  his  fortune  for  the  benefit  of  all,  but  the 
days  have  passed  when  people  are  willing  to 
sacrifice  themselves  for  the  benefit  of  the 
public  and  it  is  scarcely  to  be  exp(>cted  that 
there  would  be  any  man  among  those  who 
are  so  grievously  effected  by  this  nuisance 
.  caused  by  the  mills  who  would  come  forward 
and  take  the  lead  at  his  own  expense.  All 
the  hon.  gentleman  from  Rideau  has  said  has 
appealed  very  strongly  to  me,  and  he  has 
shown,  I  think,  an  immense  energy  in  en- 
deavouring to  right  this  great  wrong,  anyone 
who  looks  at  it  must  be  perfectly  satisfied 
that  a  great  and  grievous  wrong  is  com- 
mitted, that  the  fish  have  been  poisoned,  the 


water  polluted,  that  boating  for  pie 
business  is  impeded,  and  that  peoptle  an  z 
danger  any  minute  of  being  blown  up,  il-: 
all  because  of  this  nuisance  that  has  bt^^ 
permitted  for  so  many  years.     The  gei-i.~ 
men  who  are  interested  put  forward  a  f«jrr 
and  gave  their  reasons  at  length,  and  r. 
doubt  they  expected  these  reasons  to  cm 
mend    themselves   to    the   Senate.     At  l 
events  the  paper  was   very   cleverly  drawr 
up.     Everything  was  put  forward  in  ti»e  brr 
and  most  plausible  manner,  but  to  my  miK 
that  paper  gave  the  finishing  touch  to  any  t:- 
tempt  to  pass  this  measure.    I  look  round  i'» 
county  from  which  I  come  and  I  see  «vc7 
important  mill  has  means  for  burning  Rt3«> 
and  I  cannot  see  why  these   genUemeu  <<. 
the  Ottawa  River  after  all  the  warnings  tmj 
had  and  after  been  practically  required  br 
statute  to   properly  dispose    of   the  refose 
should  be  permitted  to  throw    the  saw-dk:: 
and  the  other  stuff  in   the    Ottawa   Rire; 
Their  remarks  in  their  {>amphlet  struck  ik 
as    rather  strange  and  small  coming  fire 
grave  and  respectable  men  ;  they  as  much  &- 
say  to  the  people  injured,  we  have  been  :x 
means  of  destroying  your  fishing  and  pre 
venting  many  of  you  from  gaining  a  liveli- 
hood by  means  of  fishing,  and  others  fondcf 
sport  we  have  prevented  you  catching  &« 
in   the   river,    but   you   have    "  the  slabs. 
That  is  calmly  brought  out  as  if  that  shooiu 
satisfy  all — you  have  the  slabs.     They  say  if 
we  have  injured  the  water,  if  we  have  injured 
the  navigation  our  reply  to  that,  practica.k 
so  in  this  paper,  you  have  the  slabs.     That 
seems  to  me  to  be  addiug  insult  to  injury. 
It  brings  to  my  mind  the   story   of  a  mac 
who  was  hunting  and  failed  to  find  anything 
to  shoot  during  the  whole  day.     At  night- 
fall   he    managed     to    make    a  little  fire. 
for    he    was    belated     in    the    moantains 
away    from    any    human     being    and   he 
was  as    hungry  as  as  hungry     could    be. 
He  did  not  know  what  to  do  ;  he  was  faint 
and  exhausted,  and  after  building  a  little 
fire  his  dog  came  along  and  he  looked  at  his 
animal,  who  had  a  remarkably  fine  tail  aad 
it   struck   him   that   he   might  supply  hi< 
necessity  for  the  moment,  and  he  cut  the 
tail  off  roasted  it  on  the  fire  and  ate  every 
particle  of  the  fiesh   that  was  on  the  tail, 
and  after  he  had  done  so  threw  the  bare 
bones  to  the  dog.     Now,  it  really  looks  veir 
much  as  if  the  gentlemen  who  say  you  have 
the  slabs,  were  as  indifferent  to  the  iojary 
they  caused  as  the  man  throwing  the  bare 
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>ozxe    to    the  dog.     At  all  events  there  is  a 
;re&t;     iniury   done,    and   is   going   on   and 
ihoulcl  l>e  stopped.     I  really  think,  however, 
t^beLti   it    -would  be  a  serious  matter  for  the 
govemment  of  the  country  to  say  that  these 
men.  -^Lto  have  for  the  last  eight  weeks  at 
all  events,  been  acting  in  direct  violation  of 
the    statute  ought  to  be  free  from  fines  they 
are  lialole  to,  and  their  conduct  to  be  con- 
doned   by  sLa  Act  of  Parliament.     I  would 
be      sorry   if   any     course     taken    by     my 
ton.     friend  from   Kideau    would   interfere 
-witli  the  bill  in  its  general  operation,  in  its 
outside  operation,  but  if  the  hon.  Minister 
of   Agriculture  could  not  see  his  way  to  so 
modify  it  that  it  would  not  touch  the  River 
Ottawa,  although  it  would  go  against  the 
grain  to  vote  against  a  govemment  measure, 
I   should  rather  vote  agains''  a  govemment 
measure  with   all    the    benefits   I   can   see 
-would  grow  from  it,  rather  than  have  this 
injury   continue  to  be  perpetrated   upon  a 
long  aufifering  people. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT  moved  the  adjournment 
of  the  debate. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

DOMINION   lANDS   ACT  AMEND- 
MENT   BILL. 

SECOND  BEADING. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BO  WELL  moved 
the  second  reading  of  Bill  (116)  "An  Act 
to  amend  the  Dominion  Lands  Act."  He 
said  : — This  will  advance  the  bill  a  stage  and 
we  can  go  fully  into  a  discussion  of  the 
merits  in  committee.  The  bill  simply  ex- 
tends the  power  which  was  given  to  the 
Minister  of  the  Interior  by  a  short  Act 
passed  last  session,  to  enable  him  to  dispose 
of  school  lands  in  the  North-west  Terri- 
tories, and  in  Manitoba,  that  were  settled 
upon  by  bona  fide  settlers  before  they  knew 
that  they  were  school  lands.  Provision  is 
made  t3  place  to  the  credit  of  the  schools 
lands  of  an  equal  quantity  and  quality. 


The  motion  was  agreed  to. 
The  Senate  then  adjourned. 


THE  SENATE. 

OUmea,  Friday,  28th  June,  1895. 

The  SPEAKER  took  the  Chair  at  Three 
o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proeoedings. 

BILL  INTRODUCED. 

BUI  (M)  "  An  Act  for  the  settlement  of 
certain  questions  between  the  Government 
of  Canada  and  British  Columbia  relating  to 
lands  in  the  raUway  belt  of  British  Colum- 
bia."— (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell.) 

SALE  OF  IMMORAL  BOOKS  IN 
QUEBEC. 

INQOIRT. 

Hon.  Mr.  BELLEROSE  inquired  : 

Whether  the  Honourable  the  Minister  of  Justice, 
before  ordering  the  release  of  one  Fr^dWc  Des- 
jardina,  imprisoned  in  Quebec  jail,  at  the  begin- 
ning of  the  {jreaent  year,  under  a  conviction,  in 
October  last,  for  having  sold  in)moral  books,  re- 
ferred the  petition  for  release  to  the  judge  who 
heard  the  case  and  pronounced  the  sentence  ? 

2.   What  was  the  judge's  reply  ? 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
The  information  from  the  Minister  of  Jus- 
tice is  that  this  case  was  referred  to  the 
judge,  but  in  all  cases  the  judge's  report' 
upon  an  application  of  this  kind  is  consid- 
ered private  and  confidential  for  the  use  of 
the  department. 

ST.    CATHARINES    AND    NIAGARA 
CENTRAL    RAILWAY   COM- 
PANY'S  BILL. 

THIRD  HEADING. 

Hon.  Mr.  SANFORD  moved  the  third 
reading, of  Bill  (60)  "An  Act  respecting 
the  St.  Catharines  and  Niagara  Central  Rail- 
way Company,  and  to  change  the  name  of 
the  company  to  the  Niagara,  Hamilton  and 
Pacific  Railway  Company." 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER  moved  : 

That  the  bill  be  not  now  read  a  third  time,  but 
that  it  be  amended  by  adding  the  following 
clause : — 

"  10.  The  provisions  of  the  law  of  the  province 
of  Ontario  with  respect  to  drainage  shall  apply  to 
the  extension  and  branches  of  the  company  s  Une 
authorized  by  this  Act  and  constructed  after  its 
passing,  in  the  same  manner  as  if  such  extensions 
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and  branches  were  railways  within  the  legislative 
authority  of  the  said  province.  " 

He  said  : — Since  putting  this  notice  on 
the  paper  I  have  received  two  telegrams  and 
one  letter  from  prominent  friends  request 
ing  me  to  allow  the  notice  to  drop.  I  should 
have  been  very  glad,  indeed,  to  have  done 
what  I  reasonably  could  to  oblige  the  gentle- 
men from  whom  I  received  those  communica- 
tions, but,  inasmuch  as  I  gave  the  notice 
actuated  rather  by  a  sense  of  my  duty  as  a 
member  of  the  Senate  than  by  any  personal 
feelings  whatever,  I  feel  regretfully  that  I 
am  obliged  to  go  on  with  the  motion.  The 
reasons  why  this  amendment  should  be 
made  are  quite  plain.  In  the  first  place  we 
made  a  similar  amendment  to  similar  bills 
which  have  already  passed  the  House  this 
session,  and  as  a  matter  of  equity  we  should 
treat  this  undertaking  in  the  same  way 
that  we  have  treated  other  undertakings. 
That  is  a  reasonable  proposition.  I  know 
that  a  point  was  raised  as  to  the  fact  that 
this  was  not  a  new  corporation — that  a  cor- 
poration already  existed — but  the  point  is 
not  whether  the  corporation  is  new,  but 
whether  the  undertaking  is  new  or  not. 
This  corporation,  under  one  name  or 
another,  has  been  in  existence  for  about  20 
years.  Within  the  last  few  years,  I  under- 
stand, they  have  constructed  some  12  miles 
of  railway.  Under  the  bill  which  is  now 
before  the  House  they  take  power  to  con- 
struct something  more  than  100  miles 
of  new  railway — new  branches  running  to 
different  points  and  new  extensions,  and  the 
decision  which  the  committee  came  vo  equit- 
ably and  properly  applies  to  this  under- 
taking. There  is  no  reason  on  the  face  of 
it  why  the  Ontario  law  with  respect  to 
drainage,  which  is  a  reasonable  law  and  has 
not  been  found  fault  with  by  anyone,  should 
not  ivpply  to  railways  as  well  as  to  other 
persons  or  corporations. 

Hon.  Mr.  MacINNES  (Burlington)— If 
the  clauses  in  the  Railway  Act  do  not  pro- 
vide a  remedy  for  the  grievance  complained 
of,  and  if  the  interests  of  the  farmers  in  any 
municipality  are  not  sufficiently  protected 
by  these  clauses,  I  presume  that  the  govern- 
ment will  see  that  they  are  made  so.  It  is 
my  opinion  that  the  better  course  will  be  to 
arrive  at  an  understanding  as  to  this, 
rather  than  to  be  adding  such  a  clause — a 
controversial  clause — to  bills  in  their  pas- 
sage through  the  Senate .     If  our  amend- 1 


ments  are  not  agreed  toby  the  other Hcor. 

the   bills    will    be    returned,     whidi  u- 
jeopardize  the^r  passing  this  sessdon. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLEMOW — They  have  agrw 
to  such  amendments. 

Hon.  Mr.  MacINNES  (Burlington;-A-. 
all  events  they  jeopardize  the  passage  of  t^ 
bill  and  it  may  not  be  passed  this  sesskiD. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— 1  sun  very  indS 
erent  as  to  whether  the  anoendmeat  i- 
adopted  by  the  House  or  not,  but  even  if .! 
is  adopted  by  the  House  I  have  veiy  gnw 
doubts  that  it  can  be  effective  in  any  vty 
1  do  not  think  the  language  of  the  vutai- 
ment  will  bring  into  operation  the  Ontan' 
Act,  which  expressly  says  it  shall  reteroiLj 
to  railways  within  control  of  the  proviociai 
legislature.  Therefore  my  own  optnioD  i- 
that  if  we  add  this  amendment  it  will  n'jt 
prove  operative  or  effect  the  purpose  for 
which  it  is  intended.  I  have,  however,  an- 
other reason  for  not  desiring  to  see  this 
amendment  adopted,  although  I  abali  ooi 
divide  the  House  on  it.  It  is  this :  TU*. 
this  subject  came  under  discussion  in  ti* 
railway  committee  at  one  of  its  meetings, 
and  a  sub-committeee  was  appointed  for  the 
purpose  of  considering  the  whole  matter- 
That  committee  after  careful  consideration 
of  the  subject,  came  to  a  decision  which  was 
afterwards  ratified  by  the  railway  committ« 
and  was  acted  upon,  and  I  think,  accepted 
by  this  House.  The  second  clause  of  the 
report  of  that  committee  was   to  this  effect 

Your  sub-committee  recommend  that  »  simiJ»r 
clause  be  added  to  all  future  bills  for  the  incor 
poration  of  railway  companies  until  such  time  x 
the  Railway  Act  is  so  amended  so  as  to  mtke 
similar  provision. 

It  was  perfectly  understood  in  the  com- 
mittee— at  least  it  was  understood  by  two 
members  of  the  committee  because  tber 
assured  me  so,  and  by  myself  who  wa.«  the 
chairman  of  that  committee,  and  had  the 
casting  vote — that  this  clause  was  not  to 
apply  to  any  company  already  incorporated 
but  simply  to  companies  to  be  incorpor«f«^ 
in  the  future.  I  think  the  language  of  the 
recommendation  is  very  clear,  and  that  was 
reported  to  the  joint  committee  and  adopted 
by  them.  The  objection  to  the  course 
recommended  by  the  hon.  member  from 
Halifax  is  that  we  would  have  the  sun^ 
railway,  perhaps,  under  the  control  of  ^ 
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3  Ontario  laws  aod  the  Dooiinion  laws, 
d  have  to  go  in  one  case  to  the  Ontario 
thorities  to  settle  disputes  in  connection 
th  the  railway,  and  in  the  other  case  to 
e  rail-way  committee  of  the  Privy  CouncU. 
e  thought,  therefore,  that  it  was  just  as 
bU  not  to  apply  this  provision  to  railways 
ready  incorporated,  but  as  it  was  a  wise 
"ovision  and  in  harmony  with  the  legisla- 
on  of  the  province  of  Ontario,  which  was 
iterested  in  the  bill  then  under  the  con- 
deration  of  the  railway  committee,  it  was 
roper  that  such  a  precedent  should  be  es- 
ihlished  in  regard  to  these  roads  as  the 
lb-committee  recommended  Now,  as  I 
bid,  I  do  not  feel  any  personal  interest  in 
his  matter  whatever,  but  I  think  we  ought 
o  be  bound  to  some  extent  by  the  report  of 
be  committee  and  therefore  that  we  should 
tot  apply  this  amendment  to  a  new  act  of  in- 
lorporation.  It  has  been  stated  that  we 
lave  already  applied  this  provision^  to  bills 
ivhich  have  been  before  us.  I  think  it  will 
oe  found,  on  reference  to  those  bills,  that 
they  were  new  acts  of  incorporation.  I 
will  not  speak  positively  ;  I  speak  subject 
to  correction.  I  think  it  will  be  found  at 
any  rate  on  reference  to  the  bill  alluded  to 
in  the  reportof  the  sub-committee  that  it  was 
a  new  bill — a  company  seeking  for  the  first 
time  an  act  of  incorporation.  I  wish  the 
House  to  understand  how  the  mattrr  stands, 
but  I  shall  not  divide  the  House  on  it,  if 
there  appears  to  be  a  general  impression 
that  it  should  Ite  added. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN— The  Shore  Line 
Haiiwuy  Company,  in  whose  bill  that  amend- 
ment was  made,  was  an  old  company. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— We  passed  a  bill 
through  this  body  some  yeara  ago  embodying 
this  principle,  and  it  was  not  ratified  by  the 
House  of  Commons,  and  the  impi-ession  of 
the  sub-committee  and  the  general  commit- 
tee on  railways  was  that  perh-tps  by  sending 
a  reminder  down  to  the  House  of  Commons 
we  would  in  the  end  induce  them  to  accept 
the  legislation  we  had  endeavoured  to  pass 
through  Parliament  two  years  ago. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMlLLAN — I  do  not-  see 
■why  we  should  make  fish  of  one  and  flesh  of 
another  and  allow  this  bill  to  go  through 
Parliament  without  adding  the  proposed 
amendment.  I  have  taken  the  trouble  to 
look  into  the  history  of  this  railway  company 
and  I  find  that  the  first  legislation  they  ob- 


tained was  in  the  year  1881.  They  got  then 
a  charter  to  build  a  road  fram  St.  Catharines 
to  Bismack  and  then  to  Smithfield  near 
Caledonia,  or  some  other  point  on  the  Grand 
River  near  Canfield  station  on  the  Grand 
Trunk  Railway.  I  happen  to  know  a  little 
of  the  geography  of  that  country  and  I  know 
just  exactly  where  those  roads  arelocated.  To 
that  charter  they  got  an  amendment  in  1882 
to  give  power  to  build  a  rood  to  Hamilton  and 
thence  to  Toronto,  and  also  to  build  a  line 
to  Victoria,  in  the  county  of  Welland.  That 
is  amendment  No.  1  to  the  original  charter ; 
amendment  No.  2  was  in  1885.  They  got 
power  then  to  build  the  road  to  Thorold,  in 
the  county  of  Welland.  The  amendment  in 
1887  was  to  build  a  line  on  the  Hamilton  and 
Toronto  road,  from  near  Oakville  or  Port 
Credit  to  a  place  called  Cooksville  on  the 
Credit  Valley  Railway.  In  1890  they  came 
back  again  and  got  power  to  build  a  road  to 
the  village  of  Burlington.  In  1891  they 
came  back  and  got  power  to  build  a  branch 
line  to  any  railway  bridge  on  the  Niagara 
River  to  connect  with  any  railway  in  the 
state  of  New  York,  with  power  to  lease  to 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  the  Canada 
Southern,  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway,  or  any 
of  its  branches.  In  1892  they  came  back 
here  and  asked  for  an  extension  of  time  to 
commence  the  work  on  the  main  line,  and  in 
1894  they  came  back  andasked  for  a  further 
extension  of  time.  This  year  they  come  back 
again  to  ask,  not  only  for  a  further  exten- 
sion of  time,  but  for  a  spider-like  charter 
with  .a  longer  leg  to  the  spider  than  they 
ever  had  before. 


Hon    Mr.    KAULBACH- 
more? 


-How    much 


Hon.  Mr.  McMILLAN — About  one  hun» 
dred  miles,  and  the  other  would  be  ninety. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES  (B.  C.)— How  many 
legs  would  the  spider  have  t 

Hon.  Mr.  McMILLAN — I  do  not  know 
how  many  legs,  but  there  is  one  long  leg  to 
this  one.  I  am  not  opposing  the  granting 
of  the  charter.  I  would  let  them  have  it. 
It  seems  to  be  a  charter  for  the  purpose  of 
speculation.  I  am  convinced  that  that  is 
at  the  bottom  of  it.  Let  me  tell  you  this, 
that  although  they  have  had  that  charter 
for  nearly  fifteen  years,  all  they  have  built 
in  ten  years  is  the  neck  of  the  spider  from 
St.  Catharines  to  Niagara  River  bridge,  about 
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ten  miles.  All  the  rest  of  the  road  is  there 
without  a  shovelful  of  earth  being  turned. 
Now  the  argument  of  the  hon.  gentleman 
from  Richmond  would  be  of  course  proper 
and  all  right  if  this  could  be  construed  into 
an  old  charter.  But  really  if  you  read  this 
bill  you  will  find  that  the  must  important 
part  is  the  extension  which  they  want  now  to 
build,  which  is  from  Bamilton  to  Brantford 
in  a  westerly  direction,  and  from  there  to 
Woodstock  and  from  Woodstock  to  either 
Port  Dover  or  Port  Burwell,  on  Lake  Erie, 
and  then  another  branch  running  from 
Thorold  until  they  strike  the  main  branch 
leading  from  Hamilton  to  St.  Catharines, 
means  about  one  hundred  miles  of  new  rail- 
way, and  if  it  is  not  so  expressed  in  the 
report  of  the  sub-eommittee  it  ought  to 
apply  to  an  old  company  that  would  be 
looking  for  the  privilege  of  building  a 
railway  where  the  extension  is  greater 
than  the  original  line,  I  must  say  it 
is  simply  the  failure  of  expressing  it  in  so 
many  words.  The  sp  rit  of  that  clause  in 
the  sub-committee  report  must  certainly 
mean  that  an  important  extension  like  this 
ought  to  come  under  the  operation  of  that 
clause.  I  therefore  have  pleasure  in  sup- 
porting the  amendment,  and  I  think  we 
ought  to  incorporate  the  clause  in  this  bill 
just  as  well  as  in  other  bills,  and  not  make 
fish  of  one  and  flesh  of  another. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— In  the  com- 
mittee I  voted  in  favour  of  the  bill  without 
any  amendment,  which  was  carried  by 
one  vote.  Had  my  hon.  friend  from 
Alexandria  then  presented  the  fact  that  he 
has  submitted  now,  I  should  have  voted  in 
the  direction  that  this  amendment  takes, 
which  is  that  the  Ontario  law  with  respect 
to  drainage  shall  apply  to  the  extensions 
and  branches  of  the  company's  line  author- 
ized by  this  bill.  Although  we  then 
agreed  upon  a  principle  that  should  ap- 
ply to  all  bills  to  incorporate  new 
companies,  yet  it  was  not  considered 
then  that  we  were  bound  solely  by  that.  In 
a  case  like  this,  where  it  is  proposed  to  ex- 
tend a  line  to  such  an  extent  that  the 
original  charter  is  lost  sight  of,  we  should 
apply  the  same  principle  to  this  that  we 
would  to  a  new  company.  The  only  hesitan- 
cy that  I  have  about  it  is  the  statement  of  re- 
gret made  by  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Hali- 
fax, that  he  had  given  the  notice  previous  to 
receiving   those  letters,  intimating  thereby 


that  if  he  had  got  those  letters  betoR  -j 
notice  was  published  he  might  not  Lt 
moved  it.  I  should  like  to  see  thoee  k-.' 
which  caused  him  to  hesitate.  This  ';-i. 
virtually  a  new  company,  we  are  dm  -.  - 
fined  to  the  principle  which  was  adopts, 
the  committee. 

Hon.  Mr.  SANFORD— I  think  w.t 
all  very  greatly  indebted  to  the  hon.  ps- 
man  from  Glengarry  for  his  exhsustiT*  -i 
planation.  If  anything  could  be  Mid  t-  .-• 
than  another  to  show  his  perseven:  • 
patient  temper  and  constant  effort  it  *' 
doing,  surely  the  report  would  ooavioo- . 
It  is  true  that  this  enterprise,  like  verr  li  r 
others,  has  been  a  long  time  reachin;  :.■ 
point  which  it  has  reached  to-day.  ^>  >^ 
know  that  these  railway  enterprise  -■ 
frequently  entered  upon  with  an  nnderstii 
ing,  sometimes  tacit,  sometimes  in  vrJL;:.' 
that  certain  capitalists  will  aid  tbex  ' 
build  the  road.  This  was  the  expUnsti'X. . 
the  time  that  these  gentlemen  undertook ': 
project.  They  were  some  of  the  most  ^ 
spectable  residents  of  St.  CsthanoM  a- 
one  or  two  of  them  have  placed  in  tlie  n  • 
way  at  the  present  time  some  httndreii<  : 
thousands  of  dollars,  and  have  made  th» 
selves  liable  for  even  larger  amounts. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMILLAN— I  want  the  It 
gentleman  to  understand  that  I  am  noi  ;■ 
posing  the  third  reading  of  the  bill  I  - 
only  supporting  the  amendment. 

Hon.  Mr.  SANFORD— They  come  W - 
you  with  every  assurance  that  men  rf'^-T 
capital  are  prepared  to  take  up  the  ettf' 
prise  and  push  it  forward  to  coniplft;y 
It  would  occur  to  me  that  a  road«it-« 
charter  in  existence  1.5  years  hasceru">.i 
rights  that  should  be  recognized  here,  ana  i 
do  not  think  that  we  are  at  liberty  to  inW 
fere  with  those  rights  when  doing  so  in'  ■• 
ves  an  increased  expenditure,  it  is  <''' 
the  route  has  been  changed  to  some  extfc' 
but  while  that  is  so  the  mileage  is  about  u- 
same.  Tlie  most  serious  objection  totl- 
proposed  change  is  that  it  means  defer,  "^ 
at  this  stage  of  the  session  we  should  »•••" 
like  to  have  this  bill  thrown  out.  It  is ''" 
important  in  the  section  of  the  countr; 
through  which  the  road  is  to  pass.  I M' 
you  will  consider  this  and  pass  this  bill  »i", 
if  there  is  anything  in  the  Railway  -^t'^* 
the  province  of  Ontario  that  oonuBeiii'' 
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£  so  specially  to  the  members  of  this 
inouraible  House,  why  not  call  the  atten- 
>n  of  the  Minister  of  Railways  to  the 
ction  and  have  it  inserted  in  the  Dom- 
ion  liailway  Act?  We  would  then  avoid 
1  immense  amount  of  difficulty  and  all  new 
lis  -would  be  subject  to  the  new  legislation. 

Hon.  Mr.  GOWAN — I  am  sorry  to  differ 
-om  friends  with  whom  I  have  always  had 
reat  pleasure  in  acting,  nor  would  I  say  any- 
ling  in  this  case  if  I  did  not  feel  very 
jrongly  that  my  hon.  friend  from  Halifax 
ad  made  a  proposition  which  is  alike  ano- 
lalous  and  unconstitutional.  He  proposes 
hat  the  provisions  of  the  law  of  Ontario 
hall  apply  to  this  railway.  I  know  some- 
bing  of  the  laws  relating  to  drainage — and 
!  entirely  approve  of  them  in  the  main  and 
;hould  very  much  like  to  see  Parliament 
Miopt  laws  of  a  similar  character  by  insert- 
ing them  in  the  General  Railway  Act — but  a 
general  clause  of  this  kind  adopting  laws 
of  an  independent  legislature  is  unheard 
of.  I  think  it  is  a  very  grave  step  and 
■would  be  very  dangerous.  We  know  not 
the  moment  an  independent  legislature  may 
change  the  law.  It  would  be  full  of  'com- 
plications and  difficulties  apart  from  the  in- 
convenience of  putting  the  corporation  under 
two  or  more  distinct  legislatures.  Roods 
incorporated  by  the  Parliament  of  Canada 
should  be  regulated  and  governed  by  the 
creating  power  alone.  I  must  vote  against 
the  amendment. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— This  matter  was  very 
fully  discussed  by  the  Railway  Committee, 
and  a  majority  (of  only  one,  I  admit)  de- 
cided upon  adopting  the  principle   we  have 
laid  down.     The  House  wUl  be  able  to  judge 
whether  this  bill  comes  within  the  category 
or  not.    The  other  day  the  Canada  Southern 
asked  for  legislation  to  build  a  branch,  and 
that  was  'debated,  and  it  was  held  that  it 
would  not  be  fair  to  apply  the  principle  to 
that  line,  .because  it  was  part  of  the  Canada 
Southern  Railway.     The  committee  had  de- 
cided that  this  principle  should  not  be  held 
to  apply  to  existing  railways.     It  would  be 
absurd  to  have  a  law  applying  to  part  of  a 
railway  and  not  to  another  portion.     This  is 
the  clause  in  the  minutes  relating  to  the 
matter : 

Your  8ab-committ«e  also  recommends  that  a 
similar  clause  (that  is,  the  drainage  clause,  which 
it  proposed  to  be  added  to  this  biU)  be  added  to  ail 


future  bills  for  the  incorporation  of  railway  com- 
panies, until  such  time  as  the  Railway  Act  is  so 
amended  as  to  make  simitar  provision, 

I  think  it  is  clear  that  this  relates  only  to 
companies  which  are  applying  for  incorpora- 
tion for  the  first  time.  That  was  the  inter- 
pretation put  upon  it  in  the  case  of  the 
branch  of  the  Canada  Southern.  An 
uncontradicted  statement  has  been  made 
that  the  law  of  Ontario  is  fair  to 
the  rttilways.  I  challenge  that  state- 
ment, and  I  will  give  my  reasons  for 
doing  so.  Those  questions  do  not  arise  when 
a  road  is  being  constructed,  for  the  reason 
that  the  company  is  obliged  to  open  up  cul- 
verts and  ditches  for  all  the  waters  then  ex- 
isting. That  is  the  law,  and  I  never  heard 
of  a  railway  attempting  to  contravene  it. 
They  invariably,  in  their  own  interests, 
make  provision  for  years  to  come,  but  after 
a  time  the  principle  of  drainage — a  very 
proper  principle  to  be  favoured  in  every  way 
— spreads  and  enlarge!).  Men  whose  farms 
do  not  border  on  the  railway  find  that  they 
can  get  the  best  outlet  by  running  to  a  rail- 
way and  have  the  ditches  enlarged.  I  ask. 
hon.  gentlemen  now  whether  the  railway 
company'  ought  to  pay  for  the  increased 
drainage  that  affects  lands  that  are  not  even 
adjacent  to  the  line  1 

Hon.  Mr.  McMILLAN— The  law  of 
Ontario  governing  water  viewers  would  only 
put  upon  the  railway  the  percentage  of  ex- 
pense that  it  ought  to  bear,  and  it  might 
put  a  portion  of  it  on  farms  three  or  four 
miles  off. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  railway  law  is 
this,  that  those  lands  that  are  benefited  pay 
for  it  except  in  the  case  of  the  railway.  I 
will  refer  to  the  clause  because  I  do  jaot 
think  it  is  quite  proper  that  a  statement  of 
the  kind  should  go  unchallenged.  As  far 
as  the  individual  owners  of  the  land  are 
concerned,  if  a  ditch  crosses  their  property 
and  is  for  the  benefit  of  persons  beyond,  it 
is  assessed  against  the  persons  interested, 
but  not  so  in  the  case  of  a  railway.  When 
they  come  to  the  railway  ditch,  the  munici- 
pality in  Ontario  can  order  the  ditch  to  be 
opened  and  a  new  culvert  made  if  the  ex- 
isting one  is  not  sufficiently  large.  Last 
session  the  law  relating  to  ditches  and  water 
courses  in  Ontario  was  not  only  amended 
but  consolidated.  The  section  which  deals 
with  the  matter  is  section  21,  and  it  would 
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stand  that  that  is  the  position  which  the 
hon.  gentleman  has  taken  on  all  occasions. 
Here  is  the  bill  that  I  got  through  this 
House  in  spite  of  all  that  the  hon.  member 
from  Ottawa  could  do  : 

Ax  Act  to  amend  "  The  Rau.way  Act." 

Her  Majesty,  by  and  with  the  advice  and  con- 
sent of  the  Senate  and  House  of  Commons  of  Can- 
ada, enacts  as  foUowa  : — 

1.  Kotwithstanding  anything  in  section  fourteen 
of  "  The  Railway  Act,"  it  shall  be  the  duty  of  every 
railway  company  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Parliament  of  Canada,  and  without  any  such  contri- 
bution as  is  hereinafter  referred  to,  to  maintain  and 
keep  in  repair  all  necessary  drains,  ditches,  and 
water-courses  in  existence  at  the  passing  of  this 
Act,  in  and  for  lands  belonging  to  or  held  by  such 
Company. 

2.  Whenever  the  municipal  council  of  any 
county,  township,  parish,  or  other  municipality  in 
Canada,  either  of  its  own  motion  or  on  the  applica- 
tion of  any  inhabitant  thereof,  determines  that  it 
is  necessary  to  construct  a  drain  or  ditch  for  the 
purpose  of  draining  lands  in  the  municipality 
across  the  lands  and  railway  of  any  railway  com- 
pany, such  drain  or  ditch  shall,  subject  to  the  3on- 
ditions  hereinafter  provided,  be  made  and  main- 
tained across  the  line  of  such  railway  and  lands, 
and  on  equitable  terms  to  be  settled  as  hereinafter 
provided. 

3.  Such  council,  hereinafter  referred  to  as  the 
applicant,  may  serve  upon  the  company,  by  leaving 
the  same  with  any  agent  or  other  officer  in  charge 
of  the  nearest  station,  a  notice  in  writing  of  such 
decision,  together  with  a  description  of  the  lands 
outside  the  railway  to  be  benefitted  by  the  proposed 
drainage,  which  notice  shall  be  accompanied  by 
plans  and  specifications  prepared  and  certified  by  a 
civil  engineer,  or  Dominion  or  provincial  land  sur- 
veyor, of^that  part  or  portion  of  the  drain  or  ditch 
to  be  constructed  across  the  company's  lands  and 
railway,  and  with  an  estimate,  also  prepared  and 
certified,  of  the  cost  of  constructing  the  said  drain 
or  ditch  across  its  property,  and  if  the  estimated 
cost  of  such  construction  does  not  exceed  the  sum 
of  eight  hundred  dollars,  the  railway  company 
shall,  after  the  expiration  of  a  reasonable  time, 
construct  that  part  or  portion  of  the  said  drain  or 
ditch  across  its  lands  and  railway  of  the  same  size 
and  dimensions  as  are  specified  on  the  plans  and 
specifications  furnished  as  aforesaid,  unless  it  dis- 
putes in  the  manner  hereinafter  mentioned  the 
propriety  of  the  proposed  work,  or  the  correctness 
of  such  notice,  plan,  specification,  or  estimate,  in 
which  case  the  dispute  shall  be  inquired  into  and 
finally  determined  in  the  manner  hereinafter  pro- 
vided. 

4.  If  neither  the  applicant  nor  the  company  give 
notice  of  dispute  as  m  the  next  section  of  this  Act 
provided  for,  and  if  the  company  and  the  applicant 
do  not  agree  as  to  whether  the  railway  is  to  be 
benefited,  as  to  what  contribution  the  applicant 
should  pay  towards  the  construction  of  the  work, 
and  if  the  whole  cost  of  construction  does  not  ex- 
ceed the  sum  of  eight  hundred  dollars  as  estimated 
by  a  civil  engineer  or  Dominion  or  provincial  land 
surveyor  as  aforesaid,  then  the  applicant  may 
tender  the  railway  company  the  sum  that  the 


applicant  thinks  is  fair  and  just   as  its  pcrs'. 
the  said  cost  of  construction  and.  may  oifc^  t.  \- 
afterwards  such  proportion  of  the  inaintait:s  ■ 
it  may  think  just  and  fair,  and  if  the  lailvriy  • 
pany  does  not  accept  the  amount  so  tendere-i. 
it  disputes  that  the  offer  for  the  proper  pra|>.r: 
of  future  maintenance,  then  tlie   {Wtipottioa  i.: 
cost  of  construction  and  maintenance,  ofi  '- 
as  the  ca^  may  be,  that  eai:h  shall  pay  <x  X^x 
the  question  whether  it  shall  l>e    borne  alt<j^«- 
by  the  applicant,  shall  be  decided   by  arbi^ir  ■ 
and  any  amount  or  amounts  awarded  by  tbr  v 
trator  or  arbitrators  to  be  paid   to  the  n£«  • 
company  in  respect  of  such  constructioD  or  ;.: 
tenance,  shall  from  time  to  time    be  colkrsi. 
from  th9  applicant  as  a  judgment  of  a  c.j' 
competant  jurisdiction  for  the  amount  orius-^j- 
so  awarded  to  the  company,  or  if  the  awam  k-: 
mines  upon  the  proportion  of  the  cost  af  Kasr 
tion   or  maintenance   payable  by    the  »pp>r- 
without  mentioning  the  amount,  then  »nch  p  •••■ 
tion  shall  be  recoverable  before  any  court  vi  .•■. 
petent  jurisdiction,  and  the  judgment  or  awv: 
the  arbitrator  or  arbitrators  shall  have  tin  •<ii- 
force  and  effect  and  be  as  binding  and  ctraclb" 
as  if  it  had  been  made  by  arbitrators  cmuva:. 
the   expropriation  of  land   under   "  The  Sai  — 
Act,"  and   the  appointment  of  au   arbitrsto:  •■■ 
arbitrators  and  the  mode  of  procedure  uoJtf  •-• 
Act  as  to  arbitration,  shall  be,  as  nearly  ss  «-' 
be,  in  the  same  manner  as  provided  in  "  Tlf.  Si 
way  Act,"  from  section  one  hundred  and  ivriri: 
to  section  one  hundred  and  sixty-one  inclnaTc 

5.  If  any  dispute,  other  than  concemiiii:  ir- 
respective proportions  of  contribution  whici ».•■.' 
be  settled  by  arbitration  as  aforesaid,  shill  J^" 
between  the  applicant  and  the  company,  rith?-  - 
regard  to  the  safety  or  suitability  <a  tbr  p^ 
designated  for  the  work  or  the  sufficieocy  « i-^ 
rectness  of  any  plans,  specifications  or  estina'.e,  •" 
the  propriety  of  the  proposed  work,  or  the  nai*' 
in  wnicn  the  same  is  to  be  maintained,  or  otbc* 
wise,  the  party  disputing  may,  within  thirty  dif' 
after  receipt  of  such  plans,  specifications  or  &2 
mate,  give  notice  in  writing  of  the  objection  :>' 
the  other  party  and  to  the  Minister  of  fUil*sy' 
and  thereupon  the  Minister  or  the  Railwsj  C'o- 
niittee  of  the  Privy  Council  may  cause  an  io^K- 
tion  of  the  locality  to  be  made  by  such  pewa " 
he  or  they  may  appoint,  and  the  dispute  rmr^ 
enquired  into  on  the  spot  by  such  proceedings  a 
he  or  they  may  direct,  after  which  the  RtiltO 
Committee  may  make  such  order  in  the  pns'tt' 
as  they  shall  deem  fit  and  proper,  which  orii" 
shall  finally  determine  such  dispute. 

6.  Every  railway  company  shall  be  subject  tcji 
general  nmnicipal  regulations,  not  inconsistenlTiU 
this  Act,  respectine  the  maintenance  and  repaii  t 
drains,  ditches  and  water-courses  in  any  mwn. 
parishrtownship  or  municipality  in  Canada  thiW 
which  the  railway  passes,  unless  exempted  tlwK 
from  by  the  special  Act  of  incorporation :  f"' 
vided  always,  that  nothing  herein  contained  sluH 
authorize  any  municipality  by  any  rule  or  reph 
tion  to  compel  the  use  of  the  drains  of  the  raiW 
company  for  the  purposes  of  general  drainage  ollw 
than  is  authorized  by  law. 

7.  Every  notice  given  by  the  appliouit  M 
contain  a  post  office  address  within  the  Domiiioc 
of  Canada  to  which  notices  intended  for  tlie  affJi 
cant  may  be  addressed,  and  any  notice  tohegi'c 
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the  applicant  shall  be  sufficiently  given  if  posted 
registered  letter  in  any  post  office  of  the  Do- 
nion  of  Cctnada  directed  to  the  address  so  given. 
B.  The  provisions  of  "  The  Railioay  Act  with 
spect  to  drainage  shall  continue  to  apply  to  all 
sea  not  provided  for  by  this  Act,  ana  all  pro- 
sions  of  "  The  Railrpay  Act,"  not  inconsistent 
ith  this  ^ct,  inclndiiig  those  with  respect  to  suits 
id  penalties,  shall  also  apply  to  all  such  cases. 

Mark  you,  the  railway  company  is  to  con- 
bruct  tbe  drain  at  all  times,  and  that  will 
o  siway  with  some  of  the  remarks  of  my 
lon.    friend   from  Ottawa.      Now   this  bill 
iras  opposed  by  my  hon.  friend  from  Ottawa 
rem  the   word  "  go "  all  the  time,  and  he 
lever  ceased  his  opposition  to  this  day.     My 
ion.    friend    from  Sarnia    is  very  anxious 
bhat  tbe  government  should  amend  the  Bail- 
way  Act  in  the  same  direction,  but  was  not 
BO    anxious   for  the  bill  that  I  introduced, 
because  he  opposed  it  then.     The  principal 
reason   for  this   amendment  is  because  we 
want  to  have  disputes  settled  right  on  the 
sp>ot.      The  trouble  is   bringing    the  people 
bere.      I  have  confidence  in  the  government 
even   on  the  saw-dust  question,  but  I   am 
losing      confidence        on        this      matter 
and  why  1      Because  I  found  they  allowed 
my  biU,  after  passing  through  the  Senate,  to 
be  defeated  in  the  House  of  Commons,  and 
I  cannot  do  better  now  than  put  on  record 
the  votes  on  that  measure,  so  that  the  people 
may  know,  on  the  eve  of  an  election,  who 
are  their  friends.     With  due  respect  to  the 
Senate,  I  can  put  the  yeas  and  nays  in  the 
debates,   because   I   feel   proud  that   there 
were   enough   members  in  the    Senate   to 
carry    the   bill.     It  waa  supported  by    Sir 
John  Abbott   and  was    sent  down  to  the 
other  House,  and  by  the  railway  influence 
was  defeated  twice  in  the  railway  committee. 
But  the  votes  are  on  record.   The  six  months' 
hoist  was  moved  in  the  Senate  the  last  time 
my  bill   was  before  us.     I  will  read   the 
names  of  those  who  voted  against  it : 

Yeas.— A\mon,  Armand,  Baillargeon,  Botsford, 
Cochrans,  Oirard,  Glasier,  Gu^vremont,  Howlan, 
Lacoste,  Montgomery,  Murphy,  O'Donohoe,  Ogilvie, 
Prow8e,Scott,  Smith,  Vidal,— 18. 

All  the  rest  at  the  House  voted  for  it, 
but  I  am  glad  to  see  my  hon.  friend  from 
Sarnia  is  coming  around  to  my  opinion.  He 
says  we  ought  to  have  it  now,  and  see  what 
a  change  it  brings  about,  although  he  voted 
against  that  reasonable  proposition  when  it 
was  supported  by  Sir  John  Abbott.  I  un- 
derstood him  to  say  the  other  day  that  the 
government  ought  to  amend    the  Railway 


Act  in  this  direction  so  as  to  give  the  people 
relief.  I  want  them  to  come  down  and 
amend  this  law.  I  even  put  a  copy  of  this 
bill  in  the  hands  of  the  leader  of  the  House 
to  see  if  he  would  take  action.  I  did  not 
beg  of  him  to  do  it,  because  he  is  governing 
this  country.  I  have  said  that  I  would  put 
the  vote  that  was  taken  on  my  bill  in  the 
House  of  Commons  on  record  in  our  debates. 
When  I  sent  copies  of  the  bill  to  many  of 
the  counties,  instructions  were  given  to 
their  representatives  in  the  Commons  that 
the  amendment  should  be  made  the  law  of 
•this  country.  Well,  did  they  do  it  ?  No ; 
they  defeated  me  twice  in  the  railway  com- 
mittee. I  got  the  bill  put  on  the  Orders  of 
the  Day  in  the  House  of  Commons,  because 
I  wanted  to  show  who  were  the  friends  of 
justice  and  who  were  carried  away  by  the 
influence  of  the  railways.  The  six  months' 
hoist  was  moved  in  respect  to  this  bill,  and 
those  who  voted  for  the  motion  were  the 
following : 

_  Teaa. — Amyot,  Audet,  B^chard,  Bergeron,  Ber- 
gin,  Borden,  Bourassa,  Bowell,  Cameron,  Camp- 
bdl,  Caron  (Sir  Adolphe),  Chapleau,  Ciraon, 
Cockbum,  Colby,  Curran,  Daly,  Davin,  Dawson, 
Denison,  Desjardins,  Dewdney,  Dickey,  Doyon, 
Dupont,  Earle,  Edgar,  Ferguson  (Leeds  and  firen- 
ville),  Ferguson  (Welland),  Fiset,  Freeman, 
Ganthier,  Gigault,  Godbout,  Grandbois,  Guillet, 
Haggart,  Hale,  Hall.  Hesson,  Hickey,  HoUon, 
Jones  (Digby),  Kenny,  Labrosse,  Lang,  Lange- 
vin  (Sir  Hector),  LaRiviire,  Laurie  (Lieut. -Gen- 
eral), Livingston,  Maedonald  (Sir  John),  Mac- 
dowall,  McDonald  (Victoria),  McDougall  (Cape 
Breton),  McKay,  McKeen,  McMillan  (Vaudrenil), 
Mara,  Masson,  Meigs,  Mills  (Annapolis),  Mitchell, 
Moncreiff,  Montague,  Patterson  (Essex),  Perry, 
Pope,  Putnam,  Rinfret,  Riopel,  Robertson,  Scriver, 
Shanly,  Small,  Taylor,  Thirien,  Thompson  (Sir 
John),  Trow,  Vanasse,  Weldon  (Albert),  Wilmot, 
Wihon,  (KIgin),  Wood  (BrockvUle),  Yeo.— 85. 

Here  are  the  members  who  were  favour- 
able to  my  contention,  and  I  want  the 
people  of  this  country  to  remember  them 
now  on  the  eve  of  election,  and  to  remember 
the  other  members  too.  If  we  do  not  get 
relief,  as  far  as  this  old  man's  voice  will  ex- 
tend it  will  be  hoard  in  the  province  of 
Ontario  on  this  question.  He  is  not  dead 
yet,  but  only  sleeping.  Here  are  the  mem- 
bers who  voted  with  me. 

.Voy*.— Armstrong,  Bain  (Wentworth),  Barron, 
Blake,  Boisvert,  Bowman,  Boyle,  Brien,  Cargill, 
Carpenter,  Cartwright  (Sir  Richard),  Casey,  Charl- 
ton, Choquette,  Conghlin,  Davies,  De  St.  Georges, 
Dessaint,  Dickinson,  Gordon,  lunes,  Jamieson, 
Jones  (Halifax),  Kirk,  Landerkiu,  Laurier,  Mae- 
donald (Huron),  McCarthy,  McCnlla,  McMillan 
(Huron),   McMnllen,   McNeill,   Mulock,  Neveux, 
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O'Brieu,  Paterson  (Brant),  Piatt,  Purcell,  Roome, 
Rowand,  Ste.  Marie,  Semple,  SomervUle,  Tyr- 
whitt,  Wallace,  Watson,  \^■hite  (Cardwell).— 4/. 

Those  are  the  gentlemen  who  stood  by 
the  interests  of  the  farmers  of  this  country. 
Now  I  ask  the  government,  for  the  purpose 
of  saving  further  trouble,  to  bring  in  an 
amendment  to  the  Railway  Act  as  indicated 
by  the  bill  which  I  have  read  to  the  House. 
It  is  in  the  interest  of  the  country  at  large 
and  in  the  interest  of  the  railways  them- 
selves. Why  should  the  government  of  this 
country  persecute  the  people  by  compelling 
them  to  come  to  Ottawa  to  settle  a  dispute  I 
They  say  they  cannot  get  justice — that  the 
procedure  is  too  expensive.  I  would  ask  the 
government  to  put  a  stop  to  this  whole  thing. 
If  the  leader  will  make  a  declaration  that 
he  will  amend  that  law  in  the  direction  that 
I  have  advocated  it  will  be  all  right.  That 
is  what  his  predecessor  in  the  Senate  sanc- 
tioned. Sir  John  Abbott  was  a  great  man, 
whose  death  is  still  lamented  by  many  people 
in  this  country.  He  gave  me  a  promise  a 
year  or  two  before  he  died  that  when  amend- 
ing the  Railway  Act  the  following  year  he 
would  bring  in  an  amendment,  but  he  was  so 
much  taken  up  by  other  work  that  he  did 
not  have  time  to  do  it,  and  I  brought  in  a 
bill  myself.  Now  I  ask  the  government  to 
seriously  consider  this  matter,  and  bring  in  a 
government  measure  this  session. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— They  could  not  get 
it  through  the  Commons  this  session. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCALLUM— Yes,  it  can  be 
done.  I  have  no  doubt  you  will  find  my  hon. 
friend  from  Ottawa  and  the  railway  interest 
opposing  it, but  the  bill  will  pass  here  all  right. 
I  ask  a  favour  of  my  leader,  and  in  his  own 
interest  to  do  this — because  he  knows  I  have 
the  interest  of  the  people  of  this  country  at 
heart,  and  I  am  asking  nothing  unreason- 
able. I  invite  his  attention  particularly  to 
this  because  if  it  is  not  changed  now,  it  will 
be  a  factor  in  the  election  that  we  are  on  the 
eve  of  now. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I 

can  only  say  in  reply  to  the 
appeal  made  by  the  hon.  gentleman 
from  Monck  that  I  am  not  in  a  position 
to  give  the  promise  which  he  endeavours  to 
exact  from  me.  He  has  pointed  out  the 
manner  in  which  I  voted  on  the  same  ques- 
tion when  I  occupied  a  seat  in  the  House  of 


Commons.  I  have  yet  to  learn  the  prinrr 
of  changing  that  vote.     X  am  not  in  «-. 
I  know,  with  some  of   my  friends  ca  •. 
question,    probably  not  even  my  (xiiri.- 
on  my  right,  the  Minister   of  Agrico.tL- 
This  is  a  matter  of  such   grave  inipxvj. 
that  it  is  worthy  of  the  most  seriou<  ■: 
sideration  of  the    govemment.      Whi: 
object  to,  and  what  I  think  is  laying  <ki. 
an  exceedingly   dangerous    principle,  is: 
embodying  in  an  Act  passed   by  Dom^- 
Parliament  the  law  for  the  -time  bai_:  - 
any  provinca     I   am   not    questioning  r- 
propriety  of  the  law  itself,  because  I  re»:L 
conceive     that     the     senator    f<»    life  ; 
has     a     better     practical     knowledje    „ 
this    question    than    I  have,     bnt  I  y: 
of  opinion  that  if    the  law-  as    it  nn. 
upon   the  statute-book  of  the  proi-ina  • 
Ontario  to-day  is  the  best  law  to  goTem  x: 
rule  and  control  the  railways  in  rkeren.*: 
drainage,  it  should  be  made  a  part  at  t:- 
Railway  Act  of  the  Dominion  and  not  •:■ 
ject    to     whatever      changes       might    '•• 
suggested     by     a     local  legislature.    H'- 
do  we   know   that     if     the     laws   of  :^ 
local  legislature  should   be  made  appliia'- 
to  the  Dominion  railways  that   they  *or  ■. 
be  suitable  ?     Even   my   hon.  friend  wc. 
shudder  at  the  idea  of  makint;  a  law  of  (fi- 
bec  or  some  other  province  applicable  t<i'.> 
Dominion  railways  of  this  country.     I  b" 
had  some  little  experience  upon  the  Baiin 
Committee  of  the  Privy  Council,  and  vhiif ' 
admit  the  delay  and  the  expenses  incidenti 
to  an  application,  I  have  yet  to  learn  ••{  ^ 
single  case  in  which  the  members  of  the  Rai 
way  Committee  of  the  Privy  Council  h»vpr  •:' 
acceded  to  every  just  and  legitimate  demai- 
made  by  any  municipality  or  by  any  indi'- 
dual.    The  objects  of  that  committee  aies"!- 
other  than  to  protect  the  interests  of  th- 
people  who  are  affected  by  the  constructioa'.*' 
a  railway ;  and  the  railway  people  and  th»^ 
who  have  invested  their  money  in  railws'- 
have  as  good  a  right  to  be  protected  undrf 
the  law  as  tho  people  through   whose  finn- 
the  railways  pass.     I  do  not  say  that  tiiej 
should  be  in  a  position  to  deny  the  rieht  ut 
a  farmer,  oj   of  a    municipality,    to  in-*' 
upon  drains   being  made   sufficientlv  !*>? 
and  deep  to  accomplish  the  object  for  vhic: 
they  are  built,  but  I  do  know   this,  and  *• 
does  every  man  who  has  had  anything  at  >^' 
to  do    with  municipalities  or  indiridixi-^ 
that    unfortunately    every    inducement  is 
offered  by  the  municipality,  by  the  couBtT 
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id.  by  the  individual  to  secure  a  railway. 
lere  is  no  question  about  that.       I    have 
»iie  'through  a  good  deal  of  this  election- 
ring,  if  I  may  so  call  it,  in  favour  of  bon- 
ios  &n.ci  getting  from  municipalities  assist- 
XC&    to    railways.      I   have  assisted  those 
unicipctlities  in  securing  what   I  believed 
>  lae  their  rights,  and  while  I  found  the 
eople    upon    every    occasion   anxious   and 
illing  to  secure   the   benefits   which  arise 
;-om  the  construction  of  railways,    and  be- 
.>re  the  construction  is  prepared  almost  to 
:ia.ke  any  concession,  immediately  they  get 
b  a  fixture,  they  take  every  advantage  they 
an  of  &  railway.     I  do  not  think  it  is  nec- 
(ssary  I  should   tell   my   hon.    friend   from 
VI o nek  that.     He  knows  it  as  well  as  I  do. 
[  a  I!  afraid  it  is  human  nature  and  operates 
ivith  all  of  us.     The  moment  you  have  that 
within  your  reach  and  grasp,  and  you  can 
exact  a  little  more  by  any  process  whatever, 
you  will  take  it  from  a  corporation.     I  have 
made  these  remarks  in  justification  of  the 
vote  which  I  gave  in  1890  in  the  House  of 
Commons,    when  my  late  chief,  the  Hon. 
Sir  John  Macdonald,  moved    to   throw   out 
the   bill.     While  I   admit   there    is  much 
force  in  the  argument  of  the  hon.  gentleman, 
I  say  if  the  law  is   to  be  amended  in  that 
respect  it  should  be  made  a    part    of  the 
.statute  regulating  and  controlling  all  Dom- 
inion railways,   and   not  tacked  on  to    any 
private    bill    or    applied    to     a   particular 
locality   in  a   particular  province    through 
which  the  railway  may  run.     We  may  have 
ra  Iways    running   through    two    or    three 
provinces,  and  if  this  amendment  is  to  be 
the  law,  then  the  law  ariecting  railways  in 
Ontario  must  apply  to  the  portion  of  the 
line  in  that  province ;  in  Quebec,  the  laws 
of  the  province    must    apply,   and  so  on 
through  the  maritime  provinces.      Let    us 
have  one  general  law.     I  promise  my  hon. 
friend,  knowing  how  earnest  he  is,  that  the 
suggestion  he  makes  shall  be  considered.     I 
need  not  refer  to  the  private  relations  which 
have  existed  between  us.     We  have  for  years 
acted  personally  and  politically  together.     I 
need  not  refer  to  that  further  than  to  say 
that  he  has  no  more  confidence  in  me  per- 
sonally than  I  have  in  him.     I  know  that 
in  acting  as  he  does  he  is  actuated  by  the 
very  best  motives,  but  at  the  same  time  I 
must  be  permitted,  with  my  limited  know- 
ledge of  these  matters,  to  differ  from  him  as 
CO  the  manner  in  which  those  views  should 
be  carried  out.     My  impression  is  that  the 
32 


majority  of  the  Senate  is  with  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman, but  ever  since  I  have  been  in  politi- 
cal life  I  have  tried  to  have  some  little  opin- 
ion of  my  own.  I  should  like  very  much 
not  to  see  this  principle  adopted  in  the  man- 
ner in  which  it  is  proposed  here.  The  con- 
stitutional question  I  laave  my  hon.  friend 
from  Barrie  to  discuss.  I  repeat,  I  do  not 
like  the  idea  of  fastening  on  the  Dominion 
the  legislation  of  any  local  legislature  which 
may  be  changed  every  year  whenever  the 
question  comes  up. 

The  Senate  then  divided  on  the  amend 
ment  which  was  rejected  by  the  following 
vote: 


Contests : 

The  Hon 

.  Messieurs 

Bellerose, 

McLaren, 

Casgrain, 

McMillan, 

Clemow, 

Merner, 

Deyer, 

Perley, 

Kaulbach, 

Poirier, 

Lougheed, 

Power, 

McCallum, 

RobitaiUe, 

McClelan, 

Sutherland, 

McDonald  (C.B.), 

Wark.— 19. 

Mclnnes  (Victoria), 

NON-COSTESTS  : 

The  Hon 

.  Messieurs 

Almon, 

Macdonaia  (Victoria), 

Angers, 

Macdonald  (P.E.I.), 

Arsenault, 

Macfarlane, 

Tiaird, 

Maclnnes  (Burlington), 

Bernier, 

Masson, 

Bouchervillc, 

de 

Miller, 

Bowell  (Sir  Mackenzie), 

Primrose, 

DeBlois, 

Ross  (Speaker), 

Dickey, 

Sanford, 

Gowan, 

Scott, 

McKay. 

Vidal.— 22. 

THIRD  READINGS. 

Bill  (92)  "An  Act  to  amend  the  Insur- 
ance Act." 

Bill  (K)  "  An  Act  to  amend  the  Com- 
panies Act." — (Mr.  Maclnnes,  Burlington.) 

Bill  (I)  "  An  Act  for  the  relief  of  Julia 
Ethel  Chute."— (Mr.  Clemow.) 

DOMINION  LANDS    ACT  AMEND- 
MENT BILL. 

IN    COMMITTEE. 

The  House  resolved  itself  into  a  Commit- 
tee of  the  Whole  on  the  BUI  (116)  "  An  Act 
further  to  amend  the  Dominion  Lands  Act." 
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(In  the  Committee.) 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I 
have  an  amendment  to  move  to  extend  the 
power  to  dispose  of  certain  school  lands 
which  are  situated  within  the  l)oundaries  of 
ihe  Cochrane  ranch,  as  follows: — 

3.  Notwithstoncting  anything  in  the  Dominion 
Lands  Act,  the  Governor  in  Council  may  on  such 
conditions  as  he  deems  proper,  sell  to  the  Cochrane 
Ranch  Company  the  following  school  lands, 
namely  :-  -Section  11  in  township  3,  range  "28,  west 
of  the  fourth  principal  meridian,  and  so  much  of 
section  29,  in  township  3,  range  27,  west  of  the 
fourth  principal  meridian,  as  lies  north  of  the 
Belly  river  :  Provided,  that  such  sale  shall  not 
take  place  until  the  Minister  of  the  Interior  has, 
by  notice  in  the  Canada  Oazitte,  set  apart  as 
school  lands,  in  lieu  thereof  other  public  lands  of 
«(jual  extent  and  value  as  nearly  as  may  be. 

It  is  easily  understood  that  some  of  the 
school  sections  that  are  situated  in  the 
centre  of  tracts  owned  by  ranching  com- 
panies would  be  useless  for  school  purposes, 
now  or  hereafter,  and  the  object  of  the 
amendment  which  I  propose  is  to  enable  the 
Minister  of  the  Interior  to  dispose  of  those 
lands  situated  in  the  territory  not  likely  to 
become  settled.  The  Cochrane  Ranching 
Company  have  purchased  some  16,000  acres 
of  land,  and  school  lands  are  situated  in  the 
centre  of  their  ranch — the  object  of  this 
clause  is  to  enable  the  department  to  dis- 
pose of  the  school  sections  to  the  Cochrane 
Ranching  Company,  substituting  land  of 
equal  value  and  extent  in  other  portions  of 
the  territory. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  thought  the  ranch- 
«rs  held  their  lands  under  lease. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
These  lands  were  originally  leased  to  the 
company  with  a  right  to  purchase  at  a 
certain  price.  The  Cochrane  Ranching 
Company  have  purchased  largely,  as  have 
some  others. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  suppose  the  school 
lands  will  be  selected  as  nearly  as  possible 
in  that  locality  ? 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
Yes,  that  is  the  principle.  If  it  is  neces- 
sary for  the  sake  of  settlement,  where  a 
ranch  is  leased — the  lease  may  be  cancelled 
and  the  land  disposed  of  to  settlers.  Of 
course  it  is  a  diflferent  matter  where  the 
land  becomes  freehold. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— The  ranching  com- 
panies, I  presume,  do  not  intend  to  perman- 
ently retain  the  property  for  ranching  pur- 
poses ;  and  then,  when  this  large  tract  of 


land  is  settled  up,  it  would    be  much  r 
convenient  to  have  the  school   lands  it  ■ 
middle  of  the  settlement  than  in  soow  c 
paratively  remote  place. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL- 
becomes  a  hoiia  fide  freehold  in  the  c** 
purchase,  and  they  can  hold  it  as  Ilcj 
they  please.  If  they  decide  hereaft.-; 
lay  it  out  and  dispose  of  it  for  seitWa^;' 
they  would  be  in  the  same  position  Jt  i.-.- 
other  private  holders  of  land. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALMON — Can  you  give  m  „-■ 
idea  of  how  much  has   been    paid   for  : 
land? 

Hon.    Sir  MACKENZIE     BOWELL- 
One  dollar  and  twenty-five   cents   per  - : 
is  the  amount  which  has  been  paid,  sl 
still  the  price  regulated  by  order  in  ci-s;..-. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

I  have  another  clause  which  I  prp;-^ 
adding  to  the  bill.  It  is  however  bat  ■■- 
addition  to  the  present  law,  it  is  adopiia:  - 
the  present  Act  the  clause  which  now  fun. 
part  of  the  Dominion  Lands  Act  as  axatur.'. 
by  chap.  27,  57  Victoria  1889.  It  reads  -■ 
follows : 

Section  three  of  chapter  twenty-aeven  •  i  '- 
statutes  of  1889  is  hereby  repealed. 

As  respects  every  assignment  or  transir-  •' 
homestead  or  a  pre-emption  right  hold  or  aLiiii- 
under   any    act    relating    to   i)omiiuon  laaii. 
whole  or  in  part,   and  every  agreement  tf'  na 
any  such  assignment  or   transfer,  made  or  entt^ 
into  before  the  issue  of  patent  and  previoDS  w  't 
date  of  ibe  passing  of  this  act,  no  such  aeaifjirf. 
or  transfer  or  agreement  shall  be   i/vo  /ac'o  i. 
and  void,  nor  shall  any  forfeiture  accrue  in  rr^t' 
thereof  ;  but  the  Minister  of  the  Interior  mar  '■■ 
dare  any  such  assignment  or  transfer  oragiKti-- 
to  be  null  and  void,    and  such  forfeiture  to  hi-: 
accrued,  or  cither,  and  such  declaration  fh&il  «■- 
force  and  effect  as  if  herein   enacted  :  Protii  . 
that  no  such  declaratiou  shall  have  force  or  ttr: 
in  any  case  in  which  a  patent  for  any   hoDiW"- 
or  pre-emption  land   has  been  issuetl  previos-t 
the  date  of  such  declaration,  unless  the  patent  iu.' 
issued  through  fraud,  error  or  improvidciKV. 

Nothing  in  the  next  preceding  subchiMo: 
tained  shall  in  anj'  manner  have  force  or  efftci » 
respects  any  lands  in  relation  to  which  the  iJi/n' 
matter  of  the  said  subclause  has  already  b«D  » 
indicated  upon,  or  is  in  question  in  any  coon  < 
competent  jurisdiction. 

I  may  say  the  same  clause,  almost  verbatii 
forms  the  third  clause  of  52  Victoria,  chaptf 
27,  Dominion  Lands  Act,  as  amended,  l!>rf 
It  is  only  added  to  the  present  bill  in  oner 
to  cover  cases  which  have  arisen  since  tlw 
law  now  upon  the  statute-book  ^ 
passed.     As  I  understand,  parties  bavii^ 
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louiesteads  are  precluded  from  giving  any 
iecurities  upon   the  lands  until   they  have 
>btnined    or    completed    their    settlement 
:luties,    and  obtained  the  patents  therefor. 
En      case    of    necessity    to    purchase    any 
article  that  they  would   require  to  carry  on 
their  farming,  it  has  been  the  habit  of  the 
parties  disposing  of  these  goods  to  settlers 
to  write  on  the  back  of  the  nites,  the  location, 
the  number  of  the  lot,  the  name  and  conces- 
sion and  everything  connected  with  it.    Un- 
der the  law  of  Manitoba,  that  being  regis- 
tered constitutes  a  lien  upon  the  property. 
Xow  that  would  be  valueless  under  the  law 
us  it  at  present  stands,  for  the  reason  that  the 
settler  has  no  right  to  place  any  lien  upon  un- 
|>atented  lands,  but  it  enables  him  to  obtain 
his    supplies,   or  horses,    or   Inachincry,   or 
whatever  he  may  require  to  carry  on  opera- 
tions ;    this   clause  is  to    declare    that    in 
certain  cases  unless  there  is  fraud,  or  ad- 
vaiitage  has  been  taken  of  the  settler,  that 
it  shall  not  operate  as  against  the  granting 
of  patents,  &c. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTr— It  brings  them  under 
the  provincial  law,  I  suppose  ? 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— To 
that  extent,  yes. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL,  from  the  committee, 
reported  the  bill  with  amendments,  which 
were  concurred  in. 

BILLS  INTRODUCED. 
Bill  (113)  "An  Act  to  amend  chapter  10 
of  the  Statutes  of  1892,  respecting  the  Har- 
bour Commissioners  of  Three  Rivers." — (Sir 
Mackenzie  Bowell.) 

Bill  (122)  "  An  Act  to  amend  the  General 
Inspection  Act." — (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell.) 

Bill  (113)  "An  Act  further  to  amend 
the  Public  Works'  Act." — (Sir  Mackenzie 
Bowell.) 

The  Senate  then  adjourned. 


THE  SENATE. 


Ottaica,  Tuesday,  2nd  July,  1895. 

The  SPEAKER  took  the  Chair  at  Three 
-o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 

THE  NEW  WESTMINSTER   PENL 
TENTIARY. 

MOTIONS  POSTPONED. 

The  following  motions  being  called  : 
By  the  Honourable  Mr.  Mclnnes,  (B.C.) ; — 

That  he  will  call  the  attention  of  the  Senate,  to 
the  Report  of  Judge  Drake,  a  commissioner  ap- 


pointed  by  the  Government  of  Canada  to  investi- 
gate charges  of  irregularities  in  the  British  Colum- 
bia Penitentiary,  and  the  presentment  of  the  grand 
jury  at  New  W  estminster  denouncing  the  reinsta- 
tement of  James  Fitzsimmons  to  the  position  of 
deputy  warden  of  said  penitentiary  as  "  an  insult 
lo  the  self  respecting  portion  of  this  community  "  ; 
also,  to  the  annual  reports  of  J.  (>.  Moylan,  late 
inspector  of  penitentiaries.  And  that  he  will  ask 
if  it  is  the  intention  of  the  Government  to  dismiss 
the  said  James  Fitzsimmons,  and  to  appoint  a 
royal  commission  to  investigate  the  official  conduct 
of  the  said  J.  O.  Moylan  ! 

By  the  Honourable  Mr.  Mclnnes,  (B.C.) : — 

That  the  >Senate  regards  the  prompt  dismissal  of 
James  Fitzsimmons,  deputy  warden  of  the  British 
Columbia  Penitentiary,  and  the  appointment  of  a 
royal  commission,  (similar  to  that  held  by  Mr. 
Justice  Drake,  in  1894,  to  investigate  charges  of 
irregularities  in  the  British  Columbia  Penitentiary) 
to  investigate  charges  of  official  misconduct  on  the 
part  of  J .  G.  Moylan,  while  acting  as  inspector  of 
penitentiaries,  as  necessary  in  the  interests  of  the 
public  service. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL  said: 
I  have  some  papers  relating  to  this  matter 
to  submit  to  the  House.     I  only  got  them 
about  fifteen  minutes  ago.    The  reason  given 
me  why  the  copy  was  not  prepared  at  an 
earlier  date  was  that  they  had  been  taken 
away  by  some  members  of  the  House  of 
I  Commons,  and   the  officials  were  unable  to 
I  get  them  back.     I  now  beg  to  lay  upon  the 
]  Table  a  copy  of    the   instructions   to  Mr. 
Justice  Drake  relative  to  the  inquiry  into 
the    New   Westminster   Penitentiary,   and 
other  papers  connected  with  the  investiga- 
tion. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES  (B.C.)~As  the 
papers  have  been  at  iast  laid  upon  the  Table 
of  the  Senate  I  ask  that  these  notices  be 
placed  on  the  Order  Paper  for  Monday  next, 
when  I  hope  to  be  in  a  position  to  proceed 
with  them.  I  trust  that  every  hon.  member 
who  has  taken  the  slightest  interest  in  the 
charges  against  the  management  of  the  New 
Westminster  Penitentiary  will  read  the  evi- 
dence taken  before  the  commission  and  the 
report  upon  it. 

The  motions  were  allowed  to  stand  until 
Monday  next. 

THE  MANITOBA  SCHOOL  QUESTION. 

MOTION. 

Hon.  Mr.  BERNIER  moved : 

That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Bis 
Excellency  the  Governor  (ieneral  praying  that 
His  Excellency  will  cause  to  be  laid  before  the 
Senate,  a  copy  of  the  Order  in  Council  transmit 
ting  to  His  Honour  the  Lieutenant-Governor  of 
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Manitoba,  for  the  information  of  his  government 
and  the  legislature  of  Manitoba,  the  petition  and 
representations  of  their  Lordships  the  Canadian 
Archbishopfl  and  Bishops,  presented  to  the  Senate 
during  last  session,  re  Manitoba  School  legislation  ; 
the  answer  of  the  government  of  Manitoba  to  said 
Order  in  Council ;  also,  all  correspondence  respect- 
ing the  same,  between  the  Dominion  Government 
and  the  Manitoba  Government. 

He  said : — It  has  been  my  privilege  with- 
in the  last  two  weeks  to  address  this  House 
at  some  length  upon  the  important  question 
which  is  now  engaging  public  attention.  I 
may  in  the  near  future  have  to  avail  myself 
of  the  same  privilege  again.  I  shall  there- 
fore be  brief  in  my  remarks  on  the  present 
occasion.  I  wish  only  to  point  out  to  this 
House  the  not  altogether  unimportant  in- 
sight which  we  can  get  into  the  views  of 
the  Manitoba  Government  from  their  answer 
to  the  Order  in  Council  to  which  this  motion 
of  mine  refers.  As  every  member  of  this 
honouriil)le  'House  must  remember,  it  has 
been  contended  in  some  quarters  that  the 
remedial  order  issued  in  March  last  by  this 
government  was,  in  its  nature,  rather  harsh 
and  mandatory.  It  has  been  contended  that 
tha  proper  way  would  have  been  merely  to 
approach  the  government  of  Manitoba  with 
some  mild  invitation  to  reconsider  their 
policy,  so  as  to  leave  them  freedom  of 
action.  It  has  been  said  that  their 
dignity  was  afironted,  that  tbey  could  not 
afford  to  be  dictated  to  in  the  terms  of 
the  remedial  order.  For  my  part,  1  am 
strongly  of  the  opinion  that  the  remedial 
order  could  not  have  been  milder  than  it  was. 
That  opinion  is  shared,  I  dare  say,  by  all 
those  wi,o  do  not  regard  the  government  of 
a  country  as  child's  play.  But,  hon.  gentle- 
men, this  view  is  strengthened  by  the  action 
of  the  Manitoba  Grovernment  on  the  Order 
in  Council  served  upon  them  in  July,  1894. 
That  Order  in  Council  was  courteous  and 
respectful  and  considerate  of  the  provincial 
rights  and  dignity.  It  was  an  appeal  to 
their  sense  of  justice,  based  upon  the  earnest 
and  most  solemn  representations  coming 
from  a  body  of  men  whose  motives,  fairness 
and  ability  cannot  be  impeached.  That 
Order  in  Council  had  been  drafted,  issued 
and  transmitted  in  a  spirit  of  conciliation. 
There  was  nothing  about  it  that  could  be 
construed  as  inconsistent  with  a  due  regard 
for  the  feelings  of  those  to  whom  it  was 
nd dressed.  That  was  the  hand  of  peace  and 
harmony.  That  was  the  material  with 
which  all  the  difficulties  could  have   been 


bridged  over.  The  answer  of  ihe  Manr.j 
Government,  however,  has  been  the  rr.?r- 
of  conciliatory.  When  the  papers  i- 
brought  before  this  House,  it  will  besr-^ 
that  no  attention  whatever  was  paid  to  t.  • 
character  of  the  petitioners  or  to  their  i--- 
claims.  It  affirmed  in  language  which.  \ 
regret  to  say,  had  about  it  an  air  of  iiL» 
dence  in  keeping  with  the  injn-stice  don?  •; 
the  legislation  complained  of  ;  it  reaffiniH 
the  policy  of  the  Government  of  Maci'.'i: 
as  embodied  in  their  laws  of  1890,  oi. 
expressed  their  determination  to  refasei- 
any  time  in  the  future  to  take  into  consid-n- 
tion  the  grievances  of  the  Catholics.  7?=' 
was  the  substance  of  the  answer.  In  tV 
meantime,  the  Catholics  of  Manitoba  ths 
selves  approached  the  local  government  i 
the  saine  spirit  of  conciliation.  One  dar- 
on  the  11th  day  of  September,  1894— ti*; 
marched  up,  over  500  in  number,  silent  ai-' 
with  dignity,  to  the  legislative  buildiD.^ 
Then  and  there  a  petition,  signed  by  near.y 
4,000  people,  was  presented  to  the  govert 
ment  praying,  in  unequivocal,  but  at  tir 
same  time  courteous,  terms,  for  such  anit'iju- 
ments  to  their  laws  as  could  relieve  us  /»« 
the  disabilities  wo  have  been  laboariii; 
under  for  the  last  five  years.  Here  i<  «r 
petition  : 

To  the  Honourable 

The  Premier  and  Members 

of  the  GovemnieDt  of  Manitoba. 
We,  the  undersigned  Catholics  of  the  protic.v 
of  Manitoba,  do  respectfully  represent  :— 

1.  That  we  are  unable,  from  motives  of  cooscitt- 
tions  convictions,  to  participate  in,  or  derive  any 
benefit  from  a  system  of  education  as  now  canirl 
on  under  the  Public  School  Act  of  1890  and  aoKoi- 
ments  thereto. 

2.  That  the  heavy  pecuniary  sacrifices  »iti 
which  Catholics  throughout  the  province  fc»;' 
been  burdened  in  consequence  of  said  laws,  for  x** 
last  four  years,  even  through  the  financial  stria 
gency  of  the  present  time,  must  remove  any  douk 
as  to  the  earnestness  of  their  feelinf^  and  conviDic 
your  Government  of  the  gravity  of  their  (^rievsntn- 

3.  That  without  sharing  your  petitioners'  relit 
ious  convictions  that  the  taxation  of  Catholics f'.- 
schools  acceptable  only  to  Protestants,  is  "•*; 
oppressive  and  unfair,  your  government  vmsx  i*' 
that  they  can  no  longer,  in  their  own  concifn* 
legitimately  carry  on  the  system,  the  result  rt 
which  is  injustice  and  oppression. 

4.  Therefore,  your  petitioners,  as  free  h*" 
British  subjects,  do  enter  their  firm  uitlfol«"ii 
protest  against  this  unfair  treatment  it  y'"" 
hands ;  and  do  respectfully  and  earnest!^'  ;"','■■ 
that  your  government  take  into  their  asrious  c«i- 
sideration  the  grievances  of  the  Catholics  of  this 
province,  and  do  pass  such  legislation  M  i"V '' 
necessary  to  remedy  such  grievances  to  their  M 
extent,  and  do  assure  to  the  aaid  popalstion  i» 
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viW  respect  of  their  rights  and  conscientious  feel- 
ni^s,  tlie  use  of  their  school  raxes,  of  their  legiti- 
niite  share  of  the  public  money  voted  for  educational 
purposes  in  this  province,  and  your  petitioners,  as 
n  «luty  bound,  will  ever  pray. 

The  answer  to  that  petition  was  the  same 
as  the  answer  to  the  order  iu  council  of  the 
Otta'wra  Government — a  total  disregard  for 
the  principles  of  justice  and  for  the  feelings 
of    a,    whole  class  of  the  population,  an  an- 
nouncement of  their  determination  not  to 
retrace    in    any    way    their   steps.      There 
should,  therefore,  be  no  wonder  now  at  the 
course  taken  by  this   government   in  their 
remedial  order.     The  ooncilatory  course  to 
■which  they  had  resorted    last   year   having 
l>een    disregarded  and  slighted,  the   experi- 
ment could  not  be  renewed.     The  second  at- 
tempt to  bring  those  people  to  their  senses 
had  to  be  more  definite  and  more  stringent 
in  it.s  character.      Moreover,  it  had  to  be  so 
worded  in  order  to  meet  the  requirements  of 
the  constitution  and  the  judgment   of  the 
Privy  Council,  and  the  government  cannot 
but  bo  congratulated  on  the   firmness  they 
have  evinced  in  carrying  out   so  far   their 
policy  of  redress.     On    former   occasions   I 
have  dealt  with  many  of  the  points  raised 
by  the  local  government  in  their  answer  to 
the  order  in  council  of  July,  1894.    There  is 
no    need  to  go  over    that   ground   again. 
There  is,  however,  a  proposition  which  calls 
for  .some  attention : 

If  the  Catholic  refuses  to  take  advantage  of 
the  public  schools,  and  decides  voluntarily  to 
maintain  another  school,  he  is  exercising  his  own 
judgment  in  the  same  way  as  any  person  who  pre- 
fers to  send  his  children  to  a  private  school,  to  the 
support  of  which  he  contributes.  Neither  of  such 
perBons,  however,  by  so  doing,  gains  any  immu- 
nity from  the  payment  of  school  rates. 

This  proposition  is  altogether  wrong  and 
deceitful.  There  is  no  similarity  between 
the  two  cases.  To  be  identical  they  would 
have  to  arise  from  the  same  conditions  of 
liberty  and  unrestrained  choice.  But  with 
the  law  as  it  stands  now,  we  have  not  this 
free  choice.  When  we  undertake  to  maintain 
another  school,  our  decision  is  not  a  volun- 
tary one.  It  is  not  a  matter  of  taste  or 
preference  only.  It  is  forced  upon  us.  It 
is  the  result  of  the  insurmountable  obstacles 
thrown  in  the  way  of  the  other  schools, 
obstacles  which  are  in  their  character  more 
insuperable  than  if  they  were  physical  ob- 
structions. The  doors  of  those  schools  are  i 
opened  to  our  children  only  on  condition ! 
thattheyshaUbeleft  monthaiter  month,  and  , 
year  after  year,  without  any  religious  educa- 1 


tion.  That  is  against  our  honest  religious 
belief ;  that  is  against  the  doctrines  of  our 
church,  which  has  in  this  country  a  legHl 
status.  Our  conscience,  and  the  future 
happiness  of  our  children,  forbid  us  from 
sending  our  children  to  such  schools.  The 
laws  of  God,  and  the  laws  of  nature  make  it 
a  duty  to  us  to  retain  the  control  of  the 
education  of  our  children,  and  to  give  them 
such  education  as  is  not  inconsistent  with 
our  religious  belief.  But  in  those  schools, 
these  sacred  principles  are  disregarded,  and 
they  are  opened  to  us  only  on  condition  that 
we  should  also  disregard  them.  This  con- 
dition being  impossible  of  acceptance,  it  con- 
stitutes a  barrier  between  such  schools  and 
the  Roman  Catholic  parents  and  their  child- 
ren. It  makes  those  schools  truly  exclusive, 
to  Catholic  consciences,  and  being  exclusive, 
in  matter  of  religious  belief,  it  cannot  be 
claimed  for  them  that  they  are  free  schools. 
If  not  free  schools,  the  maintaining  of  an- 
other kind  of  schools  is  not  a  volunUiry 
act  on  our  part.  Our  decision  lacks 
in  that  case  one  of  the  conditions  which 
the  Government  of  Manitoba  itself  acknow- 
ledges it  should  have  :  it  is  not  voluntary  ; 
and  the  burden  imposed  upon  us  by  'way  of 
taxation,  the  proceeds  of  which  go  for  the 
support  of  schools  which  are  not  available 
to  us,  is  an  injustice,  because  it  is  a  principle 
in  matters  of  taxation  that  all  who  pay 
should  share  in  the  benefit  resulting  there- 
from. That  injustice  works  against  all 
classes  of  Roman  Catholics,  but  it  works 
more  especially  against  the  poor.  The  ricli, 
with  their  money,  can  in  some  cases  get  over 
it,  but  the  poor  cannot,  and  to  them  what  is 
offered  is  nothing  but  the  Hobson's  choice. 
Where  there  is  no  such  restraint  or  condi- 
tion put  upon  the  liberty  of  the  parents, 
when  the  public  schools  do  offer  a  complete 
and  full  satisfaction  to  all  the  claims  of  the 
natural  right  of  the  parents  and  of  their 
religious  belief,  then  any  individual,  having 
some  special  advantage  in  view,  and  deciding 
to  send  his  children  to  a  private  institution, 
does  so  voluntarily,  of  his  own  free-will,  un- 
restrained by  any  moral,  religious  or  physical 
obstacles.  In  that  case,  for  the  sake  of  the 
present  argument,  I  may  concede  that  he 
cannot  claim  any  immunity  from  payment 
of  the  school  rate.  This  is  not  our  position, 
however,  and  the  stand  taken  by  the  local 
government  on  that  ground  cannot  be  sus- 
tained. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 
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GRAND  FALLS  WATER  POWER  AND 
BOOM  COMPANY'S  BILL.      . 

THIRD  RIJADING. 

Hon.  Mr.  PERLEY  moved  the  third 
reading  of  Bill  (95)  "  An  Act  to  incorporate 
the  Grand  Falls  Water  Power  and  Boom 
Company." 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— It  will  be  borne  in 
mind  by  such  members  of  the  House  as  are 
members  of  the  Committee  on  Railways,  that 
there  was  some  discussion  with  respect  to 
this  bill.  It  proposes  to  incorp<;)rate  a  com- 
pany with  a  title  substantially  the  same  as 
that  of  a  company  incorporated  by  the  Legis- 
lature of  the  province  of  New  Brunswick. 
It  occurred  to  me  that  when  these  companies 
came  to  do  business  in  a  comparatively  small 
place,  a  good  deal  of  confusion  would  arise 
and  I  had  intended  to  give  notice  of  an 
amendment  to  be  mo\ed  at  the  third  reading. 
However,  I  ascertained  that  an  hon.  meml)er 
of  this  House,  who  is  a  member  of  the 
compaeiy  incorporated  by  the  legislature  of 
New  Brunswick,  and  another  prominent 
New  Brunswick  gentleman  who  is  one  of 
the  corporators  of  the  New  Brunswick  com- 
pany, had  both  expressed  their  desire  that 
no  change  should  be  made  in  the  name,  and 
I  consequently  gave  no  notice.  I  think  it 
is  well  to  give  this  explanation,  as  some  hon. 
members  may  have  expected  that  I  would 
move  an  amendment. 

FISHERIES  ACT  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

DEBATE   CONTINUED. 

The  order  of  the  day  being  read  •'  resuming 
the  further  adjourned  debate  on  the  motion 
for  the  socond  reading  of  Bill  (67)  '  An 
Act  further  to  amend  the  Fisheries  Act.' " 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT  said  :  Having  been  a 
member  of  a  committee  appointed  some 
years  ago  to  take  evidence  on  this  subject, 
which  so  thoroughly  investigated  the  matter, 
I  appreciate  the  remarks  made  by  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  Rideau  division,  and  here  I 
desire  to  say  that  it  is  quite  unnecessary  that 
he  should  offer  any  explanation  or  apology 
for  the  course  he  has  taken.  We  all  feel  and 
recognize  that  his  action  was  prompted  by 
a  flesire  to  serve  the  public.  We  all  recog- 
nize that  it  would  be  very  much  better  if  all  | 
our  rivers  were  left  free  from  pollution,  in  1 
the  primitive  state  in  which  they   were   be- 1 


fore  civilization  entered  this  lajid.  If  I  <iif- 
from   him   in   the  observations   that   I   . 
about  to  make,  it  is  because  I  am  obb>»ii ' 
recognize  the  facts  which  have  evolved  it  t> 
past  few  years,  and  that   the  legiislation  > 
fore  us  is  entirely  based    upon   exptdiea^.^ 
We  had   all  hoped   last   session,    whej;  tv 
rider   was   added   to  the  government   h.' . 
that  we  would   have   had  an   end   to  tn.- 
question — that  during  the  twelve  njonth.-  t . 
follow  the  action  of  this  House,   the  owif-- 
of  the  saw-mills,  more  paiticularly  tho^^e 
the   Ottawa  River,  would  have  so  chaai--; 
their  mills  as  to  render   it   unnecessary  i'- 
bring  the  subject  up   again.     I  propo;^  ;•• 
confine     my     observations    to     the     n.  -> 
on  the    Ottawa,    because   I   do  not    un<V:- 
stand    the   condition   of    affairs     on   otbrr 
rivers,  and,  I  may  add,   the   evidence  tdv-t 
before  the  committee  referred   almost  cc-u- 
pletely  to  the  Ottawa  River,  and,  theref>:r. 
my   remarks  are  more   directly   pointed  t.- 
t'  is   particular   section,  though,  no  doD.  *.. 
they  are  germane  to  other  rivers  In  Canada 
as  well.     I  say,  we   were  all  very  anxioLs 
indeed,  that  the  owners  of  those  mills  »h<va''i 
have  conformed   to  the  law,    and  I  lielit-v^' 
they  would  have  done   so  had  it  b^^n  p-.T 
sible.     Had  their  mills  l)een  originally   ot«-- 
structed  in  such  a  manner  as  to  enable  thcK 
to  consume  the  saw-dust  instead  of  ihrowir.,- 
it  into  the  water,  they  would  not  have  hesi- 
tated,   by  an   expenditure  of   ten,    twentr 
or    twenty-five   thousand    dollars    to    ciik- 
form  to  the   laws  of   the   land.     Last   year 
I  certainly  thought,  and  it  was  the  genera! 
impression  of  very  many  others,  that  no  sn  a 
amount  of  money  would  have  been  neces-an' 
in  order  to  so  convert  the  mills  that  th'.v 
could  consume  their  saw-dust  by  mean.*^  "-t 
furnaces.     I  have  not  heard  it  controvertrtl 
that  the  evidence  since  last  year  shows  Th*- 
innbility  of  the  mill  men  to  conform  to  ti.e 
law.     It  is  all  in  one  direction — that  it  wis 
utterly  impossible  to  do  so,  except  by  takin.- 
down  the  mills  altogether.     I  may  read  tijc 
statement   made   by    Mr.    Edwards  in  the 
House  of  Commons  (and  he  is  one  who,  <iur- 
ing  the  last  twelve  months,  has  conforme<l 
to  the  law  and  to  a  large  extent,  as  I  shai! 
presently  show)  showing  that  since  this  ad- 
tation   against   throwing  rubbish  into  the 
Ottawa  River  began  there  ha-s  been  a  desire 
and  tendency  to  come  within  the  law.  Tha' 
is,  no  new  mills  have  been  constructed  witli 
a   view   to   getting  rid  of  the  rubbish  In- 
throwing  it  into  the  river.     The  mills  erect- 
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cl  sixxce  1888  have  recognized  that  the  time 
3  limited  within  which  the  public  opinion 
►£  this  country  would  permit  mill  refuse  to, 
>e  th  rown  into  the  river,  and  that  year,  by 
f  ea.r-,  the  number  of  mills  that  would  be 
relieving  themselves  of  rubbish  by  deposit- 
Lug  it;  in  the  river  would  diminish.  Mr. 
Eci -wards  has  two  mills,  at  both  of  which  he 
I > urns  the  saw  dust..  He  recently  purcha--ed 
tlie  Maclaren  mill,  a  very  large  mill  at  the 
Tlicleau  Falls  within  the  limits  of  the  city 
of  Ottawa,  and  in  conformity  with  the  law 
o€  la3t  year  has,  at  a  very  considerable  ex- 
pense, put  up  a  burner.     He  says : 

I  have  ha<l  a  very  long — well  no,  I  will  not  say 
a,  -v-ory  long,  but  a  very  considerable— experience  in 
Six-vv -milling  ;  ami  I  think  I  understand  this  ques- 
tion pretfcy  fairly  well.     Now  the  position  of  the 
ot.l\er  water  mills  on  the  river  is  simply  this  ;  They 
a.r«  constructed,  just  as  water  mills  usually  are,  in 
tl\c  bed  of  the  stream,  in  order  to  get  the  greatest 
licad  of  water  possible.     That  being  the  case,  the 
nis^chinery  is  all  down  in  the  lower  part  of  the  mill, 
ii.ii>.l   during  the  high  water  in  the  spring  of  the 
year,  tlie  water  actually  comes  up  to  the  level  of 
tlie  sawing  floor,  and  is  only  kept  out  of   the  ma- 
chinery  by  the  dam.     Now,  a  great  many   think 
t  hat  it   is  possible  for  gentlemen  owning  mills  so 
constructed  to  dispose  of  the  saw-dust  just  as  we 
are  doing.     From  my  experience,  I  say  that  it  is 
itiipossible.     In  most  cases,  a  very  large  expendi- 
ture, indeed,  would  ))e  refjuired  in  order  to  accu- 
mulate the  sawdust  and  elevate  it  into  the  burners 
to   be  consumed  ;  and,  in  most  cases,  in  fact   in 
iilniost  every  case,   I    think  that  reconstruction 
would  have  to  take  place. 

That  is  Mr.  Edwards's  testimony  on  the 
subject.  That  Ijeing  the  case,  I  felt  we  were 
face  to  face  with  a  very  grave  question.  If 
this  law  is  enforced,  it  means  closing  up  a 
very  considerable  number  of  mills,  not  alone 
on  the  Ottawa,  but  all  over  this  country, 
and  supposing  the  millmen  were  very  great 
oflFenders,  are  we  justified  in  taking  that 
course,  having  in  view  the  magnitude  of 
that  trade  and  the  vast  number  of  people 
who  are  dependent  upon  the  lumber  trade 
for  their  living  1  Because  the  closing  up  of 
the  mills  under  the  Act  of  last  session,  if 
,  arbitrarily  carried  out  at  the  present  time, 
would  mean  the  throwing  out  of  employment 
of  p"rhaps  25,000  people  in  Canada  and  the 
stopping  of  a  large  amount  of  shipping. 
Any  one  who  looks  at  the  figures  of  the 
freight  that  is  carried,  in  the  shape  of  sawn 
lumber,  to  the  United  States  markets  and 
deals  to  the  English  market  and  other 
markets  abroad,  must  rea'ize  that  the 
amount  of  shipping  which  would  at  once  be 
deprived  of  its  ordinary  freights,  would  be 


very  large,  indeed.  It  would  amount  to  a. 
serious  calamity.  The  lumber  trade  of  thi^ 
country  is,  next  to  the  fanning  industry, 
the  largest  in  the  Dominion.  The  export  of  • 
lumber  comes  after  the  expoit  from  the 
farm.  We  take  first  our  cereals  and  our 
cattle,  and  then  comes  in  the  lumber 
industry,  which  has  averaged  from  fifteen  to 
twenty-five  and  thiity  million  dollars  a  year 
for  very  many  years  ;  so  that  the  industry 
is  not  an  ordinary  one,  and,  therefore,  we 
have  to  deal  with  it  very  tenderly.  I  am 
as  anxious  as  any  other  hon.  gentleman  can 
be  to  see  the  rivers  in  the  condition  that  they 
were  in  when  we  found  them  and  com- 
menced to  make  improvements  upon  them 
and  to  navigate  them.  But  there  is  the 
logic  of  facts  that  I  cannot  controvert 
or  fail  to  recognize.  I  recognize  this  fact 
particularly,  that  forty  or  fifty  years  ago 
all  over  this  country,  a  saw-mill  was  con 
sidered  a  most  valuable  industry  on  the 
liver.  Taking  the  Ottawa  River  particular- 
ly, it  was  by  invitation,  strong  pressure, 
that  men  were  induced  to  put  their  money 
in  mills  for  the  benefit  of  the  people  rather 
than  have  our  timber  wealth  sent  abroad  in 
the  shape  of  logs  or  square  timber,  aud  as  a 
matter  of  fact,  at  the  instance  of  the  govern- 
ment of  this  country,  many  of  those  valuable 
lots,  for  instance,  at  the  Chaudiere,  were 
actually  given  away  at  a  nominal  price,  on 
the  condition  that  saw-mills  should  be  erect- 
ed upon  them.  There  was  no  word  then 
about  any  objection  to  the  depositing  of  saw- 
dust in  the  river.  It  was  a  part  of  the 
understanding,  and  so  it  went  on  for  thirty- 
five  or  forty  years  until  we  found  very 
serious  injury  and  damage  being  done  on 
the  river ;  and  public  opinion  then  at  once 
made  a  demand  that  it  must  be  stopped. 
No  doubt  public  opinion  was  right  in  the 
main,  but  there  is  such  a  thing  in  the 
country  as  having  regard  for  vested  interests, 
and  certainly  if  the  observation  can  be 
applied  to  any  industry  it  can  be  applied  •  to 
the  lumber  trade,  for  the  condition  actually 
imposed  upon  the  acquisition  of  a  hydraulic 
lot  at  Ottawa  was  the  building  of  a  saw-mill 
— no  other  mill,  because  at  that  particular 
time  that  was  the  industry  that  public  at- 
tention was  directed  to — rather  than  allow 
the  timber  to  be  sent  out  of  the  country 
with  the  workmanship  that  it  received  in 
the  square  state.  So  that  we  have,  in  the 
consideration  of  this  question,  that  impor- 
tant feature  to  bear  in  mind.      Since   the 
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meeting  of  that  committee  some  few  years 
ago,  the  amount  of  saw-dust  thrown  into  the 
river  has  considerably  diminished,  very 
largely  diminished.  I  do  not  think  there  is 
one-half  as  much  to-day  as  there  was  then, 
so  that  hon.  gentlemen  will  notice  that 
the  evil  at  all  events  is  being  diminished. 
My  observation  may  not  apply  to  other 
localities.  Hon.  gentlemen  who  are  fami.iar 
with  the  rivers  and  streams  in  the  other  parts 
of  the  Dominion  will  know  whether  that  is 
the  case  elsewhere.  Ever  since  public  at- 
tention has  been  called  to  the  importance  of 
keeping  the  rivers  free  from  pollution,  in  the 
construction  of  new  mills  they  are  being 
built  so  that  they  will  not  deposit  their  saw- 
dust in  the  river,  and  it  has  probably  checked 
the  erection  of  mills.  Since  that  time  Mr. 
Booth's  mill  has  been  burned  and  it  has  not 
been  rebuilt.  The  site  which  that  mill  occu- 
pied, the  first  hydraulielots  on  the  left  hand 
side  before  you  come  to  the  Suspension  bridge, 
was  probably  one  of  the  best  in  the  country. 
The  logs  came  in  at  the  west  end  and  were 
converted  at  the  mill  into  boards  and  manu- 
factured and  shipped  at  the  other  end  in 
barges  that  carried  them  to  Burlington, 
Albany  and  other  points  where  ready  sales 
were  made.  So  that  particular  site  was  pro- 
bably the  best  adapted  for  the  trade  that 
any  one  could  select.  That  miU  has  not  been 
rebuilt,  and  will  not  be  rebuilt,  I  believe, 
in  view  of  the  change  in  the  law.  The  last 
mill  that  Mr,  Booth  built  was,  I  believe,  one 
of  the  best  mills  in  the  country  and  cost  in 
the  neighbourhood  of  $250,000,  but  unfor- 
tunately it  went  up  in  smoke. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)-I  think 
they  are  rebuilding  it  now. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— No,  not  for  a  saw-mill. 

Hon.  Mr.  ANGERS— They  are  putting 
up^a  foundation  without  determining  what 
building  is  to  be  put  on. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— In  view  of  the  law,  I 
understand  that  Mr.  Booth  would  not  build 
a  saw-mill  there.  It  would  be  a  defiance 
that  Parliament  would  not  protect  him  in. 
Where  a  mill  goes  out  of  existence  in  that 
way,  it  would  be  highly  improper  to  so  far 
defy  public  opinion  as  to  persist  in  putting 
up  a  mill  without  providing  appliances  for 
consuming  the  saw-dust,  and  I  do  not  think 
there  is  any  chance  of  a  saw-mill  ever  being 
put    on    that   site   again,    unless,    perhaps, 


under  such  circumstances  or  oonditiotis  tar 
the  sawdust  could  be  burned,  but  even  Uri 
1  think  it  would  be  highly  improper,  cz 
sidering  the  inflammable  matter  that  then- , 
in  that  particular  neighbourhood.  I  faari-  l 
doubt  other  purposes  will  be  found  in  ■wL^j 
the  hydraulic  powers  can  be  utilized  vo  gn^ 
advantage.  Mr.  Eddy's  mill,  also  a  Ui^r 
one,  not  very  far  from  Booth's  on  the  utt- 
side  of  the  river,  has  been  converted  int-.  s 
pulp  mill.  There  is  the  Maclaren  miU,  i-« 
the  property  of  Mr.  Edwards,  which  L-- 
been  converted  within  the  last  Twr 
Another  large  mill  that  wasted  their  saw- 
dust formerly,  the  Gilmour  <&  Hugiison  bl-  . 
at  the  mouth  of  the  Gatineau,  I  undersuxs. 
now  bum  their  sawdust.  They  are  isolaJf". 
and  away  from  any  building,  and  them'&r- 
they  can  readily  do  so.  Another  very  lar.» 
mill  at  Hawkesbury,  I  understand,  has  Ivs- 
in  operation  between  60  and  70  years.  Ta- 
third  generation  is  running  it.  The  a^ 
was  built  originally  by  a  Mr.  Hainiir'C 
father  of  a  gentleman  who  was  fonneriT  . 
senator  in  this  chamber.  I  think  we  mu-". 
recognize  the  fact  that  the  agitation  agaiz.-: 
dumping  rubbish  into  the  river  has  Ic- 
productive  of  very  considerable  good.  TL- 
efforts  of  the  committee  will  not  have  faiVi 
as  some  persons  may  imagine,  if  this  law  i' 
allowed  to  pass  and  the  exemption  continue-- 
for  a  limited  period  longer,  because  oac» 
public  opinion  has  been  aroused  on  the  s-k'- 
ject  no  doubt  the  building  of  future  milL- 
will  be  so  arranged  that  the  saw-dust  will  («■ 
disposed  of  otherwise  than  by  dumping  i'- 
in  the  water.  Reference  was  made  to  tk 
fact  that  the  influence  of  the  lumbermen 
was  so  great  that  even  an  injunctiio 
could  not  be  obtained  in  Ontark>. 
The  province  of  Ontario,  recognizing  the 
magnitude  of  the  trade  and  feeling  that  tbt 
closing  up  of  any  of  these  mills  would  be  « 
public  calamity,  did  pass  such  an  Act.  It 
may  be  somewhat  extraordinary,  but  tliev 
did  pass  an  Act  that  even  for  the  offences  fur 
which  legal  measures  could  be  taken  agAin.'^! 
the  mill-owners,  and  as  to  which  in  thf 
ordinary  course  of  our  legal  proceedings  an 
injunction  might  afterwards  follow,  ilw 
power  to  issue  that  injunction  should  lie 
taken  from  the  courts,  and  I  think  th«v 
acted  wisely.  They  acted  on  the  principle, 
that  so  far  as  private  injury  was  concerned 
the  millmen  were  all  sufficiently  wealthy  to 
compensate  the  party  who  professed  to  be 
seriously  injured  by  the  privilege  that  the 
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nillraen  enjoyed  of  throwing  their  rubbish 
Jito  the  river,  and  that  therefore  there  was 
CIO    necessity  for  taking  out  an  injunction, 
bhat  the  parties  were  amply  able  to  pay  all 
compensation.     The    facts    which    I    shall 
point  out  will  clearly  show  that  that  conclu- 
sion -vyjis  perfectly  right.  One  cannot,  there- 
fore, find  fault  with  the  action  of  the  legisla- 
ture,   but  it  is  a  strange  feature  that  after 
^ve    passed    that  statute  last  year,  or  rather 
added  a  rider  to  the  govemmeut  bill  declar- 
ing that  the  exemption  should  be  withdrawn, 
there  was  an  extraordinary  change  in  public 
opinion.     The  moment  the  public  seemed  to 
feel  that  we  were  really  going  to  enforce  the 
law,    they   all  stood   aghast  and  cried  out 
*'  stay  your  hand."    In  the  city  of  Ottawa 
there   were  public  meetings  held  upon  the 
subject.     The  Board  of  Trade  thought  it  so 
important  that  they  met  and  passed  resolu- 
tions, and  I  believe  very  iinanimously  adop- 
ted a  memorial  to  the  government — the  very 
men  that  a  few  years  before  had  cried  out 
against  spoiling  the  river  and  the  injury  to 
the  public  and  the  riparian  proprietors,  when 
they  saw  that  the  law  was  going  to  be  en- 
forced, asked  the  government  and  Parliament 
to  stay  their  hand.  I  will  read  a  clause  or  two 
from  the  memorial  which  they  presented  to 
the  Minister  of  Marine  and  Fisheries  : 

Be  it  therefore  resolved  that  this  board  is  of  the 
opinion  that  if  there  be  any  damage  or  injury  aris- 
ing from  the  practice  of  throwing  saw -dust  or  mill 
refuse  into  the  Ottawa  or  its  tributaries  it  has 
already  been  done  and  that  the  few  remaining  years 
the  industry  is  likely  to  continue  Mall  add  but 
little  if  any  to  existing  conditions,  and 

Tliat  this  board  strongly  protests  against  any 
action  of  Parliament  that  would  tend  to  drive  this 
industry  from  its  present  location,  and  would 
earnestly  impress  on  the  government  our  objections 
to  any  restrictions  that  would  have  this  effect. 

And  it  goes  on  in  the  same  strain  saying 
that  the  public  interests,  which  seemed  a 
few  years  ago  to  demand  that  Parliament 
at  once  should  put  a  stop  to  the  throwing  of 
this  rubbish  into  the  river,  had  changed 
front  entirely.  So  far  as  private  interests 
are  concerned,  I  know  of  only  one  case 
where  any  one  has  taken  proceedings,  and 
that  is  the  case  in  which  we  have  a  petition 
presented  to  this  House.  Strange  to  say, 
we  have  a  number  of  petitions  presented  by 
the  riparian  proprietors,  and  I  have  here  a 
very  long  petition  presented  to  the  Parlia- 
ment of  ^Canada,  professing  to  come  from 
the  inhabitants  of  the  Counties  of  Prescott, 
Ottawa,  ^Argenteuil,   Vaudreuil   and   Two 


Mountains,  that  is,  in  the  eastern  end  of 
Ottawa  Valley.  It  relates  more  to  the 
mills  at  Hawkesbury,  as  to  which  they  pray 
that  the  exemption  should  continue.  They 
take  very  strong  grounds ;  they  say  that 
the  fine  edgings  and  saw-dust  have  been 
dropped  into  the  river  at  this  place  for  90 
years,  without  injury  to  the  inhabitants, 
and  they  believe  that  these  edgings  and  saw- 
dust do  not  injure  the  fish  in  the  river,  but 
that  the  government  dam  at  Carillon  does 
prevent  the  ascent  of  the  fish  from  the  Lower 
Ottawa.  If  the  Act  of  la.st  session  be  en- 
forced, it  must  leave  the  proprietors  of  the 
Hawkesbury  mills  no  alternative  but  to 
close  them,  to  the  great  detriment  of  the 
surrounding  country.  There  are  seven  hun- 
dred men  employed  there,  and  the  annual 
average  cut  is  about  50,000,000  feet.  The 
petitioners  pray  that  the  government  ex- 
empt the  millowners  and  allow  the  edgings, 
saw-dust,  etc.,  to  go  into  the  river,  and 
they  refer  to  a  petition  sent  in  17  or  18 
y<Mrs  ago.  Then  there  is  another  petition 
sianed  by  the  riparian  proprietors  along  the 
Ottawa  River  in  which  they  say : 

We  understand  that  it  has  been  alleged  that  one 
reason  for  such  action  on  the  part  of  the  Canadian 
Parliament  was  that  it  was  injurious  to  lands 
fronting  upon  the  river  and  to  the  inhabitants 
dwelling  upon  these  lands,  and  we  beg  respectfully 
to  state  that  such  is  not  the  case.  Not  only  have 
we  suffered  no  injury  from  the  practice  referred  to, 
but  it  has  been  a  positive  benefit  to  us  insomuch  as 
it  brings  to  our  doors  a  large  quantity  of  material 
suitable  for  firewood,  and  also  deposits  upon 
onr  shores  more  less  sawdust,  which  we  find  more 
very  valuable  for  our  clay  lands. 

Wherefore  we  humbly  pr&y  that  you 
may  be  pleased  to  re-enact  that  provision 
of  the  Fisheries  Act  which  provides  that  the 
Minister  of  Marine  and  Fisheries  may  exempt  from 
the  operation  of  the  Fisheries  Act,  wholly  or 
partially,  any  stream  or  streams  in  respect  to 
which  he  considers  that  its  enforcement  is  not 
requisite  in  the  public  interest. 

While  I  do  not  entirely  agree  with  all  that 
is  said  in  the  petition,  it  is  very  strange  that 
we  desire  to  protect  those  whom  we  are 
anxious  to  relieve  from  the  saw-dust  filling 
up  the  bays  in  the  river  in  front  of  the 
farms,  yet  those  very  people  come  here  and 
ask  us  to  allow  the  saw -dust  to  ccmtinue.  It 
is  rather  singular.  It  is  the  first  instance  I 
have  heard  of  where  the  general  public  and 
Parliament  more  particularly  were  mistaken 
as  to  what  was  the  best  interest  of  the  peo 
pie.  It  must  be  perfectly  clear  that  the 
effect  of  the  deposit  of  saw-dust  is  really  to 
fill  up  all  the  bays  and  to  fill  up  any  point 
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along  the  river  where  there  is  dead  water. 
There  is  no  doubt  that  that  is  the  effect  of 
it.  I  have  heard  no  complaints  about  the 
navigation  of  the  river  during  the  last  seven 
or  eight  years,  nor  do  I  believe  the  naviga- 
tion of  the  river  has  been  seriously  affected, 
because  as  the  stream  is  confined  in  a  shal- 
lower channel,  of  course  the  depth  of  water 
is  really  greater.  Where  it  spread  out  be- 
fore there  are  now  large  deposits  of  saw-dust 
the  effect  of  which  is  to  condense  the  stream 
into  a  narrower  channel.  Those  are  the 
petitions  in  favour  of  the  dumping  of  the 
saw-dust  into  the  river.  There  were  also 
petitions  from  other  parts  of  the  country, 
which  I  have  not  read,  in  favour  of  the 
exemption,  one  from  Nova  Scotia  and  New 
Brunswick,  but  the  only  petition  praying 
that  the  millmen  be  deprived  of  the 
privilege  of  throwing  saw-dust  into  the 
river  is  the  one  from  Antoine  Ratte,  who 
owns  a  boat-house  here  and  thinks  his 
business  is  injured  by  the  continuance  of 
the  practice.  It  is  extraordinary  that  we 
have  no  more  petitions,  if  public  opinion  is 
in  the  direction  indicated  by  the  hon.  mem- 
ber from  Rideau.  Some  years  ago  Mr.  Ratte 
claimed  to  have  sust  lined  damage  to  the 
extent  of  §4,000,  and  he  brought  an  action 
against  some  of  the  millmen  and  recovered 
§3,500.  The  hon.  senator  from  Rideau 
stated  that,  so  far  as  those  private  interests 
were  concerned,  they  were  under  great  dis- 
advantage in  having  to  prosecute  the  mill- 
men.  I  do  not  agree  with  him  at  all.  The 
millmen  are  all  very  good  marks  —  able 
to  pay  any  judgment  against  them,  and  there- 
fore when  damages  can  be  recovered  in 
court  there  is  no  fear  that  even  appeals  will 
protect  them.  Mr.  Katt^  subsequently 
brought  another  action  for  $30,000,  which 
is  pending.  It  is  not  necessary  now  that 
the  question  of  right  should  be  litigated 
upon,  because  in  the  first  action  that  Mr. 
Ratte  brought,  it  went  all  the  way  up  to 
the  Judicial  Committee  of  the  Privy  Coun- 
cil, and  the  right  r.f  riparian  proprietors  to 
claim  damages  wiis  sustained  beyond  ques- 
tion, and  I  am  told  on  good  authority,  that 
the  action  now  pending  for  $30,000  is  simply 
referred  to  an  officer  of  the  court  to  assess 
the  damages.  The  right  that  he  had  to 
claim  that  he  had  sustained  damages  is  on 
record  and  he  has  nothing  to  do  but  prove  the 
damages.  I  understand  that  Mr.  Ratt^  has 
been  approached  more  than  once  to  sell  out 
his  property,  but  Mr.  Ratt^,  has  declined  to 


sell,  and  one  would  think    it    was  rat^tcr 
good  thing  to  own  a  property  of  that  kk. 
Whenever' you  wanted  a  fe'w  tboosaod  : 
lar.*,  all  you  had  to  do  w-as  to  go  to  a  lir.- 
and  institute   proceedings    again.st   weai::- 
men    who   had    to    pay     on    damage?  ';- 
ing    assessed.      There   is     no     trouWt 
getting     a      lawyer     to      take      up    >: 
a   case   as   that.       The   right    to  dami?- 
being  established,  it  is  simply  the  aicici 
that  has  to  be  proved.     Under  those  o-'ii. 
tions,  I   do   not  think  that    Mr.   R«tt-  :• 
entitled   to  very   much  of   our  sympatl- 
The  petition  of  the  mill-owners,  addrt-^'- 
to  the  members  of  both  Houses,  sets  ionl . 
fact  which  I  need  not  repeat,  as  to  the  ri.-r 
they  acquired  a  long  time  ago  under  -'t- 
belief   that   they   were  to  be    allowed  '.  - 
privilege  of  disposing  of  their  saw-du-t  i" 
throwing  it  into  the  river,  and  xher  <*•■■- 
further    to    quote    the    authority  of   M- 
Fleming,  who  has  made  a  report  on  the  wh  - 
subject.      I   daresay   hon.   gentlemen  w'l- 
take  any  interest  in  this  question  have  *^t. 
Mr.    Fleming's   report,   and    whether  titf 
agree  with  the  full  conclusions  at  which  1  ■ 
has  arrived  or  not,  the  effect  of  a  report  a 
a  gentleman  of  his  standing  on  one's  jvid;- 
ment  i«,  I  am  bound  to  say,  very  consiur: 
able.     He  gives  the  depth  of  the  river  \: 
diHerent    points    during    a   long   serie-  •: 
years,  and  shows  that,  so  far  as  the  nar:.'..- 
tion  is  concerned,  it  has  not  been  serinUi'; 
interfered    with.       There    is   one   sinsu-i. 
feature  about  it,  that  the  men  who  navig*'' 
the  river  have  not  made  any  complaint  ■< 
recent  years — not  within  the  last  four'.': 
five  years.     Of  course,  a  good  many  of  thfs 
are  engaged  in  that  very  traffic,  takini;  tb 
sawn   lumber   away    from    the   mill-s  &■•'• 
naturally,  they  would  put  up  with  a  grf*" 
deal  of  inconvenience  rather  than  gmniu' 
with  the  carrying  on  of  a  business  in  »"b'- 
they  are  so  deeply  interested,  but  there  if 
other  steamers  on  the  river  and  we  have  h.i'i 
no   complaints  from  the  owners   of  thc« 
boats  that  the  navigation  has  been  imj*"!"' 
by  the  saw-dust.     The  mill-owners  say  :- 

In  view  of  all  the  facts,  the  mill-owners  snl* ■'•' 
i  that  the  enforcement  of  the  Act  of  last  ««■:  * 
I  would  be  to  them  most  unjust  anil  in  the  |iu'i' 
]  interest  an  unnecessary  and  unjustifiable  ptiiw' 
I  ing,  established  as  their  mills  have  been,  umirt ' 
I  state  of  the  law  which  permitt<Hl  the  ilisposiiii'  •' 
the  eaw-dust  and  mill  refuse  in  a  nio<le  which  unit 
the  Act  of  last  session  is  made  unlawful. 
I  In  any  event,  and  at  the  very  least,  it  is  fiirjV 
I  respectfully  submitted  that  before  this  prohibiu  " 
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t'liiorcetl,  full  enquiry  shoukl  be  made  with  re- 
iril  to  the  different  mills  as  to  whether  the  repre- 
iitntion  now  made  that  gome  of  them  at  leust 
iimot  without  permanent  stoppage  and  abandon- 
lent ,  or  complete  reconstruction  comply  with  Lhe 
i\v  ,  ami  that  if  such  is  found  to  be  the  case,  then 
l^at  the  law  should  not  as  to  these  mills  be  put 
no  operation,  whilst  as  to  those  if  any  which  can 
•ith  a  moderate  expense  be  rearranged  so  as  to 
oiiiply  Nvith  the  law,  a  reasonably  long  delay 
liouhl  be  granted  before  allowing  the  Act  to  go 
nto  force  as  against  them. 

They  seem    to   recognize  fully  there   that 
pul>lic  opinion  demands  that   a   law  of  that 
tind    should   be  enforced.     All  they  ask  is 
that  Parliament  stay  its  hand  until  it  could 
b*-.     fully   understood   whether   the   change 
could  be  made.     They  do  not  seem  to  object 
to  conform  to  the  change  if  it  is  feasible, 
and  if   it  can  be  carried   out   without   tlie 
absolute  destruction  of  their  mills.      There- 
iore  I  regard  this  question  purely  as  one  of 
expediency,  because  I  am  quite  as  anxious 
as  anyone  can  be,  that  our  rivers  should  be 
free  from  po.lution.      Notwithstanding  the 
statements  of  riparian  proprietors,  I  think 
it  would  have  been  very  much  better  if  there 
had  been  no  pollution  in  the  stream,  but  the 
tendency  of  modern  times,  is  to  get  rid  of 
refuse,  whether  of  cities,  sa.w-mills  or  butcher's 
shops,  by  dumping  it  into  the  rivers.      It 
may  be  possible  in  the  future  that  pollution  i 
of  all  kinds  should  be  kept  out  of  the  river, ; 
be  -ause  I  cannot  but  believe  that  the  huge  ! 
sewage  from  the  city  of  Ottawa,  must  have  I 
an  injurious  effect   on  the  water  which  is 
drunk  by  the  people  to  the  east  of  us — the 
scwage  of  60,000  people  in  this  locality  must 
have  a  very  serious  effect  on  the  water  below 
us.     We  know  that  the  bacillus  of  typhoid  ' 
originates  from  that  \  ery  cause,  and  the  sew-  • 
age  of  our  cities  should  be  disposed  of  in  some 
other  way,   as  they  dispose  of  garbage  in ; 
cities  of  the  old  world  by  burning  and  other- : 
wise.    We  could  on  that  point  take  a  lesson 
from   China.     In   that    densely   populated  | 
country  they  could  not  live  if  they  wasted 
the  garbage  by  dumping  it  into  the  ocean. 
They  turn  it  back  into  the  land,  and  there 
is  no  doubt   Providence    intended  that  it 
should  be  so  disposed  of.     There  is  no  doubt 
that  some  time  in  the    future    those   who ' 
follow  us  will  suffer  from  the  loss  of  fertiliz- 1 
ing  material  that  is  now  practiced.     I  have  ' 
no  doubt  the  time  will  come  when  an  en-  ■ 
lightened  legislature  will  insi.st  on  the  rivers 
being  kept  free  from  pollution.     We  know  j 
the  city  of  Chicago   is   actually   .spending ; 
S20,000,OOO  ('it  may  cost  .?25,000,000)  to, 


.  get  rid  of  the  sewage  of  that  city.  They 
were  turning  it  into  Lake  Michigan  and, 
vast  as  that  lake  is,  they  were  unable  to  get 
pure  water  from  the  lake  for  the  city.  They 
ran  the  in-take  for  miles  into  the  lake,  and 
although  there  is  a  large  supply  of  water 
coming  into  Lake  Michigan  and  flowing 
away  constantly,  yet  the  people  of  Chicago 
find  that  they  are  poisoning  their  water  by 
allowing  the  sewage  of  their  big  city  to  run 
into  the  lake.  They  are  now  cutting  a 
canal  to  send  it  down  to  the  Gulf  of  Mexico. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— They  are  going  to 
sail  canal  boats  down  too. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Yes,  they  find  in  a 
city,  large  and  growing  as  Chicago  is,  that  it 
takes  a  river  to  carry  the  filth  and  dirt  away, 
and  a  river  with  some  considerable  current, 
and  so,  as  my  hon.  friend  observes,  it  is  going 
to  be  used  as  a  canal.  It  will  be  large 
enough  for  ordinary  boats,  and  they  will 
have,  no  doubt,  dams  and  locks  at  various 
points.  But  the  main  object  was  to  get  pure 
water  from  Lake  Michigan  and  the  only  way 
to  do  that  was  to  turn  the  sewage  off  in 
another  direction. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALLAN — What  about  those 
places  and  people  where  the  filth  is  going  to  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Why  do  they  not  re- 
bel 1  That  is  what  I  cannot  understand. 
They  remain  quiet  until  the  poisoned  stream 
is  passing  by  their  doors,  carrying  fevers 
along  to  the  banks  of  the  Missi.ssippi.  There 
the  large  body  of  water  will  probably  relieve 
it  of  its  impurities.  I  have  referred  to  the 
case  of  Chicago  as  an  illustration  of  the 
effect  of  throwing  pollution  into  the  water. 
I  do  not  hesitate  to  say  that  Montreal  will 
one  day  protest  against  the  filth  of  cities  and 
towns  above  it  being  dumped  into  the  water 
and  the  pi  actice  will  be  stopped.  Not  alone 
sawdust  but  everything  else  will  have  to  be 
excluded  from  our  rivers.  We  have  to 
deal  with  things  as  we  find  them  to-day  and 
the  state  of  the  public  opinion  of  the  hour. 
I  propose  to  support  the  government's  bill 
simply  on  the  ground  of  expediency,  simply 
because  I  feel  that  we  are  face  to  face  with 
a  serious  calamity  if  we  put  it  in  force.  How- 
ever desirous  we  may  be  to  keep  the  saw- 
dust out  of  the  rivers,  few  of  us  would  be 
willing  to  see  30  or  40  of  the  mills  of  this 
country  closed  up  to-morrow  in  view  of  the 
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largeamount  of  capital  investedinthem  under 
the  belief  that  they  were  to  be  free  to  dump 
their  saw-dust  into  the  river.  No  doubt  the  ac- 
tion of  the  committee  a  few  years  ago,  and  of 
the  amendment  made  at  the  instance  of  the 
hon.  member  from  Rideau  division,  has 
been  productive  of  a  large  amount  of  good. 
His  amendment  last  year  was  supported 
almost  universally  in  this  chamber.  I  know 
I,  myself,  was  a  warm  advocate  of  it ;  I  had 
hopes  that  the  warning  given  would  have 
brought  about  a  change.  I  recognize  now 
that  it  was  utterly  impossible,  that  there 
were  difficulties  in  the  way  which  could  not 
be  overcome,  and  so  I  bow  to  the  doctrine 
of  expediency,  but  I  think  we  have  impress- 
ed the  public  mind  and  the  mill-owners  with 
the  fact  that  the  time  is  coming  when  the  nui- 
sance must  be  stopped.  All  that  is  asked  for 
in  the  bill  is  a  stayfor  two  years.  Whether  the 
change  will  come  within  that  time  or  not,  I 
cannot  say.  I  cannot  say  whether  it  is  pru- 
dent to  say  two  or  more ;  we  must  let  the 
future  take  care  of  itself.  Still  I  think  it 
is  wise  to  warn  the  mill-owners  that  the 
rivers  of  the  country  must  be  kept  free  from 
pollution. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALLAN — It  may  seem  presump- 
tuous for  anyone  who  is  not  personally  conver- 
sant with  all  the  facts  of  this  knotty  saw-dust 
question  to  venture  to  give  any  opinion  of 
his  own  upon  it.  Moreover,  since  this  de- 
bate began,  so  many  contradictory  state- 
ments have  been  made  with  respect  lo  the 
facts  that  one  finds  himself  more  at  a  loss 
than  ever.  However,  as  one  of  those  who 
voted  for  the  amendment  of  the  hon.  gentle- 
man from  Kideau  last  year,  I  should  like 
again  to  state  the  reasons  which  moved  me 
to  do  so,  and  which  have  very  considerable 
weight  with  me  still,  with  regard  to  the 
question  now  before  the  House.  Perhaps 
my  first  reason  may  not  be  nonsidered  of 
very  much  weight  because  it  is,  to  a  certain 
extent,  sentimental  or  esthetical  if  you 
choose  to  call  it  so,  and  that  is,  as  a  Cana- 
dian, I  naturally  feel  very  proud  of  this 
capital  of  the  Dominion,  and  every  one  will 
agree  with  me  when  I  say  that  the  position 
of  these  buildings  on  the  banks  of  this  mag- 
nificent river  and  the  scenery  surrounding 
it  are  all  unique,  and  we  are  proud  to  show 
it  to  strangers  when  they  come  to  this  part 
of  Canada  ;  but  one  can  scarcely  look  down 
on  the  river  which  flows  at  the  foot  of  the 
cliff  and  see  it  choked  up  with  slabs  and 


saw-dust  without  feeling  very  great  r^:y  \ 
that  it  should  be  so  disfigured  and  a  s'.ru.  I 
desire  that  this  state  of    things  shcx--. 
put  an  enil   to.     Then,  again,  the  go'< 
ment  of  this  country  have   spent  a  p 
deal  of    money,   and  very    properly  s.i  • 
the   preservation  and  development  of  •: 
fisheries     of    the    Dominion.        The    '—■ 
was,   when    there    seemed     every    pr"-i*' 
that  in  many  of  our  large  rivers — the  r.:- 
running  into  the  St.  Lawrence  especi^L^  - 
salmon  fishing  was  likely  to  be  almo>i :.: 
pletely  destroyed.     Since  that  time  the  :- 
ernment  have,  in  the  most  laudable  nuLi-: 
taken  every  means  in  their  power  topn.'r 
those  fisheries,  and  not  only  that,  but  tr 
gone  further  and  done  a  most  excellent »  '■. 
in  every  part  of  the  Dominion  in  stocfct. 
the  various  rivers  with  the  fry  of  the  diS-r-/ 
fish,  thus  adding  very  largely  to  ourresoar- 
Therefore,  one  would  naturally  suppose  th  • 
the  preservation  of  the  fisheries  on  wbi-'j  - 
much  care  and  expense  have  been  be#K'»'. 
would  naturally  be  a  very  strong  reasac  .'-• 
deed   for  prfiventing   the   pollution  ai  t:. 
streams  where  those  fish  are  to  be  ion. 
but  we  have  heard,  since  this  question  U- 
been   before  the  House,    some  statomrs'- 
which  I  confess  rather  astounded  me.    ^^■ 
have  been  told,  in  fact,  that  the  saw-di-' 
rather  agrees  with  the  fish — that  the  fii  * 
not  dislike  it,  and  so  far  from  the  sai--oi-: 
in  the  Ottawa  having  affected  the  abuudii 
or  quality  of  the  fish,  on  the  contrary  tbefc- 
ha  ve  rather  i  ncreased.     As  I  said  l>ef ore,  it  -• 
rather  presumptions  for  anybody  who  i«  J ' 
personally  acquainted  with  the  facts  t<i  t«' 
exception  to  such  extraordinary  statenirnt< 
but  it  is  contrary  to  all  one's  preconoei'"!'; 
notions,  and  all  that  one  has  ever  read  orhn.- 
on  the  subject,  or  that  has  hitherto  lieen  it'-'- 
necessary  to  be  done  on  fishing  stream^ ' 
preserve  them  from  pollution.     Then,  ajpi'- 
with   respect  to  the  na-vigation  of  the  riwf 
we  are  told  positively  that  it  has  not  l*' 
interfered  with  in   any  way   by  the  f>' 
dust  deposits.     On   the  contrary,  the  1** 
niember    from  Ottawa  has  told  us  that,  ■ 
far  as   that  goes,  the   navigation  has  1«- 
rather  improved  !     These  deposits  have  nsr- 
rowed  the   channel,  and  as  the  wst#r<'<*' 
not  extend  into  the  bays  on  either  side  as :' 
once  did,  it  is  deeper  in  the  channel  betswn 
the  two  banks  of  saw-dust  I     That  is  aiwtli*' 
thing  as  to  which  one  may  feel  excu.«e<i  n 
he  is  puzzled   to  decide   where  the  tnitn 
really  lies.     Then,  again,  we  have  been  tw 
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sLt,  ■w^e  have  the  opinion  of  Mr.  Sandford 
.eming,   and   nobody    would    give  greater 
eigViti  to  the  opinion  of  a   gentleman  like 
Ir.     Fleming  than   I   should   do.     On  the 
jVver     hand,  I  have  the  very  highest  confi- 
3nce  in  one  of  the  greatest  hydraulic  en- 
ineers  of  the  country,  Mr.  T.  C.  Keefer, 
ad    his    opinions  do   not  at  all  agree  with 
nose  of  Mr.   Fleming.     The  plans  and  pro- 
ves of  the  saw-dust  deposits  in  the  various 
arts  of  the  river  submitted  here  last  session 
rhen    this  question  was  before  the  House, 
irhich  Mr.  Keefer  tumished,  showed  to  my 
aind  very  conclusively  that  if  this  nuisance 
s    to    go  on,    the    time    must  come  when 
.he   navigation    of   the   Ottawa  River  may 
>e  very  seriously  affected.      Another  argu- 
nent  which  has  been  used  in  defence  of  the 
practice  has  been  this,    that  at  all  events 
there       is      a      good       deal      of      fishing 
af     a      particular     kind — in     the     river — 
that      all    along    the     banks     the     inhabi- 
tants   have    the   advantage   of   fishing    out 
slahs  and  edgings  and  so  furnishing  them- 
selves with  fire-wood  for  nothing  during  the 
whole  course  of  the  year.     No  doubt  that  is 
a  very  great  advantage  to  those  who  desire 
to  have  fire-wood  without  any  cost  to  them- 
selves,  but  I  do  not  think  it  is  altogether 
a  valid  argument  for  continuing  the  present 
condition  of  things.     I  should  be  the  very 
last  to  advocate  any  measure  which  would 
have  the  eft'ect  of  destroying  the  great  indus- 
try in  which  not  only  the  city  of  Ottawa, 
but  the  entire  Dominion  are  deeply  interested. 
My  hon.  friend  from  Ottawa,  who  has  argued 
this  question  so  ingeniously  that  I  confess  I 
was  sometimes  puzzled  to  know  which  way 
his  conclusions  were  going,   whether  for  or 
against  the  measure,  wound  up  with  a  very 
strong  declaration   that  the  time  is  coming 
when  we  mustlook  forward  to  taking  effectual 
steps  to  stop  the  pollution  not  of  the  Ottawa 
only  but  of  other  streams,  but  whether  he 
considered  it  expedient  to  take  these  steps 
now  was  not  so  clear.     As  regards  the  mill- 
owners  it  seems  to  me  that  they  have  by  no 
means    so    strong    a    case    as     has     been 
stated      to      the      House.       Surely      they 
have  for  years  past  had  warning  of  what  was 
coming,  and  they  cannot  claim  to  have  been 
taken  by  suprise.     It  seems  to  me,  taking  all 
things  into  consideration,  that  if  this  bill  in 
its  present  shape  is  to  pass,   it  would  be  al- 
most better  to  make  the  term  longer  than 
to  fix  it  at  two  years  rather  than  have  the 
law  set  at  defiance,  as  it  has  been,  and  then 


have  the  government  come  down  to  the 
House  at  the  end  of  that  time  and  saying 
"  oh,  two  years  was  not  long  enough  to 
enable  these  gentlemen  to  make  other 
arrangements,"  and  have  the  same  arguments 
used  over  again,  and  used  with  great  force,  as 
to  the  destruction  of  a  great  industry  of  the 
utmost  importance  to  Ottawa.  If,  with  the 
warning  they  have  had,  they  are  not  pre- 
pared to  make  the  change  at  the  present 
time,  I  hardly  think  they  will  be  prepared 
to  do  it  at  the  end  of  two  years.  Another 
very  important  consideration  involved,  too, 
in  the  exemption  proposed  by  this  bill,  is  this : 
that  it  will  be  found  very  difficult  in  operation 
to  make  fish  of  one  and  saw-dust  of  another, 
and  to  enforce  these  regulations  on  one  river 
and  dispense  with  them  on  others.  It  may 
be  remembered  that  an  hon.  gentleman,  not 
now  in  his  place,  from  one  of  the  maritime 
provinces  put  that  feature  of  the  case  very 
strongly  in  regard  to  some  of  the  rivers  in 
New  Brunswick,  and  I  am  afraid  there  will 
be  great  difficulty  if  we  give  this  discretion- 
ary power  in  enforcing  the  law  at  all.  These 
are  the  reasons  which  led  me  last  year  to 
vote  for  the  amendment.  I  am  not  prepared 
to  take  the  responsibility  now  of  voting 
absolutely  against  the  bill  if  the  government 
will  give  us  any  sort  of  assurance  that  we 
may  reasonably  expect  that  at  the  end  of  a 
certain  tine  the  law  will  be  enforced  and 
that  this  is  not  simply  extending  the  privi- 
lege to  those  millmen  for  an  indefinite  length 
of  time.  Before  the  House  is  asked  to  vote 
on  this  question  we  ought  to  have  some  more 
positive  assurance  with  regard  to  that  point 
than  we  have  had  as  yet. 

Hon.  Mr.  VI  DAL — I  concur  so  fully 
in  the  sentiments  expressed  by  the 
hon.  member  from  Ottawa  that  it  seems 
hardly  necessary  to  say  anything  moie  on 
the  points  to  which  he  has  referred,  but  at 
the  same  time  I  think  it  is  very  well  that 
attention  should  be  given  to  some  features 
of  the  question  which  have  not  attracted 
sufficient  attention.  In  the  first  place,  we 
must  not  forget,  while  so  deeply  interested 
in  the  River  Ottawa,  that  the  measure  has 
reference  to  the  whole  Dominion  of  Canada 
and  that,  beautiful  and  grand  and  interest- 
ing as  the  Ottawa  River  is,  there  are  other 
rivers  which  we  have  to  think  of  and  the 
circumstances  of  which  are  such  as  to  require 
very  careful  consideration  before  an  Act 
such  as  the  one  which  was  passed  last  session 
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should  be  really  enforced  upon  them.  There 
are  very  many  rivers  throughout  Canada 
where  the  throwing  of  slabs  and  saw-dust 
into  them  would  not  be  attended  by  any  of 
the  bad  results  which  it  is  claimed  has  been 
the  case  here  in  Ottawa. 


Hon. 
they  1 


Mr.    KAULBACH— Where    are 


Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL — Many  rivers  which 
are  not  navigable  at  all  and  cannot  be  made 
navigable.  Many  rivers  which  have  no  fish 
in  them,  unless  maybe  the  few  perch  and  fish 
which  frequent  inland  waters.  It  is  well  to 
renieml>er  also,  and  our  attention  has  been 
directed  to  the  fact,  that  there  are  large 
rivers,  such  as  the  St.  John  and  St.  Clair, 
on  the  border,  where  other  rights  than 
Canadian  rights  exist,  and  where  no  such 
restrictions  exist  on  the  other  side,  and 
it  requires  consideration  before  any 
severe  or  drastic  legislation  should  be 
enacted  here.  I  concur  with  one  sentiment 
expressed  by  the  hon.  member  from  York, 
althougli  on  quite  a  different  ground,  and 
that  is  that  I  am  dissatisfied  as  to  the  limit 
of  two  years.  In  my  opinion  there  should 
be  no  time  limit  whatever — that  this  is  a 
matter  which  should  be  left  to  the  discretion 
of  the  existing  government.  I  believe  that 
any  government  would  be  guided  by  public 
sentiment  and  public  opinion,  and  I  would 
quite  willingly  leave  the  settlement  of  such 
a  question  to  the  government's  responsibility, 
to  the  people  and  to  parliament  for  any  action 
which  they  take  in  exempting  any  streams. 
Two  years  after  this  the  same  question  may 
come  before  the  House  again,  not  so  much 
from  Ottawa  as  from  other  places  where  the 
existing  law  could  only  be  applied  to  the  great 
disadvantage  of  the  country  in  general.  Of 
course  if  we  were  to  accept,  without  some  re- 
servation, the  terrible  indictment  which  the 
hon.  member  from  Rideau  brings  against 
this  saw-dust  dumping  into  the  Ottawa  we 
might  well  stand  appalled.  From  the  earn- 
estness and  force  with  which  his  views  were 
expressed,  one  would  suppose  that  some  terri- 
ble injury  has  been  done — that  unlimited  de- 
struction of  fish  has  been  carried  on,  the  pub- 
lic health  jeopardized  and  the  navigation  of 
the  Ottawa  likely  to  be  entirely  stopped.  Is 
it  not  very  extraordinary  that,  in  the  face 
of  such  a  calamity,  affecting  the  country  so 
seriously,  and  more  especially  the  inhabi- 
tants between  Ottawa  and  Grenville,  that 


we    have    not    before    us     petitions  •  . 
the  people  interested  in   navigatioa  t*   . 
us  that  the  navigation  has  been   is',r- 
causing  them  serious  loss  aad   difficoln  - 
that  their  rights  have  been  affected  '   ', 
not  wonderful  that  we  have  not  prfr- 
here  from  fisherman   telling  us  that  t-. 
business  has  been  destroyed.      But  lb*."* . 
been  nothing  of  the  kind      Should  n'-t  : 
expect  that  the  parties  living  along  the  h  u. 
of  the  river,  whose  interest  it  is  said  or-  ■ 
injuriously  affected,  would  come  here  ati  i 
for  protection  1     It  is  wonderful  that  w- 
not  find  boardsof  health  coining  hereatd:'  • 
testing  against  the  injurious  effects  <i:  * 
nauseous  vapour  from  these  saw-dust  def—  ■ 
in  the  river  if  the  health  of  the  people  ij  '>'■'■. 
jeopardized  by  the  practice  of  throwir.;-'.. 
and  sawdust  into  the  river?     The  «'.» 
Ottawa  is  as  healthy  to-day  as  it  ^n- : 
years  ago,  perhaps  a  little  healthier.    I  - 
not  see  any   evidence  that  the  injorie?- 
dwelt  upon  have  any  real  existence. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLEMOW— Has  the  hon.  >-- 
tleman  read  the  evidence  produced  here  '•- 
fore  the  committee  appointed  by  the{>enr 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL— If  I  have  not  re»i 
I  have  heard  it — four  hours  of  it 

Hon.  Mr.  CLEMOW— Have  you  resi.' i: 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL — Yes,  and  other  f- 
dence  too  1  Does  that  evidence  prove  any  •■ 
the  assertions  made  by  those  people!  I  say  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  CLEMOW— I  say  yes. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL — It  is  a  matter  ■: 
opinion. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLEMOW— There  have  b(« 
several  petitions  sent  in  to  the  govemmes: 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL— I  did  not  intern;;- 
the  hon.  gentleman  in  the  four  hoars  that  b 
was  speaking. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLEMOW— I  merely  cortw* 
you. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL— You  need  not  corttf 
me.  I  think  the  hon.  member  from  Ott»" 
has  made  it  so  plain  that  it  is  of  little  ai- 
sequence  whether  I  say  anything  or  not,'*' 
I  have  the  right  to  express  my  opinion  iW 
I  propose  to  do  it.  Speaking  of  the  g"*' 
difficulty,  which  the  public  will  be  OK' 
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nterested  in  than  any  other,  the  rights  of 
lavigation,  no  person  disputes  that  the  saw- 
lust  is  deposited  in  large  quantities  in  the  bays 
md  other  parts  of  the  river,  where  the  cur- 
I'eiit  is  not  veiy  strong.     Does  that  atlect 
the    navigation  of  the  river  1     Do  we  hear 
complaints   from   the  people  interested   in 
that    navigation?     I  have   heard   none.     I 
think  that  would  be  a  complaint  which  would 
receive  the  attention  of  the  House  if  there 
■was     such   a    complaint.     My   hon.    friend 
attaches  very  little  importance  to  Mr.  Sand- 
ford   Fleming's  report.     This  is  one  of  the 
cases    where   I   take  a  decidedly  opposite 
ground  from  him.  for  I  place  the  utmost  con- 
fidence in  Mr.  Fleming's  report.     When  a 
man  in  his  position,  a  man  of  his  character 
and  attainments  in  engineering,  will  make 
any  statements  over  his  own  signature  I  con- 
sider myself  bound  to  receive  them.      I  am 
by    profession  a   surveyor  and  understand 
something  of    surveying    and   engineering. 
My  hon.  friend  says  that  Mr.  Fleming  was 
never  upon  the  river  at  all ;  I  do  not  know 
whether  he  is  correct  in  that  statement,  but 
at  the  same  time  if  he  were  correct  it  does 
not  affect  his  report.     When  I  was  engaged 
in  making  a  sounding,  I  did  not  take  the 
line  in  my  own  hands.  I  had  assistants  for 
the  accuracy  of  whose  work  I  was  respon- 
sible.      And    surely    we    would    not    say 
that  Mr.  Fleming's  report  was  not  to  be 
considered  because  Mr.    Fleming  did   not 
take   the  line  in  his  own  hands  and  sound 
tlie  river.     He  sent  people  in  whose  skill 
and   integrity  he    could    rely,    and    upon 
their  work  he  b^sed  his  report.     That  is  the 
proceeding  which  is  generally  followed,  and 
no  one  thinks  of  questioning  a  report  made 
by  a  properly  qualified  person  because  the 
information  in  that  report  has  been  gather- 
ed through    agents    and   instrumentalities 
under  his  control  and   for  which  he  is  res- 
ponsible.    Mr.  Fleming  admits  that  in  one 
particular  spot,  where  the  canal  comes  down 
into  the  river,  there    is  an   impedient   of 
sunken  saw-dust  which  is  not  carried   away 
by   the  current,   and  which  has  twice  dur- 
ing many  years  required  to  be  dredged  and 
may  require  dredging  again.   £ut,  speaking 
of  the  navigation  of  the  river  generally,  with 
that    one  exception  he  contends  it  is  not 
one  whit  injured,  that  it  is  just  as  free  as 
it  was  40  years  ago.     It  is  a  curious  thing, 
if  this  process  of  obstruction  has  been  going 
•on  for  50  or  60  years  and  in  some  parts  of 
the  river  for  90  years,   that  there  is  yet  no 


accumulation  sufficient  to  arrest  or  interfere 
with  navigation.  Surely  that  should  be 
ground  enough  for  us  now,  under  existing 
circumstances  not  to  be  hurried  into  passing 
legislation  which  my  hon.  friend  from  Ot- 
tawa showed  to  be  so  injurious  to  a  very 
large  and  important  industry  in  our  country. 
The  fact  has  been  referred  to  that  at  the 
present  time,  and  for  the  last  few  years, 
there  is  nothing  like  the  quantity  of  saw- 
dust thrown  into  the  river  that  there  has 
been  in  the  past.  Any  mischief  which  may 
result  has  already  been  accomplished,  while 
they  could  legally  put  these  things  into  the 
river.  It  has  been  going  on  for  some  40 
years,  and  now  I  presume  very  little  beyond 
some  of  the  saw-dust  goes  to  the  bottom 
at  all.  Pieces  of  any  size  at  all — even 
those  broken  up  pieces  of  slabs  that  they 
send  down — are  soon  picked  up,  and  I  do 
do  not  think  any  of  them  are  allowed  to 
soak  and  go  to  the  bottom.  We  can  under- 
stand that  years  ago,  when  slabs  were  nu- 
merous, they  did  form  an  obstruction  to 
dredging.  But  at  the  same  time,  the 
formation  of  the  bottom  of  the  river  is 
such  that  this  vast  accumulation  of  saw- 
dust may  have  occurred  in  the  deep 
places.  There  are  many  places  125  and  150 
feet  deep,  and  of  course  down  there  the 
slabs  and  saw-dust  could  accumulate  without 
injury,  and  Mr.  Fleming  has  shown  that  in 
the  shallower  parts  of  the  river,  the  force  of 
the  current  is  such  that  it  invariably  cleans 
out  any  sawdust  in  the  spring  of  the 
year.  We  have  had  it  brought  before  us 
that  beds  have  been  formed  of  layers  of 
sawdust  and  sand,  showing  clearly  that  it 
is  not  the  sawdust  alone  that  obstructs  the 
navigation  or  fills  up  the  bed,  but  thei-e  is  a 
moving  of  sand  and  gravel  also  going  on 
and  when  we  hear  an  allusion  made  to  the 
actual  ■  stopping  of  the  river — that  we  are 
going  to  lose  the  river  and  have  no  navi- 
gation at  all — it  seems  to  me  really 
ludicrous.  The  idea  of  anything  that 
men  could  put  in  the  river  stop- 
ping it—  even  if  they  drove  piles  into  it  and 
used  all  the  skill  possible  to  stop  the  river, 
the  current  would  sweep  everything  before 
it.  That  current  is  going  on  continually 
during  the  year  with  such  power  and  volume 
as  to  sweep  away  anything  like  saw-dust, 
leaving  the  channel  clear  to  meet  all  require- 
ments of  navigation.  If  it  were  not  so,  who 
would  be  the  parties  most  interested  in 
maintaining  that  navigation  intact  1  Would 
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it  not  be  the  very  men  in  the  lumber  trade  t 
I  presume  nine-tenths  of  the  business  that 
goes  down  the  river  is  their  business  ;  they 
would  be  the  suflFerers  if  the  navigation  were 
interfered  with.  I  do  not  think  the  idea  of 
its  interfering  with  navigation  ia  one  which 
merits  very  serious  consideration  in  this 
House.  Then,  with  reference  to  the  fishing 
I  would  here  remark  that  although  we  may 
laugh  when  people  say  that  saw-dust  is  good 
for  fish  aad  not  injurious,  I  should  like  hon. 
gentlemen  to  remember  this,  that  we  have 
no  scientific  or  certain  statements  which  we 
can  rely  upon  that  saw-dust  is  injurious  to 
fish.  It  has  not  been  shown.  You  cannot 
produce  any  evidence  of  it.  You  can  say 
that  the  experience  of  this  river  shows  it, 
but  it  does  not  show  it.  There  is  very  little 
difference  in  the  fish  taken  from  the  river 
now  and  the  fish  taken  thirty  or  forty  years 
ago. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALLAN — Does  the  hon.  gentle- 
man know  that  1 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL— Only  from  what  I 
read.  I  do  not  know  it  personally,  but 
there  are  certain  things  which  we  know. 
We  know  that  the  Carrillon  dam  is  a  great- 
er obstruction  to  fish  coming  into  the  river 
than  any  saw-dust.  There  is  a  dam  there 
without  any  fish-ways,  and  the  existence  of 
that  dam  would  diminish  the  quantity  of 
fish  above  it,  and  between  that  point  and 
Ottawa.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  slabs  and 
saw-dust  are  thrown  into  many  rivers  with- 
out injury  to  fish.  For  instance,  take  the 
state  of  Michigan.  There  is  no  com- 
plaint there  that  it  is  injurious  to  the  fish  or 
to  the  health  of  the  people,  either.  If  there 
is  a  decrease  in  the  quantity  of  the  fish  now 
in  the  Ottawa  it  is  due  to  the  f  actthat  we  have 
difierent  appliances  for  catching  them.  Nets 
are  used  now  which  were  not  used  many  years 
ago.  This  may  have  the  effect  to  a  certain 
extent  of  diminishing  the  quantity,  but  the 
Ottawa  was  never  what  one  could  call  a  fish 
river.  It  never  was  a  river  where  a  quantity 
of  fish  was  taken  out  to  be  an  important 
article  in  the  market,  differing  in  that 
•respect  from  the  rivers  opening  out  into  the 
ocean,  like  the  Miramichi  and  Restigouche, 
and  others,  as  to  which  the  prohibition  is 
admitted  to  be  necessary.  I  contend  that 
there  is  no  proof  whatever  given  us  that  the 
fish  in  the  Ottawa  River  have  been  diminished 
at  all  by  the  putting  in  of  the  saw-dust,  nor 


is  there  any  scientific  proof  fumisLed  :i.- 
saw-dust  being  put  into  the  river  is  injur., 
to  the  fish.  It  is  an  assumption,  bnt  i  ■ 
proof. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— What  proof . 
you  want  1 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL — I  want  proof  of  sic- 
kind  or  other.     When  a  man  makes  a  <•,••- 
ment  he  is  supposed  to  furnish  proof  of  iL- 
statement,  and  I  say  there  is  no  proof  of -^ 
kind  furnished  of  the  truth  of  the  stAteme:.-. 
and  I  think  it  may  be  dismissed  very  ni^ 
like  the  other.     Then  as  to  the  health  of  ::- 
people — that  is  another  point.      I  do  no:  '-• 
lieve  that  the  putting  of  saw-dust  into  •!' 
river  will  produce  poisonous  efiTects  ;  periau 
it  will  be   rather  the  reverse.     I  do  :>' 
think    it    does    any   damage.      When  r; 
speak  of  the  explosions  taking  place,  and  tbr 
water   being   spoiled,   you   ignore  the  fv. 
that  the  sewage  of  a  large  city,  Ottawa.  .^ 
flows  into  that  river.     Is  not  that  enouci '.' 
poison  the  water  ?     Is  not  that  enou^ii  .v. 
account  for  the  injury  to  health  which  U- 
been  urged  to  have  been  caused  by  the  »<•- 
dust   and  slabs  1     I  do  not  believe  it  u- 
anything  to  do  with  the  health  of  the  citj . 
and  I  suppose  most  of   the   water   that  :- 
drunk   in   the  city  comes  from  above  uk 
Chaudi^re  Falls  where  the  saw-dust  is  thro»3 
in.     There  are  a  few  milk,  perhaps,  in  tkr 
direction,  but  the  water  is  obtained  fnx. 
sway  out  in  the  river,  and  it  is  free  h^oiciifc 
pollution  which  exists  in  the  river  nearer  tr* 
city.     I  think  those  explosions  are  veiy  rwR 

Hon.  Mr.  ALLAN — A  very  valu»K? 
officer  of  this  House  nearly  lost  his  life  ^ 
that  way  in  consequence  of  an  explosion 
That  I  am  cognizant  of.  A  bank  of  saw- 
dust came  up  through  the  ice. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL — How  does  he  kmn 
that  it  was  saw-dust  t 

Hon.  Mr.  ALLAN — In  the  same  w 
you  know  the  6ah  are  not  hurt  by  the  »t 
dust. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL — I  do  not  think  there 
is  any  case  made  out  by  these  strong  state- 
mente  as  to  the  injury  that  is  done  snfficirr.: 
to  warrant  us  in  not  passing  the  bill  ^ 
would  like  to  see  the  river  free  from  the 
saw-dust,  and  I  fully  sympathize  fully  viti) 
the  views  entertained  as  to  the  injury  uow 
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o  the  appearance  of  the  river,  and  the  com- 
L>rt  of  going  about  in  boats,  but,  at  the  same 
ime,  what  is  urged  upon  us  is  that  we  shall 
lot  interfere  with  vested  interests  to  a  large 
xtent  and  jeopardize  the  existence  of  one 
>f  the  most  important  branches  of  productive 
irade  in  our  country.     The  evidence  given  by 
Sir.  £ld  wards,  who  may  be  considered  an  im- 
parti'il  and  experienced  millowner,  has  been 
read  to  the  House.  He  himself  has  put  in  fur- 
naces ithis  mills,  bu  t  tells  us  he  can  do  it  at  his 
place  because  of  the  height  of  his  machinery. 
At  the  same  time,  he  says  it  is  impossible 
for    the   other  millowners  to  put   furnaces 
vrhere  their  mills  are,  without  taking  every- 
thing out  of  them  and  adopting  a  new  system. 
The  expense  of  that  would  be  so  great  that, 
with  diminished  trade  and  the  diminished 
supply  of  logs,  it  would  not  be  worth  while 
to  continue  the  business.    If  the  statute  of 
1894   were  immediately  enforced  I  have  a 
.strong  conviction  that  it  would  be  the  means 
of  driving  from  Ottawa  that  important  and 
lucrative  business  which  has  been  carried  on 
here  for  so  many  years  with  immense  advan- 
tage to  the  city.     I  do  not  think  the  injuries 
which  have  been  sustained  are  so  great  as  the 
injury  that  would  be  done  to  the  enterprise 
and  well-being  of  the  country  at  large  in 
forcing   the  millowners  to  immediately  dis- 
continue their  business  or  to  do  what  they 
think  is  impossible — provide  appliances  to 
consume  the  mill  refuse.     The  nuisance  is 
getting  less  all  the  time,  and  surely  in  two 
years,  with  all  the  reduced  supply,  will  be 
less  than  one-half  what  it  used  to  be.    With 
the  desire  of  everybody  to  lay  hold  of  all  the 
fragments  which  are  thrown  in  and  broken 
up,    the    accumulation    would    hardly    be 
worth  noticing  and  certainly  not  to  be  con- 
trasted with   the  relief    which   would    be 
brought  to  those  engaged  in  the  business  by 
the  adoption  of  the  measures  now  before  us. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCALLUM — Just  one  word, 
the  last  speaker  lays  down  the  doctrine  that 
if  you  make  a  statement  you  must  prove  it. 
He  made  the  statement  here  that  putting 
saw-dust  and  slabs  in  the  river  at  Michigan 
did  not  injure  the  fish.  I  should  like  him 
to  prove  that. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL— I  did  not  state  that 
as  a  fact ;  I  stated  it  as  a  matter  of  opinion. 

Hon.   Mr.    KATJLBACH— I    am    very 
much  surprised  at  the  remarks  of  the  hon. 
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gentleman  from  Sarnia.  I  generally  pay 
considerable  attention  to  him,  and  probably 
receive  profit  and  information  from  his  re- 
marks, but  the  position  he  has  taken  to-day 
^  on  this  question  of  saw-dust  is  to  me  aston- 
jishing,  so  contrary  to  all  the  theories  for 
I  the  protection  of  tish-life  and  the  system 
'  adopted  for  their  preservation.  He  now 
asserts  the  monstrous  proposition  that  it  is 
a  doubtful  question  whether  saw-dust  or 
refuse  thrown  into  the  river  is  injurious  to 
fish.  We  have  been  going  on  the  principle 
for  the  last  twenty  or  thirty  years  of  pre- 
venting saw-dust  being  thrown  into  rivers, 
even  the  smallest  streams.  We  have  spent 
millions  of  dollars  in  guarding,  protecting 
and  stocking  the  rivers  and  streams  and  im- 
posing heavy  penalties  on  every  miller  who 
sufiers  saw-dust  and  refuse  to  drop  into  the 
water.  These  police  regulations  have  been 
executed  with  the  utmost  rigour  in  Nova 
Scotia.  If  the  hon.  gentleman's  view  is  cor- 
rect, we  spend  a  large  amount  of  money  to 
harass  the  poor  millowners  throughout  the 
country  improperly,  unreasonably  and  with- 
out any  just  cause.  He  says  there  is  no 
proof  that  saw-dust  and  mill  refuse  are  in- 
jurious to  fish-life.  I  could  name  a  dozen 
men  who  have  made  protection  of  fish  a  life 
study,  whose  reports  we  have  in  Parliament, 
who  apeak  from  personal  knowledge  and 
say  that  saw-dust-  does  destroy  food-fish.  I 
wonder  what  proof  my  hon.  friend  wants. 
On  every  stream  where  a  mill  stands,  in 
proportion  to  the  quantity  of  saw-dust  going 
into  the  stream  the  fish  are  ruined,  and  it  is 
just  as  important  that  the  saw-dust  should 
not  go  into  these  little  streams  in  the  coun- 
try as  that  it  should  not  go  into  large  rivers. 
It  has  been  said  here  that  this  legislation 
was  intended  for  Ottawa  alone.  The  hon. 
Minister  of  Agriculture  refuted  that  idea ; 
he  showed  that  it  was  intended  for  the  hun- 
dreds of  little  streams  and  unnavigable 
waters  throughout  the  country  which  might 
be  exempted.  If  that  was  the  intention  of 
the  law,  or  the  policy  of  the  government,  the 
action  of  the  river  officers  was  solely  inconsis- 
tent therewith,  why  was  not  that  enforced  by 
the  government  taking  thisinto  consideration 
long  ago  t  Yes,  years  ago — before  we  last 
year  took  that  power  from  the  govern- 
ment. They  had  a  discretionary  power 
up  to  last  year  to  exempt  every  stream  they 
thought  proper  to  exempt.  Why  did  they 
not  take  advantage  of  it  then  1  It  is  simply 
now  diverting  the  attention  of  the  public 
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mind  frum  Ottawa  and  saying  that  the  in- 
tention of  the  government  is  to  apply  the 
law  to  those  little  streams  as  well  as  navig- 
able rivers  in  which  fish  are  of  little  or  no 
value.  I  think  the  government  has  taken 
upon  themselves  a  task  that  they  cannot 
fulfil  if  they  are  going  to  listen  to  petitions 
and  prayers  from  every  part  of  Canada 
saying  that  such  and  such  streams  should 
be  exempted  from  the  operation  of  the 
law.  They  will  attempt  to  act  in  a  man- 
ner which  would  be  impracticable  and  very 
injurious  to  the  preservation  of  fish  life,  be- 
cause it  matters  not  what  government  is  in 
power,  theydo  not  last  forever;  they  are  creat- 
ures of  a  day,  and  we  do  not  know  what  gov- 
ernment will  come  into  power  at  any  time  and 
what  streams  may  be  exempted  from  the 
operation  of  the  law.  Referring  to  Nova 
Scotia,  I  may  say  that  the  exemption  of  the 
Ottawa  has  done  more  to  prevent  this  law 
being  carried  out  than  anything  else.  The 
millowners  tell  us  "  look  at  Ottawa  and  look 
at  the  wealthy  Americans  who  come  over  and 
made  their  money  in  Canada.  Their  weilth 
has  influenced  the  government  and  the  gcv- 
ernment  is  powerless  in  their  hands."  That 
is  the  argument  we  hear  all  over  the  coun- 
try, and  it  works  pretty  hard  in  the  province 
of  Nova  Scotia  to  give  the  Ottawa  lumber 
mill  owners  two  years  more  time  for  dis- 
charging mill  refuse  in  the  Ottawa.  If  that 
had  been  asked  for  in  1888,  no  objection 
would  have  been  raisefl.  The  mill  owners 
never,  by  their  petitions,  asked  that  and 
never  will.  They  talk  of  vested  rights,  and 
never  will  surrender  unless  by  the  strong 
power  of  the  law.  I  believe  the  saw-dust 
is  injurious  to  the  river  and  that  the  policy 
of  tlie  government  is  to  temporize.  If  half 
a  dozen  poor  settlers  in  Nova  Scotia  club  to- 
gether to  put  up  a  mill  for  the  benefit  of  their 
little  settlement,  and  for  their  own  accommo- 
dation, sawing  probably  only  100  feet  of  lum- 
ber a  day,  every  one  of  them  would  be  fined 
cruelly  and  unjustly  for  an  infraction  of  this 
law,  yet  the  large  millowners  of  the  country 
can  go  free.  Why  ?  Because  they  had  power 
and  they  exerted  that  power.  They  are  a  ter- 
ror and  they  have  acted  in  a  tyrannical  way. 
I  believe  that  this  measure  is  simply  tem- 
porizing with  them,  I  do  not  believe  at  the 
end  of  two  years  it  isaintended  to  put  a  stop 
to  t'lis  practice.  The  men  engaged  in  this 
trade  have  had  notice  for  eight  years.  Have 
they  made  any  efibrt  to  comply  with  t*"e 
law  ?    Have  they  asked  for  any  delay  in 


order  to  comply  with  the   law  ?    Na  I'y 
have  set  the  law  at  defiance.      In  thi-  y-: 
phlet  they  circulated  throug-hout  Parliv;- 
they  talk  about  their  vested  rights  and  tb- 
say  that  their  business  is  of  so  mocfa  imp  ' 
ance.     They  employ  a  large  number  of  pt>-.  ■ 
it  is  true,  but  after  all  these  men  are  dn> 
ing  out  a  miserable  existence.      A  fe*  :■  -. 
make  all  the  wealth  and  the    laboureiv  .■ 
just  as  poor  as  when  they  started.    I  %i< 
that  this  industry  is  not  equal    to   anu  i-i. 
in   no   way   compare   with  the    fi-shin;  :•• 
terests  of  the  country.    -  This   mode  cf  i: 
posing  of  mill  refuse  has  been  done  in  a  roi 
less  and  extravagant  manner  and  it  is  -.i2r 
tioned  by  the  government.     It  has  d"*.' 
great  deal  of  harm  to  Canada,    and  caa'r 
damages  in  many  ways.  The  droughts  ttit»- 
have  in  the  country  are  owing  to  the  f'.t-- 
beingcutdown,and  thefreshet8thatoc«rj> 
caused  by  the  forest  being  cut  down.    WL-- 
the  fish  ascend  the  streams  to  spawn,  ir  il- 
cool  water,  but  they  are  prevented  from  a'c : 
up.     All  the   interests   of   the   lumbf.t  i 
have  been  exercised  adversely  in  the  "-Tt 
appliances  of  the  business  to  the  intere<t.«  • : 
the    fisheries.       The   fish    are    accostoan. 
to    undisturbed     water,     and     they    »: 
naturally   go   up   stream    as  far    a*   fi- 
can   go.     The    instincts    of    nature   bnx 
them   up   to    the    cool   water    and    ^^■• 
beds  to  deposit  their  spawn,  and  any  olistn. 
tion  of  the  river  that  prevents  them  it> ' 
getting  there  is  injurious  to  ti»e  fishen-- 
We  ought  not  to  consider  so  much  the  iu:*' 
ests   of  the  lumbermen.     If  we  kept  ■•• 
export  duty  on  logs  and  retained  thtm  ''. 
the  country,  it  would  be  better  than  all"* 
ing  them  to  be  towed  across  and  manafv 
tured  in  the  United  States.     It  is  supplv!:; 
their  market  with  raw  material  which  ««>■' 
Ije  profitably  manufactured  here.    If  wepn- 
vented  that  being  done,  it  would  be  Bim- 
better.     Instead  of  trying  to  husband  ti>- 
industry  we  have  in  the  country,  we  hav 
allowed  it  to  be  destroyed  by  the  Americis- 
across  the  border.     I  feel  strongly  in  tU' 
matter  in  favour  of  the  protection  of  the d-' 
eries.     Every  act  of  this  kind,  by  which )« 
allow  or   encourage   the   throwing  of  inii 
refuse  and  saw-dust  into  the  rivers,  hs  • 
tendency  to  destroy  the  fisheries.     Then  »>• 
have  those  petitions  presented  to  us.    H"" 
absurd  they  are.     They  say  that  the  rffu* 
stuff  going  down  the  river  is  a  benefit  m 
the    people.     You  might  as  well  say  ^^' 
the   refuse  from   your  house   would  be  * 
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snefit  to  the  beggars  of  the  town  who  might 
Lck  up  something  useful,  and  that  therefore 
I  >u  should  not  destroy  your  refuse  but  let 
i  be    cast  out  in  the  highway  so  that  those 
oor  creatures  may  pick  it  up.     That  arga- 
leiit  is  absurd.     We  know  the  tyranny  or 
he     lumber  interest   on  the   Ottawa ;    we 
:no\v     that    those     petitions    are    got    up 
inder    their    influence.      We     understand 
t  perfectly  well.     There  is  hardly  a  man 
vlio      signs    the    petition    who     does    not 
!tiel  that  he  is  obliged  to  do  so.     And  the 
1-epre.sentations  in  those  petitions  are  per- 
tectly  absurd.     It  is  absurd  to  say  that  it  is 
no  injury  to  riparian  rights,  and  ic  is  quite 
Bvident  that  there  is  a  good  deal  of  tyranny 
in   the  treatment  of  Mr.  Ratt^.     My  hon. 
friend  from  Ottawa  repudiates  the  tyranny. 
I  think   it  is  a  tyranny  to  any  poor  man  to 
say  "  we  will  drag  you  to  the  highest  court 
in  the  empire."     A  poor  man  who  has  his 
rights,  if  he  knows  that  he  is  to  be  driven 
f  i"om  court  to  court,  cannot  compete.     How 
can  lie  carry  a  case  on  to  the  highest  court 
without  money  1    We  see  wiiat  Rattd  has 
done.     Some  hon.  gentlemen  have  cast  ridi- 
cule upon  his  case,  but  every  man  has  a  right 
to  have  justice  done  him  and  to  have  his 
rights   preserved.      It   is   a  denial   of  jus- 
tice when  the  lumbermen   tyrannize   over 
everyone   and   say    that    every    man   who 
goes  into  court  to  get  rights  shall  be  driven 
to  the  extremity  of  the  law.      They  say 
"  We  do  not  care  how  much  it  costs,  but  we 
will  financially  ruin  him   before    he    gets 
through  the  courts."    My  hon.  friend  speaks 
of  vested  rights.     Tt  is  vested  rights  in  a 
huge    monopoly     in     a    public    nuisance, 
increasing   every    day    in    a    great    river. 
The   Minister  of  Agriculture    shakes     his 
head  ;  nevertheless  it  is  that.     If  these  men 
were  not  tyrants,  they  would    not  persist 
in  the  practice.     Then  consider  the  extra- 
ordinary concession  to  be  granted  by    this 
bill.      We    are     asked     to    release   them 
from  the  penalties    incurred,   or  to  which 
they  are  amenable  by  their  infraction  of  the 
statute.      It   would  be   a  different  matter 
if  they    showed    any    desire    to    conform 
to  the  law,  and  if  we  were  simply  giving 
them  a  little    time    to   make    the  change. 
But  their  pamphlet  shows  that  they  have 
no  idea  of  changing,  they   never   did  and 
never  will  conform  to  the  law.      The  two 
yean  will  not  suffice.      This  bill  itself  pre- 
tends that  after  two  years  they  are  going  to 
shut    down      and      there      will      be     no 
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more  exemptions.  I  do  not  believe 
that  in  two  years  the  millowners  will 
comply  with  that  law.  If  they  will  give 
us  some  assurance  on  the  subject,  my 
objections  wiU  be  removed,  but  the  govern- 
ment have  not  the  power  to  give  us  such  an 
assurance.  They  can  only  say  whet  they 
will  do  themselves.  I  believe  it  is  simply 
giving  these  millmen  a  new  lease  of  power 
to  exert  themselves  in  the  way  in  which  they 
have  been  doing  to  tyrannize  over  the  people 
and  defy  the  legislature  and  to  act  in  a  way 
which  is  very  injurious  to  the  fisheries.  I 
would  not  complain  about  the  Ottawa  if  it 
had  not  been  a  bad  example  to  the  whole  of 
Canada.  Everywhere  we  are  told  "  Look  at 
the  Ottawa,  right  under  your  eyes ;  look  at 
the  legislation  by  which  you  have  exempted 
the.se  men  year  after  year.  You  h:ive  made 
no  effort  to  stop  the  nuisance,  while  every 
poor  mdlowner  in  the  country  has  been 
obliged  to  change  his  mill  or  shut  down-" 
That  has  been  the  case  in  my  county,  I  be- 
lieve in  the  law  and  I  did  not  sympathize 
with  those  parties  when  they  camo  to  me. 
I  believed  the  law  was  in  the  right  direc- 
tion, and  that  no  saw-dust,  where  it  could 
possibly  be  avoided,  should  go  in  the 
river,  because  it  will  destroy  the  river,  and 
this  government  will  make  a  big  mistake  if 
they  exempt  any  river,  no  matter  how' small 
it  is,  because  the  small  streams  help  the  shores 
and  rivers  with  fish.  We  would  have  no  coast 
fishing  if  it  was  not  for  the  rivers.  The  best 
fishing  is  within  a  few  miles  from  the 
mouths  of  the  rivers.  And  why  is  that  ?  Be- 
cause the  fish  from  the  ocean  are  attracte^l 
by  the  little  fish  coming  down  the  river  and 
they  are  not  only  a  nursery  for  the  fish  but 
they  attract  the  fish  along  the  coa.st.  That  is 
evident.  Any  man  in  Nova  Scotia  who 
knows  anything  about  fisheries  knows  :t  to 
be  a  fact,  and  1  have  more  regard  for  the 
small  streams  than  for  the  navigable  rivers. 
I  would  rather  protect  the  small  streams  in 
Nova  t)Cotia  from  saw-dust  and  mill  refuse, 
because  they  are  nursing  grounds  for  fish. 
It  is  not  in  the  large  risers  where  they 
spawn,  but  up  those  little  streams,  and  they 
will  be  destroyed  unless  you  interfere  to 
protect  them.  The  hon.  Minister  says  there 
are  hundreds  of  streams  where  the  fish 
are  of  no  value.  I  do  not  know  of 
any  stream  in  Canada  where  the  fish  are 
not  of  value.  They  are  all  of  value.  The 
small  streams  are  the  nurseries  of  all  the  fi.sh 
that  go  into  the  rivers.     Of  course  the  little 
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streams  are  not  navigable  waters,  and  I 
hope  my  hon.  friend  will  not  do  anything  to 
prevent  the  fish  going  up  those  streams. 
We  have  spent  a  good  deal  of  money  in 
protecting  the  tish  and  protectingthe  streams. 
We  do  not  go  along  the  shore  to  do  it.  We 
go  up  the  little  streams  and  put  the  fish  in, 
and  if  you  exempt  those  little  streams  from 
the  operation  of  the  law,  you  destroy  the 
sources  from  which  our  great  fishing  industry 
arises. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— The  remarks  which 
I  should  have  made  have  been  made  almost 
altogether  by  the  hon.  member  from  York 
division  and  the  hon.  member  from  Lunen- 
burg, and  naturally  members  of  the  House 
may  suggest  that  I  have  no  business  to  speak 
under  those  circumstances  ;  but  the  question 
is  really  a  very  important  one.  It  is  a  ques- 
tion between  two  of  the  most  important 
industries  of  Canada,  and  it  is,  therefore,  one 
which  should  be  fully  and  carefully  discussed 
and  considered.  There  was  one  thing  which 
struck  me  about  the  speeches,  made  by  the 
hon.  member  from  Ottawa  and  the  hon. 
member  from  Sarnia.  I  listened  to  them 
with  pleasure ;  but  it  seemed  to  me  they 
came  too  late  in  the  day.  If  parliament 
were  called  upon  now  for  the  first  time  to 
decide  as  to  whether  it  should  protect  the 
rivers  of  Canada  or  not,  those  speeches 
would  have  been  very  appropriate.  As  I 
understand  it,  the  speech  of  the  hon.  gentle- 
man from  Sarnia  meant  that  all  the  money 
that  has  been  spent  in  taking  care  of  our 
rivers  and  trying  to  protect  them  from  pol- 
lution was  money  wasted,  and  the  best  way 
is  to  go  as  you  please  :  let  everybody  put 
whatever-  he  likes  into  the  rivers,  and  the 
rivers  will  take  care  of  themselves.  Tlie  hon. 
gentleman  did  not  go  quite  as  far  as  that,  but 
that  was  the  line  which  he  took.  We  began 
to  protect  the  rivers  and  lakes  a  long  time  ago. 
It  seems  to  me  that  all  this  question  about 
whether  saw-dust  was  a  good  thing,  or 
whether  slabs  and  refuse  were  a  good  thing, 
was  considered  by  parliament  and  the  gov- 
ernment several  years  ago,  and  the  govern- 
ment and  parliament  adopted  a  policy 
based  on  the  supposition  that  they  were  not 
good  things,  and  they  forbade  putting  those 
pollutions  into  the  rivers,  except  in  certain 
cases  as  to  which  a  discretionary  power 
was  given  to  the  Governor  in  Council. 
And  then  I  think  the  speeches  of  those  hon. 
gentlemen  are  a  little  late  in  another  way. 


■  This  matter  has  been  before  the  Sen*-' 
more  occasions  than  one.      It  came  i[' 
particularly  in  the  session    of   18^^.  i; 

■  committee  consisting  of  a    number  <  t  • 

I  most  intelligent  and  indef  endent  oierj''-' 
'  of  this  House  was  appointed  to  considtr-. 
1  question.     That  committee    heard  a  -r- 
Ideal   of  evidence  from  person.s    why  »-- 
qualified  to  know  the  effect  of  pat'.in;  ••• 
'  dust  and  refuse  into  the  Ottawa  rivt-r.    /  - 
1  committee  made  a  report,  Mrhich  I  t:?.- 
I  stand  was  unanimous,  to  the  effect  tl.j'  •  ■ 
I  putting  of  mill  refuse  into  the  Ottaw*  n  .■ 
I  pernicious  thing  to  the   river  and  sht>u.  i  • 
I  stopped,   and    recommending    that   go-.-r 
I  ment  and  parliament  take  steps  toprc.'- 
'  this  pollution  in  future.     When  that  i*!--' 
I  was  presented  to  the  Senate,  there  »d- 
I  most  no  dissenting  voice     Then  last  .><^'i : 
'  this  question  came  before  the  House  in  ■■ 
I  nection  with  a  bill  to  amend  the  Fisfatr- 
1  Act.     The  government  had  proposed  in  ci- 
'  bill,  as  it  came  to  us,  to  retain  the  difcre::  •• 
I  ary  power  which  they  had  had  of  exemptx 
I  certain  rivers  from  the  operation  of  ih*"!." 
j  against  the  pollution  of  rivers,  and  this  H--- 
i  asserted  its  independence  and  its  digaitji'  : 
I  struck  out  that  provision  and  inserted  the  i'^- 
I  vision  which  the  bill  before  us  unde^tai^.•' 
I  repeal.  We  have  to  consider  those  thins*  ii'- 
,  bear   in  mind   that   the   government  !»■• 
I  dealt  with  the  matter,  and  we  have  n'.' 
;  with  it,  and  it  is  not  a  new  question  at  -.  • 
]  But  even  if  it  were  a  new  question,  I  thh 

■  that  I  should  not  adopt  the  view  taken  i" 
I  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Sarnia.    Tn'on 

nately,  when  the  people    first  settled  in  ta.- 

country  th^y   did  not  appreciate  the  >'4ic' 

of  the  gifts  which   nature  had  given  tdera 

I  Everybody  knows  that  with  regard  to  tn'- 

I  in  the  early  settlement  of  Canada,  the  ■■; 

;  ject  of  the  settler  was  to  cut  away  »11  't' 

I  trees  in  the  neighborhood  of  his  house  th:- 

j  seriously      injuring      himself,       and    O"* 

people     are    planting    trees     where  il>'' 

ancestors  cut  them  down.    It  was,  go  »s  j" 

please,  till  axe  and  fire  destroyed  the*o"" 

which  were  of  so  much  value  not  onk  ti' 

commercial  purposes,    but   for  agriculiui* 

and  sanitary  purposes.     It   was  the  i^ 

with  the  rivers  and  streams  and  lakes :  'i' 

j  early  settlers  thought   those  things  »e«  ''] 

be  used  or  abused  just  as  they  pleas*<i,  '"•'' 

the  idea  never  seems  to  have  occurred';'' 

the  people  of  those  days  that  trees  tsA  i>^ 

would  ever  be  scarce.     However,  vre  t" 

that  both  fish  and  lumber  are  now  scarce  ^ 
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Ke  Republic  to  the  south  of  us,  fish  and 
imber  have  become,  in  most  parts  of  the 
ountry,  almost  exterminated,  and  they  are 
ryinsj  to  take  care  of  the  fish  and  the  trees 
emaining.  We  are  beginning  to  do  it  now  ] 
n.  a  little  better  time  than  they  have.  \ 
>Vhat  is  the  position  of  the  lumbermen 
if ter  all  1  They  get  grants  from  the  coun- 
try of  their  timber  limits  at  very  low 
ftgures.  They  get  their  raw  material  for 
little.  They     get   their   power    for    no- 

tliing.        The    river    furnishes    them    their 
powrer,    they    paying    nothing   for  it ;   and 
surely  it  is  not  too  much  for  the  rest  of  the 
population  to  saj',   "  you  are  getting  your 
povk'er  for  nothing,  and  the  least  you  can  do 
is  not  to  pollute  the  stream  that  gives  you ' 
your  power."     That  is  not  an  unreasonable 
position  for  the  public  generally,  speaking 
through  parliament,  to  take,  and  that  is  just ' 
the  position  which  I  think  we  ought  to  take. 
The  lumber  interest  is  a  very  important  one 
as  the   hon.  gentleman  from  Ottawa  says  ' 
Next   to  the  agricultural  interest,   it  is  the 
most  important  just  now — at  least,  our  ex- 
ports of  lumber  are  of  greater  value  than.-'ny 
other  except  the  agricultural  exports,   but 
the  fishing  industry  is  one  which,  if  not  quite  ' 
as  important  now,  is  one  of  a  more  perman- ' 
ent  character  if  taken  care  of,  and  will  in  a 
short  while   be  of  more  consequence  than 
lumber  ;  but  the  truth  is  we  can  protect  and 
save  both  interests,  and  that  is  what  we 
ought  to  do.     We  ought  to  see  fair  play  to 
both.      The   hon.    gentleman    from    Sarnia 
made  some  observations  in  which  I  could 
not  at  all  concur,   but  with  some  of  which  I 
do  not  propose  to  deal.     The  hon.  gentleman 
seems   to  think  that  the    fisheries   of    the 
Ottawa  were  of  very  little  consequence,  and 
that  there  were  never  any  more  fish  caught 
here  than  there  are   now.     The   evidence 
given  befor"  the  Senate  committee  was  cer- 
tainly in  a  totally  different  direction.     Wit- 
nesses came  there  who  said  they  could,  at 
one  time,    catch    fish    in    great   quantities 
where     they     cannot     catch     them     now. 
Then  the  hon.  gentleman  intimated  that  the 
saw-du.st  would  be    all    swept   out   of   the 
river — that      it      was      of    so    yielding  a 
nature  that  every  speck  of  saw-dust  would  be 
swept  away  by  the  current.     It  is  a  rather 
singular  thing  that  the  engineers,  who  were 
sounding  the  river  here  for  the  purpose  of 
constructing  a  bridge  across  from  the  pro- 
vince of  Quebec  to  the  province  of  Ontario, 
found  very  large  deposits  of  saw-dust  of  a 


very  pennanent  character,  and  witnesses 
came  before  the  committee  and  testified  that 
certain  islands  had  actually  been  increased 
to  double  their  original  size  by  collections  of 
saw-dust — that  there  were  reefs  in  the  river 
composed  of  saw-dust.  The  hon.  gentleman, 
of  course,  thought  very  little  about  the  fish, 
and  he  thinks  still  less  about  people  who  go 
on  the  river  for  the  purpose  of  pleasure  or 
exercise,  but  the  truth  is  that  in  this  neigh- 
Iwurhood  it  requires  about  half  as  much 
more  power  as  would  be  required  in  a  clean 
river  to  propel  a  canoe  or  boat.  Tlie  river 
here  is  more  like  gruel  than  like  water. 
However,Tam  not  going  to  discuss  the  matter 
very  much  longer.  There  is  one  point  which 
I  wish  to  make,  and  as  to  which  I  have  a 
totally  different  view  from  the  hon.  gentle- 
man from  Sarnia.  That  hon.  gentleman 
thinks  it  is  a  desirable  thing  that  this  law 
should  be  left  in  the  hands  of  the  govern- 
ment— that  the  government  of  the  day 
should  have  the  discretion  as  to  where  and 
when  and  how  the  law  is  to  be  enforced.  I 
think  that  is  highly  objectionable.  It  is  not 
fair  to  a  government  to  place  them  in  >uch  a 
position,  to  say,  there  is  a  law  which  is  to 
operate  over  all  the  country,  but  if  you 
choose  to  exempt  any  particular  person  in 
this,  that  or  the  other  part  of  the  country, 
you  can  do  so.  It  leaves  the  government 
open  to  be  worried  and  tormented  by  people 
in  all  parts  of  the  Dominion,  and  it  is  more 
in  the  interest  of  the  government,  that  is  sup- 
posing the  government  to  be  perfectly  honest 
and  impartial,  to  leave  them  no  such  discre- 
tion. It  is  a  very  objectionable  thing  for  a 
government,  looked  at  from  thf  government's 
point  of  view  ;  and  when,  as  we  know,  has 
happened  in  several  cases,  different  measures 
have  been  dealt  out  to  different  millprs, 
it  becomes  still  more  objectionable.  If  there 
are  to  be  certain  river.s  exempt,  then  I  con- 
tend when  the  House  goes  into  committee 
on  this  bill,  it  slould  be  made  clear  what 
the  exemptions  are  to  consist  of  and  what 
persons  and  rivers  are  to  be  exempt.  I  have 
not  looked  into  this  matter  very  much  but 
I  have  looked  a  little  at  what  has  been  done 
in  other  places.  There  are  certain  states  of  the 
union  where  they  have  little  lumber  now,  but 
Maine  is  still  a  lumbering  state.  Certain 
rivers  in  Maine  have  not  Ijeen  taken  care  of, 
but  on  the  other  hand,  other  rivers  have 
been  and  there  the  common  law  operates. 
People  bring  suits  against  millers  when  they 
suffer  damage,  and  the  millers  have  to  pay, 
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and  the  consequence  is  they  do  not  allow 
saw-dust  to  go  into  those  streams.  But  there 
are  other  states,  younger  than  Maine,  where 
something  has  l)een  done.  I  give  the  House 
a  section  from  the  annotated  statutes  of 
Colorado.  Colorado  is  a  new  state,  and  we 
mii^ht  be  disposed  to  think  that  they  would 
be  careless  in  these  matters.  The  following 
is  the  clause  to  which  I  have  referred  : 

It  shall  not  be  lawful  for  any  person  to  empty 
or  allow  tHte  emptying  of  saw-dust  into  any 
of  the  waters  of  this  state  containing  foo<l  fish, 
or  to  deposit  the  same  within  such  distance  that  it 
may  be  carried  into  said  waters  by  natural  causes. 

The  offence  is  niadeamisdemeanour,and  there 
is  a  penalty  of  from  $50  to  $300  for  each  off- 
ence. 1  wish  todirect  the  attention  of  thehon. 
gentleman  from  Sarnia  to  the  tact  that  this 
law  does  not  contain  any  provision  that  the 
governor  of  Colorado  may  exempt  any  river 
or  section  of  a  river  in  the  state  from  the 
operation  of  that  law.  I  have  not  gone  over 
many  of  the  states,  but  I  wish  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  the  law  of  the  state 
of  Washington,  because  that  state  is  one  in 
which  the  lumbering  interest  is  very  power- 
ful. It  is  one  of  the  greatest  lumbering 
states  in  the  union.  I  read  from  chapter  11 
of  the  statutes  and  codes  of  Washington, 
published  in  1891,  the  same  year  as  the 
Colorado  statute  which  I  cited  just  now. 
This  statute  provides  : 

It    shall  not  be  lawful   for    the   proprietor  of 
any    saw-mill    in  this    state,    or    any    employee 
therein,  or  any  other  person,   to  cast  saw-dust,  i 
planer  shavings,  or  other  lumber  waste  made  by 
any  lumlwr  manufacturing  concern,  or  suffer  or 
permit  such  saw-dust,  shavings,  ur  other  Inmber ' 
waste  to  be  thrown  or  discharged  in  any  manner  j 
into  the  Columbia  River  and  its  tributaries,  ami  all  ! 
other  streams  and  lakes  in  this  state  where  fish  | 
resort  to  spawn,  and  any  person  or  persons  violat-  I 
ing  any  of  the  provisions  of  this  section  shall  be  | 
deemed  guilty  oi  a  misdemeanour,  and  upon  convic-  ' 
tion  thereof  shall  be  find  in  a  sum  not  less  than  I 
one  hundred  nor  more  than  two  himdred  and  fifty 
dollars. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— There  is  one  law  for  all. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— There  is  one  law  for 
aU.  I  now  go  to  the  mother  country  and  I 
turn  to  the  Rivers  Pollution  Prevention  Act 
of  1876.  I  commend  this  to  the  govern- 
ment, although  I  suppose  it  is  in  vain,  be- 
cause although  they  profess  to  follow  English 
precedents,  1  notice  they  generally  do  not. 
Still  I  shall  read  them  section  2  of  the  Act. 
It  provides  : 

Every  person  who  puts  or  causes  to  be  put  or 
to  fall  or  knowingly  permits  to  be  put  or  to  fall  or 


to  be  carried  into  any  stream,  so  as  either  ol^ 
in  combination  with  other  8imila.r  act£  of  ;l-  ■ 
or  any  other  person  to  interfere  with  its  «'t.. : 
or  to  pollute  its  waters,  the  solid  t^bst  ■ : 
manufactory,  manufacturing  process  or  qiur- 
any  rubbish  or  cinders,  or  any  other  « atu  : 
putrid  solid  matter,  shall  be  deemed  to  lurr 
mitte<l  an  offence  against  this  Act. 

The  penalty  for  the  offence  is  jE  50a  rffTo-- 
an  order  is  made  on  the  application  of  tl»  =< 
itary  authority.     There  is  no  power  tif- 
taken  by  the  Imperial  Cabinet  to  exejuj*  -i 
river.     The  millers  had,  you   would  iLl^ 
the  fullest  notice  in  1888,  and  tfaer  tfi: 
steps  whatever  to  act  upon  that  notice.  T. 
had  notice  last  year  and  as  far  as  nf-  m 
learn,  they  took  no  stef>s  whatever  t«>»'.  . 
that  notice.     There  is  no  doubt,  thfy  - 
out  petitions  to  be  signed  by  ripanan  t*. 
ers  along  the  river  and  sent  out  petit:  • 
amongst  their  own  working  men  wboJite 
the  river,  and  who  would  not  veninr?t.r- 
fuse  to  sign  them,  and  have  brought  iat-- 
petitions  here  for  the  purpose  of  infinen?!' . 
the  government  and  parliament  insteiu  ■■ 
undertaking  to  obey  the  law.  I  do  not  h/* 
what  the  hon.  member  from  Rideaupr<>{>.^ 
to  do  about  this  matter,   but  one  thin;  .' 
think  sh<>uld  be  done,  if  no  more  drastic  i: 
ion  is  taken  when  the  bill  goes  into  codb-i;- 
tee  of  the  whole,  it  should  be  so  amends.' i- 
]  to    decide    clearly    that    Parliament  <k- 
I  not  propose  at  the  expiration  of  two.M-- 
to    grant    any   further   extension.    TV" 
I  are  just  one  or  two  observations,  ■whichi*:- 
I  haps,  do  not  bear  on  the  argument  at  i. 
I  The  hon.  gentleman  from  Ottawa  spok*  ; 
I  the  sewage  from  the  city  of  Ottawa  fw'-t 
j  ing  the  river  further  east,  and  spoke  of  tiw: 
!  as  being  more  injurious  than  the  sav-ili--' 

I      Hop.  Mr.  SCOTT— Oh,  no,  not  more  i 
I  jurious. 

I  Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Recent experimer- 
{ in  England  have  established  the  fact  tk 
]  the  worst  kind  of  pollution  put  into  the  riw 
I  in  the  way  of  sewage  has  been  complfK' 
j  purified  after  the  current  has  carried  it » 
1  mile  and  a-half  from  the  place  of  entn". 
I 
I 


Hon.  Mr.  ALMON— I  should  like  to  ay 
I  a  few  words  on  this  question,  because  thf 
I  is  a  good  deal  to  be  said  on  both  sides,  i 
I  have  often  walked  along  this  l^eautifol  cK 
I  to  which  the  hon.  member  from  Torontok*' 
referred,  and  viewed  the  river  flowing  i«s' 
and  regretted  very  much  to  see  the  sav-ili'-' 


floating  down.     I  thought  it  a  verrgrvsi 
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svil,    and   that  if  it  could  be  prevented,  it 
certainly  should  be.     But  my  eye  did  not 
rest,    entirely  on  the  ri^er — it  took  in  the 
piles  of  lumber  on  the  other  side,  and  I  could 
not  help  thinking  that  it  was  that  lumber 
Nvhioli  had  created  the  saw-dust.     Now,  that 
lumber  is  one  of  the  greatest  exports  that  we 
Viave.        It   is   heavily   handicapped   in   the 
United  States  by  the  duty  placed  on  it,  and 
ill  lilngland  and  other  places  to   which   it 
is  exported  it  is  met  by  the  United  States 
lumber  which  is  not  restricted  in  the  way 
tliat  we  restrict  ours.     We  order  the  mill- 
men  to  pull  down  their  mills  and  to  recon- 
struct them  at  great  expense.     If  they  are 
put  to  that  expense  it  stands  to  reason  that 
they  cannot  sell  their  lumber  at  the  same 
remunerative  rates,  and   therefore  we   are 
handicapping  our  own  lumber  in  its  compe- 
tition with  the  lumber  of  the  United  States. 
I  do  not  look  altogether  at  the  lumber.     I 
look  a  little  beyond  the  lumber  piles  and  I 
see  the  city  of  Hull.     Those  are  the  men 
■who  are  gi-ound  down  by  the  haughty  mill- 
owners,   according   to   the   hon.  gentleman 
from  Lunenburg  ;  yet,  since  I  have  been  in 
this  House,  that  city  has  been  burnt  down 
twice  (I  understand  it  has  been  burnt  three 
times,  altogether),  and  it  has  been  re-built 
every  time.      Has  it  been   re-built  by  the 
wealthy    millowners  ?       No,    but    by    the 
labourers  themselves,  and  they  must  have 
had  money  to   keep   their  families   and    a 
balance  over  to  build  their  houses.  But  I  go  a 
little  further.  1  see  a  large  bui'ding  erected  to 
the  worship  of  God ;  who  erected  that  1  Was 
it  erected  by  the  bloated  aristocrats  1    No, 
but  by  these  poor,  oppressed  labourers,  who, 
I   am   told   by   hon.  gentlemen   who   have 
spoken,  scarcely  get  enough  wages  to  keep 
bo<ly  and  soul  together.     They  have  erected 
a  temple  to  God  which  would  shame  most 
of  the  towns  of  Nova  Scotia  that  I  am 
acquainted    with.       Look    at   what     these 
bloated  millowners  have  done  for  the  city 
of  Ottawa.       Walk     along  the  streets  of 
Ottawa  and  you  will  see  houses  that  Halifax 
would  be  only  too  proud  if  it  had  one-fourth 
of  them.     Who  have  erected  those  ?     The 
millowners,  after  having  paid  them  enough 
to   re-build   Hull  twice,   and    to  build   a 
cathedral  which  would  be  an  ornament  to 
any  city  in  Nova  Scotia  and  to  a  good  many 
in  Quebec  and  Ontario.      Therefore  I  do 
not  think   I  should  vote  for  any  law  that 
would   prevent   the    owners  of  the    mills 
obtaining      the      money      by      which      to 


beautify  the  city,  after  paying  their  men 
wages  that  enabled  them  to  rebuild 
their  town  and  to  build  their  cathedral. 
It  has  been  stated  that  this  law  should 
apply  to  every  place  alike  ;  how  would  the 
people  of  Ottawa  like  to  have  their  mills 
closed  1  The  hon.  member  from  Lunenburg 
says  that  the  thousands  of  people  in  Hull  are 
serfs  and  bondsmen  and  the  sooner  they  are 
released  from  the  tyranny  of  their  masters 
the  better,  but  I  do  not  think  so.  You 
say  the  same  law  should  apply  to  all  rivers. 
I  know  a  river  in  Nova  Scotia,  and  it  is 
only  a  type  of  all  the  rivers  that 
flow  into  the  Bay  of  Fundy,  the 
Avon  River  at  Windsor,  on  which  at 
high  tide  a  vessel  of  600  tons  can  go  to  the 
wharf.  In  low  tide  a  man  can  cross  it  on 
horseback  without  getting  his  boots  wet. 
Do  you  think  that  any  saw-dust  could  do 
harm  to  a  river  of  that  kind  ?  The  tide 
rises  60  feet  and  comes  with  such  a  rush 
that  the  animals  feeding  on  the  salt  water 
grass,  when  they  see  it  coming,  clear  away 
for  safety.  Hon.  gentlemen  are  very 
much  alarmed  by  the  explosions  in  the  river. 
I  am  inclined  to  think  that  it  is  caused  by  fer- 
mentation, and  that  it  is  carbonic  acid  gas, 
which  thehon.  gentleman  from  Sarnia  takes  in 
his  ginger  beer  and  does  not  object  to  at  all. 
You  need  not  be  afraid  of  the  fermentation 
underneath.  It  takes  place  from  the  heat- 
ing of  the  saw-dust.  In  the  summer  the 
gas  comes  up  in  bubbles  which  are  imper- 
ceptible. In  winter  it  blows  up  the  ice  and 
it  is  very  alarming  to  old  women  and  child- 
ren, but  we  need  not  be  anxious  about  it. 
There  are  seveal  things  that  I  was  about  to 
say,  but,  an  hon.  gentleman  has  remarked, 
they  have  been  said  by  others  who  precede  J 
me. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN— It  is  not  at  all 
wonderful  that  hon.  gentlemen  in  this 
chamber  find  it  difiicult  to  come  to  a  decision 
on  this  question,  as  between  the  interests  of 
the  lumbermen  and  the  interests  of  the 
fishermen,  when  the  governments  for  the  last 
quarter  of  a  century  have  failed  to  discover 
any  solution  to  the  difficulty.  I  sometimes 
wonder  if  the  succeeding  government,  which 
will  no  doubt  be  in  power  in  a  few  months, 
will  effect  a  change,  or  if  they  will  alow  the 
same  difficulty  to  continue.  The  government 
with  all  its  expenditure  in  the  way  of  salaries 
to  officials  employed  to  determine  how  far 
the  saw-dust  affects  the  fish  and  how  fa 
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rivers  are  fish  rivers,  have  totally  failed  to 
this  day  to  reach  definite  conclusions,  and 
now  we  are  asked  to  sanction  a  bill  to  ex- 
tend the  option  of  the  government  for 
another  two  years.  So  far  as  this  question 
is  being  discussed,  it  is  being  considered  in 
relation  to  the  Ottawa  River,  and  it  cer- 
tainly is  a  capital  thing,  in  the  interests  of 
the  wealthy  lumbermen,  that  the  seat  of 
government  is  at  Ottawa.  The  small 
rivers  in  New  Brunswick  and  Nova 
Scotia,  where  there  is  no  navigation  except 
what  the  millowners  themselves  require, 
and  some  of  which  are  not  fish  rivers  in  any 
shape  or  form,  have  been  subjecte  1  to  this 
optional  law  yeir  after  year  by  both  govern- 
ments— 1  ecause  the  same  thing  existed 
during  the  time  of  the  Mackenzie  govern- 
ment. Why  they  should  be  subjected  to 
this  annoying  measure  hanging  over  their 
heads  is  something  I  could  never  under 
stand.  I  remember  one  case  that  happened 
a  year  ago  in  my  loi-ality.  A  large  mill- 
owner  wished  to  charter  a  ship  to  carry  some 
deals  to  England  and  he  spoke  to  the 
fishery  warden  asking  if  there  would  be  any 
diificulty  about  saw-dust.  He  was  told  that 
there  would  not  be  while  sawing  that  cargo 
and  he  cabled  for  the  vessel.  When  he  had 
a  small  part  of  the  cargo  sawn,  a  superior 
officer  of  fisheries  came  along  and  said  "you 
must  stop  this  ;  you  cannot  throw  your  saw- 
dust into  the  stream."  The  lumberman  was 
put  to  a  very  considerable  expense  to  remove 
it  with  wheel-barrowii.  He  had  to  continue 
his  contract  and  load  his  ship,  and  yet  he  was 
subjected  to  thatannoyance  withoutany  cause 
whatever,  because  afterwards  word  came 
along  that  he  could  put  his  sawdust  into  the 
river  as  usual.  I  have  an  opinion  that  those 
fishery  overseers  are  a  little  bit  too  officious 
in  many  localities,  and  I  do  not  quite  under- 
stand the  policy  of  the  government  in  the 
public  interest  exempting  some  rivers  and 
enforcing  the  law  on  others.  I  should  be 
very  much  more  inclined  to  support  this 
measure,  although  it  covers  a  period  of  two 
years  only, — and  the  same  difficulty  will 
come  up  again, — if  the  government  were  in 
a  position  to  say  what  rivers  were  fish  rivers 
and  what  were  not,  or  if  they  would  be  in- 
clined to  extend  the  exemption,  and  say 
that  all  those  rivers  upon  which  the  law  has 
not  been  enforced  for  the  last  year  or  two 
shall  be  exempt.  If  they  would  do  that,  it 
would  be  a  great  convenience  to  many  mill- 
owners  in  the  maritime  provinces,  and  they 


would     at 
upon   for 


least    know    'wbat    to    df; 
two   years   longer.     Verj'  e:-. 
has    been    said    about  the   Ottawa  P.n- 
It  is  a  navigable  stream,  a    river  in  »:• 
one  would   think   there  ia    a    oonsidwi- 
quantity  of   fish.     There   are   also  th«  " 
John  and  the  St.  Croix  rivers,  whi<A  ' 
government    exempt    from     the    «^r3t  ■ 
of  this  law.     The  St.  John    is,  for  s  u- 
limited    portion    comparatively,    a   b..«: 
ary  between  the  United  States  and  C^tjci 
but  the  St.  Croix  is  an  international  riTw- 
it  is  a   boundary.     On  all  those  rivers::- 
lumbermen  are  wealthy,  as  a  rule,  esptca. '; 
the   lumbermen    on    the    Ottawa.     V'.t 
Because  their  lumber  is  pine,    a   valoa »' 
lumber  compared  with  the  spruce  whicb't- 
lumbermen   have   to  cut  and  ."hip.     Ii  t- . 
more  expensive  material,  and  the  appan'-.- 
for  burning  the  sawdust  and  rubbish  T'H.?. 
not,  relatively  to  the  value  of  the  articlet  !•- 
are   working  with,   be  so  great  as  it  i-  :•■ 
these  small   lumbermen   who  are  wortr; 
with  spruce,  a  cheaper  commodity.    TIm^ 
fore,  I  do  not  see  why  such  attention  sLta-: 
be  paid  to  the   larger  rivers.     One  woai''- 
thiiik  they  are  rivers  in  which    the  puili' 
have  a  greater  interact,  yet  the  policy  i» *>- 
exempt  the  large  rivers  in  the  interest '• 
the    large    lumbermen,  and  to  protect  lii' 
small    rivers     where    the    millers    operai' 
with  a  cheaper  kind  of  lumber  and  witw 
they    have    great    difficulty   in  makinj;  ' 
living,    subjecting     them     to    the    incofr 
venience  and  uncertainties  connected  witti 
the  operation  of  the  law.    The  governmec" 
have  been  paying  out  enough   to  aseeruu! 
how  far  the  saw-dust  may  aSect  the  fish,  w; 
with   little  apparent  result.     We  have  ih' 
means  of  knowing  how  different  varieties  it 
fish  are  affected  ;  some  may  be  injurioUNV 
affected,    some   may  not.      These  rivers  I 
speak  of  are  mostly  tidal  rivers  emptyiK 
into  the  Bay  of  Fundy.     The  difficulty  nor 
in  applying  any  definite  law  to  them  is  this 
the  lumbermen  having  come  to  the  conclnsii'C 
that  they  would  not,  as  a  general  thing,  t* 
compelled  to  go  to  the  expense  of  furnishin; 
appliances  for  burning  the  refuse,  have  baiii 
their  mills  in  such  a  way  that  it  would  ^ 
ruinous  in  some  cases  to  change  them.  Th^ 
Ottawa  men  are  in  a  better  position  to  p"^ 
vide  burning  apparatus  than  the  lumbeW 
on  the  smaller  streams,  who  are  poorer  aoJ 
not  so  favourably  situated.     The  mills  >f* 
built  so  low  down  that  it  would  necessiW 
an   entirely   new  structure,  and  with  ^ 
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uall  margin  of  profit  they  have  it  would  be 
ainous  to  them,  yet  they  are  resting  all  this 
ime  under  this  difficulty  to  which  I  have  al- 
ided.  I  have  mentioned  one  instance  in 
'hich  a  very  great  hardship  occurred.  I  hope 
hat  the  minister,  when  he  comes  to  con- 
ider  the  matter,  will  decide  in  the  case  of 
.11  these  mills  where  the  law  has  not  been  in 
eality  enforced  in  the  past,  that  they  shall 
)e  free  from  the  operation  of  the  law  for  the 
joming  two  years  as  well  as  those  formally 
ixevnpted  by  the  jjovemment. 

Hon.  Mr.  PRIMROSE— When  the  hon. 
Minister  of  Agriculture  introduced  this  bill 
in    the    Senate  he  said  that  we  had  more 
information   this  year   than   we   had    last 
session  when  this  subject  was  under  review,  i 
Anyone  w^ho  has  listened  to  the  debate  as  it  j 
proceeded,  must  be  convinced  that  opinions 
are  changed  and  that  we  are  getting  more 
information,  and  the  speeches  of  hon.  gentle- 
men during  this  debate  showed  that  such  is 
the  ease,  and  I  have  in  my  mind's  eye  the 
speech    made   by   the    hon.    member    from 
Ottawa.     While  he  was  delivering  his  speech 
I  was  looking  over  the  record  of  his  utter- 
ances of  last  session,   and  I  find  that  there 
has     been  a    complete    conversion.       His 
utterances   of   last  year  were  diametrically 
opposed   to  his   utterances   of   the   present 
se^^sion,  and  this  is  just  another  example  of 
the  fact,  with  which   the  hon.  Minister  of 
Agriculture    set  out,   that   we  have  more 
information.     In  that  way,  too,  the  answer 
is  found  to  the  remarks  which  fell  from 
the  senior  member  from  Halifax.     He  spoke 
of  the  dignity  of    the   House    being   com- 
promised in  receding  from  the  position  which 
it  had  on.  e  taken.     Surely  it  is  admissible 
to  any  man,  or  any  body  of  men,  with  better 
information  and  light,  to  change  their  opin- 
ions and  actions  1o  suit  that  light  and  better 
information.      There   can    be   no   question 
about  that  in  my  mind.     Last  year,  when 
the  matter  was  up.  I  was  in  favour  of  the 
optional  clause.     I  have  not  sufficient  know- 
ledge to  indicate  now  exactly  how  the  thing 
should  be  remedied,  but  what  I  had  in  view 
was  this,  that  the  optional  power  ought  to  be 
vested  in  somebody.     In  the  original  Fish- 
eries Act,  I  believe,  it  was  vested  in  the  i 
Minister  of  Marine  and  Fisheries.     Now  1 1 
see  it  is  vested  in  the  Governor  in  Council, ' 
which  I  think  is  a  better  arrangement,  but , 
there  should  be  some  way  of  distinguishing  | 
between  rivers,  for  there  are  very  different  | 


circumstances  applicable  to  different  rivers. 
An  instance  occurred  in  my  own  experience 
which  I  will  relate  to  show  what  I  mean. 
During  the  recess,  this  session,  I  went  down 
home.  Here  I  may  say  that  the  methods  of 
(jpnducting  the  lumber  business  in  Nova 
Scotia  are  totally  different  in  recent  years 
from  those  in  use  formerly.  In  olden  times 
the  lumber  was  brought  either  by  streams, 
rivers,  or  rail,  or  sled,  or  some  such  appliance, 
to  the  large  tastionary  mill.  Now,  as  every- 
one who  has  anything  to  do  witli  the 
lumber  business  in  Nova  Scotia  knows,  that 
is  changed,  and  now  the  system  obtains  of 
sending  portable  mills  into  the  woods,  into 
the  heart  of  the  timber  and  logs,  and  the'e 
manufacturing  the  lumber,  and  this  benefit 
results  :  instead  of  having  to  tran.sport  the 
logs  including  slabs  and  saw-dust,  you  bring 
out  a  manufactured  article.  In  order  to 
carry  on  the  business  at  all,  these  port- 
able mills  have  to  be  set  up  on  streams 
for  the  purpose  of  supplying  water  for  the 
boilers,  and  in  the  second  instance  for  carry- 
ing away  the  saw-dust.  In  this  particular 
case  the  man  had  placed  his  portable  mill  on 
a  mere  brook.  The  Act  applies  to  rivers 
and  streams.  While  a  river  is  a  stream,  a 
stream  is  not  always  a  river.  This  was  a  mere 
brooklet  and  nothing  else,  emptying  into  the 
head  waters  of  River  John,  about  thirty 
miles  from  Pictou.  He  had  a  pergonal 
enemy  who,  for  some  rea.son  or  other,  had 
taken  a  grudge  against  him,  and  he  went  off  to 
the  inspector  of  fisheries  and  represented  that 
this  man  was  thi  owing  sawdust,  contrary  to 
the  provisions  of  the  law  into  the  stream,  and 
the  result  was  that  the  man  was  fined.  I  don't 
think  that  one  particle  of  that  sawdust  ever 
found  its  way  to  the  waters  of  River 
John,  and  therefore  I  say  that  in  some  way 
or  other  (in  wliat  way  I  do  not  know  how 
to  indicate),  provision  should  be  made  to 
meet  such  cases  as  that,  perhaps  by  the  in- 
clusion of  an  optional  clause,  vesting  j,ower 
in  the  Governor  in  Council  to  prevent  the 
recurrenceof  such  cases  asl  have  cited.  Then 
there  are  the  international  and  other  rivers 
which  certainly  ought  to  come  in  as  excep- 
tions. Opinions  have  been  advanced  in  the 
House — and  I  say  this  in  the  best  possible 
spirit  and  do  not  intend  to  give  offence  to 
anyone — by  gentlemen  who  have  not  really 
any  practical  knowledge  whateverof  the  mat- 
ter on  which  they  have  pronounced  with  all 
the  dictum  of  an  expert.  If  I  had  a  matter 
at  law  that  involved  intrinsically  a  question 
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in  regard   to  law,  you  would  surely  think  I  j  in  the  river  would  be  a  greater  injaiy  t.  :Lr  • 
was  a  lunatic  if  I  applied  to  the  millmen  to  '  *ry  *'j^tte°"'*V^^''e°„'''j^^  not*^v  b'^/ 
direct  me  in  the  difficulty  ;  the  same  thing  |  but ?^aW^tionTporthf  river'  aml'l'r!Lil'' 
applies  to  the  other  side,  when  the  interests  |  statement :    That  in  no  place   wfaat«Ter  = 
of  the  lumberman  and  the  construction  of  j  Ottawa  River,  except  at  the  foot  of  the  i-.i- 
his  mill  and  the  way  in  which  he  should   »ny  '°i"7  <lone  to  navigation  by  the  p«=«.. 

J      ....       .  ii     1     J  1  ii        the  8aw-;lu8t.     Thereis  uopoint,  even  m  t.^^v. 

conduct  his  business  are  attacked  by  gentle- 1  ,„^  p,^^  ^.^^^  j^ere  is  a  le»  depth  oi 

men  who  know  nothing  practically  about  the  i  than  there  was  twenty  or  thirty  years  acu   l 
matter.     Certainly  you  cannot  attach  much  I  true  that  eome  of  the  bays  may   fill  np  •^  - 
value  to  opinions  of  that  kind.     As  illustra- !  ?"»«"*.  *>"».  «>  far  as  the  navigation  oi  tl.-. 
. .         £  4.U   1.    T  1 J    •      1.  iU   i.       „.  ^e  ;  18  concerned,  the  puttine  of  the  sav-nost  >.  ■ 

tive  of  that,  I  would  just  say  that  some  of   ^j^^^  j,  „„  j,;j„y  ^  ^^  i^^^^^^  pie»,:«.,., 

the  gentlemen  who  have  spoken   said  they  !  era,  may  perhaps  meet  with  trifling  diffct  r- 
saw  in  their  travels  in  the  west  large  mills  ]  but,  so  far  as  navigation  is  concerneJ.  no  ic;L 
with  immense  smoke  stacks  and  a  large  busi- 1  ''oue.    I  think  that  the  great  question.  »• :. 
. .  i_        1         •       Ai_   .      the  Ottawa  River  is  coucenied,  is  wnether  i  *" 

nessgoingon  were  they  where  burning  their  I  ^„,,  important  industry  is  to  be  very  *H. 
sawdust.  Why  cannot  the  Chaudifere  men  ]  interfered  with,  or  whether  a  few  pleasim:  «-• 
do  the  same  •  thing  ?  The  very  answer  i  ai-e  to  suffer  some  little  inconvenience  up.«  - 
shows  to  the  practical  man  that  they  did  not  I  ocasions, 
understand  the  matter  at  all.  Quite  without 
any  evil  intention  these  assertions  are  made,  _   _ 

but  the  difficulty  is,  these  assertions  go  out  Edwards  savs 
to  the  public  with  the  imprimatur   of  the  j 
members  of  the  Senate,  and  create  a  wrong  ]     To  enforce  the  law  as  it  now  stands  wonV  ■' 
impression  in  the  public  mind.  ^  ?r^3.r^iS  V^^^^::^^: 


Then  I  had    intended  to  quote  wh»t  S- 
Scott  has  already  quoted.     Further  on  .M: 


Hon.  Mr.   MACDONALD  (B.C.)^It  is 
only  a  question  of  dollars. 

Hon.    Mr.    PRIMROSE— It  is    a  very 


Ottawa  River  ;  and  ]  think  every  hon.  gei«l>- 
will   agree  with  me   that  the  lumber  butiiie" 
that  river  is  our   greatest   business.     No».  1  • 
cerely  hope,  iu  the  interests   of  the  Ott»«a  R'-' 
and  in  the  interests  of  the  countrj-,  that  tl  t  ■ 


heavy  question  of  dollars.     I  do  not  give  my  i  now  proposed  by  the  Mhiister  of  Marine  wii  - 

opinion  simply  on  that  matter,   but  I  shall  1 '"*"  ^ff^''*' »"'\ *''''*•;![■''''",  "^  Pt""1  °Vv*\v 
,  "^  ,    ..  ^.i,    ,,  .    .  »'    ,  ...   '  an  arrangement  may  be  made  whereb}"  tni>  in 

back  It  up  with  the  opinion  of  others  which  |  ^jn  ]^  fi'aUy  settled.  There  U,  I  think. » ,r-- 
willToeaccepted  asof  some  weight.  Early  this  ]  tion  of  vested  rights  to  l>e  considtretl.  Wl . 
session  it  was  stated  that  Mr.  Edwards  had  |  this  business  was  begun  on  the  Ottawa  River,  c 

made  arrangements  for  the  burning  of  his  '  °"  »" '''«°»^'''"'"«';'' '*'«'■« 'S"!^*-   '\T"J, 
,^,°,.,.        ^  .      .°        .         small,  but  It  granuaUy  grew  and  attaineil  IK  kT 

sawdust — had  in  tact  put  up  an  incinerator,  •      ■  "^  •, «» 


proporticm  it  lias  to-day.  A  very  Urge  t^j-.i' 
tnre  has  been  incurred  in  mill  constructioti.  v 
large  amount  of  money  has  lieen  inve«te<l  in '•'•■ 


and  the  question  was  asked,  why  cannot  the 

Chaudifere  men  do  the  same  thing.     Allusion 

has  been  made  to  what  Mr.  Edwards  said  on  !  ?''^y»  connected  with  this  induatr>-     IfthUcl-v 

.,    ^       ,.     .         jT-Li       .^jiu       e         I  has  to  be  made  all  over  Canada,  it  will  I* »" 

that  subject,  and  I  wish  to  cite  further  from   ggrious  loss,  indeed  to  the  countiy.     X«w.  .W 

his  speech  • —  '•'  *■  •-  *•-:-■' — '..■ — ' i.«.,i.. 


would  suggest  is  this  :  looking  forwanl  t*<>  >"'~ 
to  the  time  when  it  is  hope<l  some  arr«iiL'«'''' 
may  be  made,  I  would  suggest  that  all  I^.ill^ ' 
present  in  operation  on  such  rivers  as  the  Ohhj; 
where  no  great  injury  to  navigation  is  done,  »!"* 
l>e  allowed  to  continue  their  operations  as  .«  i" 


At  the  last  session  of  parliament  an  amend- 
ment to  the  Fisheries  Act  was  introduced  iu  the 
Senate  and  came  over  to  this  House  and  was  passed 
in  the  dying   days  of  the  session.     It  was  passed 

through  tins  House,  I  think,  in  one  day,  at  a  t,me  ^        ,      ,  ,^     j^      '^^,^      j^         ^^ 

when  the  House  was  holding  two  or  three  sittings  ,     j„;    ^  ^  constructed  shall  be  oUi,-.i. 

in  the  same  day.     I  happene.l  to  be  absent  at  the  , ,,;  ^^^^^J^  saw-dust  and  other  refn*  .t!.'- 

time,  or  X  would  have  opposed  the  passage  of  the    .„. '    . , ,,. .,.  .    .,^  „;„„. 

bill.  I  would  have  opi^sed  it,  not  because  it '  ""^  ""*"  P^^'^K  "  '°  '*"«  "'^'^• 
would  affect  me  individually  in  any  s»mse,  but  |  Mr.  AM\OT.  .Speak  about  hsh. 
I>ecau8e  I  lielieve  in  the  public  interest,  the  bill  i  Mr.  EDWARDS.  Well,  so  far  as  fish  i* '< 
should  not  have  become  law.  Now,  there  are  a  J  cemed,  it  is  true  that  some  maintain  that  fe'i-- 
gieat  many  who  Ijelieve  that  the  putting  of  saw-  '  has  been  seriously  injured  by  throwing  mill  ri.'* 
dust  in  the  river— I  will  deal  with  the  Ottawa  |  into  the  Ottawa  River;  but  I  have  liveiUUf. 
only,  because  it  is  the  one  with  which  I  am  moat  |  life  on  the  river,  and  am  unable  to  say  vki.'' 
conversant — is  an  injury  to  navigation.  Let  me  '  that  is  the  case  or  not.  My  own  opinion  i» ;'"' 
say  at  once  that  if  I  had  my  choice,  I  would  prefer  I  it  is  not  the  case.  It  is  true  that  years  agn  iw' 
that  the  saw-dust  should  not  be  put  in  the  river,  1  were  more  fish  in  the  river  than  there  art  l""!" 
but  I  think  the  (juestion  ought  to  be  decided  upon  |  but  it  is  also  true  that  there  are  far  more  fiAtn*'- 
considerations  of  whether  the  putting  of  saw-dust  i  on   the  river   to-day  than  there  were  ye«i>  u 
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.'■''ishini^  is  now  carried  on  for  commercial  purposes, 
mcl,  consequently,  the  fish  are  being  more  rapicUy 
laken  out.  Tlierc  is  another  thing.  The  Carillon 
ilnni  down  at  the  foot  of  Long  Sault,  prevents 
.'ertu.iii  fish  coming  up  the  river,  and  that  is,  I 
think,  another  reason  why  the  quantity  of  fish  may 
Imvo  been  lessened.  But  if  the  saw-dust  were  in- 
jxirious  to  the  tioli,  I  think  they  would  have  ceaaail 
altogether  to  exist  in  that  river.  Many  kinds  of 
tish  that  existed  years  ago  are  still  found  here,  but 
]>ei-}iapa  in  less  numliers  than  formerly.  But  let 
me  remind  the  House  that  the  petition  presented 
to  this  parliament  by  myself,  bore  the  names  of 
iiesirly  every  fisherman  on  the  river ;  in  fact,  I 
think  every  fisherman  signed  the  petition. 

That  is  a  strong  position  to  take,  and 
the  authority  is  undoubted.  The  gentle- 
men to  whom  I  have  referred,  who  will 
acknowledge  themselves  that  they  are  not 
experts,  when  it  comes  to  authoritative 
stjitements  rt^<;ardiug  this  matter  ought 
surely  to  admit  that  the  millmen  know  their 
own  business. 

At  six  o'clock  the  Speaker  left  the  Chair. 


After  Recess. 

Hon.  Mr.  PRIMROSE  resumed  his 
speech.  He  said  :  When  six  o'clock  was 
called,  I  was  about  to  refer  to  the  statements 
and  documents  submitted  by  the  Ottawa 
and  Gatineau  saw-mill  owners  on  this  sub- 
ject. I  think  I  shall  save  time  by  quoting 
the  salient  points,  as  T  est«em  them,  of  this 
pamphlet,  in  reply  to  statements  which  have 
been  made  in  opposition  to  the  bill.  The 
first  is  the  paper  from  the  millowners,  who 
surely  know  what  the  requirements  of  tht  ir 
business  are.     They  say  : 

For  very  many  years  prior  to  the  passing  of  the 
X-:t  of  last  session  saw-dust  and  other  waste  ma- 
terial from  these  saw-mills  had  been  lawfully  per- 
mitted by  the  owners  of  the  mills  to  pass  into  the 
Ottawa  and  Gatineau  rivers.  Owing  to  their  being 
water-power  mills,  and  to  their  location  and  con- 
struction there  was  no  other  way  of  disposing  of  it. 
Whilst,  perhaps,  some  of  the  mills  might,  with  a 
considerable  outlay,  be  fitted  with  appliances  to 
dispose  otherwise  of  the  saw-dust,  &c.,  as  to  others 
of  them  it  would  be  practically  im|>ossible  to  com- 
ply with  the  provisions  of  the  Act  of  last  session 
except  by  a  complete  reconstruction  or  total  stop- 
page and  abandonment  of  them.  The  greater 
number  of  the  mills  were  built  at  a  time  long  prior 
to  there  being  any  legislation  in  the  direction  of 
the  prohibition  now  providetl  for  in  the  Fisheries 
Act  with  reference  to  the  putting  of  saw-dnst,  &c., 
into  the  streams  in  question.  As  to  those  of  them 
at  least  which  would  retjuire  to  be  either  wholly 
rebuilt  or  reconstructed  in  order  to  comply  with 
the  law,  the  enforcement  of  the  prohibition  would 
mean  the  loss  to  the  owners  of  the  cost  of  the  total 
reconstruction  of  their  mills  and  the  derangement 


of  their  business  meantinje ;  and  as  to  those  of 
them  who  in  order  to  obey  the  law  would  find  it 
necessary  to  wholly  abandon  their  o{)erations  it 

I  would  mean  to  the  owners  the  loss  of  the  means  of 
carrying  on  their  manufacturing  business  and  of 

'  the  capital  invested  in  these  mills,  and  to  the 
localities  interested  it  would  entail  the  very  serious 
loss  of  local  Employment  for  a  very  large  number  of 
men. 

Such  being  the  position  in  the  session  of  1894, 
without  any  notice  or  knowledge  on  the  part  of  the 
lumbermen  that  any  such  legislation  as  that  of  last 
session  was  contemplated,  and  therefore  without 
any  opportunity  whatever  Iteing  afforded  to  the 
saw-millowners  affected,  of  l>eing  heard  or  of  hav- 
ing their  side  of  the  question  presented  to  Parlia- 
ment, the  amendment  referred  to  was  made  law. 

Here  let  me  say  that  I  was  somewhat  as- 
tonished last  session  to  find  that  the  infor- 
mation which  is  contained  in  this  pamphlet 
wtks  not  available,  but  it  seems  that  the 
millowners  themselves  did  not  know  what 
was  going  on.  Without  knowing  anything 
about  it,  and  without  being  able  to  bring 
in  any  evidence  on  their  side  of  the  ques- 
tion, the  bill  was  passed. 

Hon.    Mr.    CLEMOW— They    appeared 
before  the  committee  of  this  House  in  1888 
I  and  gave  evidence. 


I 

}      Hon.  Mr.  PRIMROSE— I  now  come  to 
I  the  report  of  Mr.    Sandford    Fleminsj,  made 
in  1 889.     I  wi?h  to  direct  attention  to  the 
;  fact  that  it  was  made  at  a  more  recent  date 
'  than  any  of  the  reports  to  which  reference 
has  been  made  in  this  debate.     It  indicates 
'  in  a  manner  which  the  other  reports  do  not 
I  indicate,  the  condition  of  affairs  six  years  ago. 
It  was    with  some  degree  of  astonishment 
I  that  I  heard  this  report,  I  will  not  say  dis- 
j  credited,    but   something    shading    in  that 
.  direction  applied    to  it.     Mr.   Fleming's  re- 
putation  is  tuch  that  anything  he  should 
I  say  and  assert  to  be  a  fact,    which  he  him- 
,  self  had    proved  to    be  a  fact,  would    bo 
I  accepted    by   most  people.     Mr.  Fleming's 
1  professsional    reputation    is  too  high  to   be 
aflfected  by  any  such  criticism.  I  wish  to  di- 
rect the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  clear, 
concise  and  direct  style  of  statement  which 
;  characterizes  his  report  as  contrasted  with 
the  language  of  some  other  reports  to  which 
we  have  listened,   such  as  this  :  one  gentle- 
man who   was  said   to  be  a  mechanical  en- 
gineer says    that  he   was  "  under  the  im- 
pression that  saw-dust  extended  down  the 
river . "     That  is  hazy,  misty  and  nebulous. 
There   is  nothing   of  the   kind  about    Mr. 
.  Fleming's   evidence.     This   mechanical    en- 
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and  yet  he  speaks  of   the"  condition  of  the  i !"?  °f  *''« 'M^  in  the  laysand  shallom:!. 

ehannpl    of  thp    riv«r— it  woa   "  rpnnrtpH    t^    ""*''*•  Prod'^wg  »  tendency  to   increwe  t:, 
cnannei  or  tne  n^  er— it  was      reported   to   ^.f  ^^i^^.  ;„  j^e  central  portion  of  the  riv« 


to  be  6  feet  and  the  greatest  142  feet.    II' 
sums  up  as  follows  : 


gineer  "  never  made  any  special  soundings,"  \  is  just  possible  that  this  may  be  dne  to  tbc  W- 

"    '  "    "      I  ing  of  the  depth  in  the  l>ays  and  8haUo«:i  '• 

]  inlets,  producing  a  tendency  to   increve  i:r  i 
,  „         ,        1     '  <^'f  water  in  the  central  portion   of   the  riv« 

him,    the  bays  were  "  filled  up     and  "  the  ]  the  reason  what  it  may,  it  appears  that  tl.«  .. 
channel     will    be,"     he     made     no    special '  gal)Ie  channel  is  fully  main(aiiie<)  in  its  u.u 
soundings  and  yet  he  prophesies.       He  says  i  """^  *•»«  increase  in  depth  is    confinue.!  . 
there  is  no  mechanical  difficulty  in  de-stroj;- !  r:ri^^\t"e''nr'-tKL"1t"J'«%"?nv','- 
ing   the  saw-dust.     That  shows   how  much  '  yenrs  back. 
the  man  knew  about  the  matter.     You  will ;     In  addition  to  the  new  croas-eect ions  referr- 
find  nothing  of  the  kind   in  Mr.  Fleming's  '  "^  *«"«*''f  »''""'''n8>'''»» ''een°'»<*e<'°»"'"^- 
mnopt       Hp  sava  •  i  ""*  '''""S  ^''^  entire  length  of  the  chanar.  r 

report,     ne  says  .  Ottawa  to  (Jrenville,  a  distance  of  sixty  z.  .- 

The  object  of  the  examination  was  to  ascertain  to  These  soundings  reveal  a  depth  of  water  i<  ■. 
what  extent  the  refuse  from  the  various  sawmills  '  g'"'*"**'"  part  of  the  distance  which  is  ii.<i«-' • 
interferes  with  public  and  privai*  rights,  and  more  |  markable. 

especially  to  determine  dclinitely  how  far  the  navi-         ti.       l       •  -i       /?   ^i_      ^-,  ■ 

gationof  the   river  is  obstructe.1  from  the  same    ^  ^'»®"  ''^  S^""'^^  ^^^^i'  ™"e  of   the  fitjir. 
cause.  Ottawa  to  Grenville,  showing  the  least  d-j  • 

The  annual  product  of  manufactured  lumber  of  all 
sorts  at  the  various  mills  around  the  city  of  Ottawa 
will  probably  average  fully  .■)00,(X)0,000  feet  B.  M.  | 
If  we  estimate  10  per  cent  of  the  annual  output  as  j  These  soundings  establish  that  wheii  thr  ■•  ■•• 
waste  we  have  30,(HX),0()()  feet  B.  M.  or  92,.")92  i  is  S't  its  lowest  the  channel  t^etween  OtU*j 
cubic  yards  of  refuse,  a  large  proportion  of  which  ,  (irenville  is  for  a  total  length  of  .'>9uiile£  pn.-.t<: ;. 
passes  into  the  river.  Whatever  the  proportion,  '  <ifpth  than  10  feet  ;  that  for  one-thir<l  of  the  "i . 
it  is  reabonable  to  suppose  that  such  a  quantity  of  I  <listance  the  depth  exceeds  50  feet ;  tliat  i<t  .'• . 
foreign  matter  if  deposited  locally  would  necessari- 1  ' '  n'iles  it  exceeds  75  feet,   and  that   for  .'i;.  •  -■ 

ly  produced  some  marked  effect.     Much,  if  not  the    ■"  •— -  =- — -^i--_  .«/.  r  ^     ^.  -   = 

whole  of  this  waste  material  is  buoyant  and  it  is 
carrieil  away  by  the  stream  to  a  greater  or  lesser 
distance,  possibly  some  portion  finds  its  way  to  the 
lower  reaches  of  the  river,  towards  the  ocean. 

The  waste  pro<luct  from  the  mills  is,  however,  not 
without  advantage  to  another  class  of  people. 
There  are  a  large  numlier  of  families  settled  along 
the  river  banks  Between  Ottawa  and  (Jrenville  who 
appear  to  have  selected  thi»  site  of  their  habitations 
on  account  of  the  supply  of  fuel  which  is  annually  |  channel  is  8J  feet, 
floated  to  their  doors.  During  the  summer  months  '  3-  *^"  the  9th  mile  below  Ottaw^a,  near  th*  li^-i- 
numbers  of  \vomen  and  children  may  be  seen  regu-  !  house,  directly  east  of  the  cross-section  ni»rWr 
larly  at  work  in  boats  and  canoes  gathering  in  i  "  CC."  Here  the  least  depth  in  the  channc-lu' 
from  the  stream  their  winter's  supply  of  fuel.  j  f^^t. 

There  is  in  reality  a  considerable  population  de-  '      ■*•  Below  the  month  of  the  Blanche  River  i*:* 
pendent  on  the  mills  for  their  winter's  firewood  i  I'^'h  mile  from  Ottawa.     Here  the  least  depti  a 
which  thus  costs  them  only  the  trouble  of  gathering  I  the  channel  is  7  feet, 
it.  j      5.  At  Parker's  Island  on  the  Slat  mile  hr'.'^ 

As  already  indicated,  I  found  large  deposits  of  i  Ottawa.  Here  the  least  depth  in  the  chanurlis' 
saw-dust  in  side  channels,  sheltered  Imys,  eddies  '  f***- 

and  inlets  (but  the  main  channel  of  the  river  re- 1      These  places  have  been  examlne<l  carefully :  'V 
mains  unobstructed  for  the  purposes  of  navigation.) '  shallow  spots  arc  of  no  great  extent,  being  limit' 

I  caused  soundings  to  be  taken  during  the  past  I  *"  "■  few  hundred  yards  in  each  case,  and  as  aKj-* 
season  on  lines  of  cross  sections  which  were  made  I  stated  there  is  only  an  aggregate  distance  of  a  I'.'' 
by  the  (iovernment  engineers  the  year  previous.      ,  ■"  the  whole  60  miles  within  which  the  depth  !«»•! 

These  cross-sections  extend  generally  from  shore    greater  than  10  feet.     Borings  have  been  madf  i< 

to    shore  of    the    Ottawa,    across  the   navigable    which  it  is  established  that  in  cases  'iandStt- 

chaunel.  I  material  in  the  channel  l>ed  is  coarse  mi  sanil.   Is 

1  •  1  I  cases  4  and  5  the  boarings  indicate  a  fine  swmi  "t 

Then  he  enumerates  the  points,  and  con- '  silt ;  the  material  in  all  cases  being  ea«y  of  a- 
tinues  :  I  moval.     Except  in  the  case  of  No.  I  the  boriiv 

I  did  not  reveal  the  presence  of  saw-dust  or  mill  f 
clearly  shows  that  the  l>ed  of  j  fuse  in  any  form  in  any  part  of  the  main  chiMkI 
lie  extent  been  changed  within  i  It  is  inferreil  that  these  points  are  simply  oitoril 
the  period  of  twelve  months,  and  that  the  change  \  shallows  such  as  are  found  in  all  rivers, 
is  generally  in  the  increase  of  depth.  At  one  or  two'  The  evidence  goes  to  show  that  these  shall' 
points,  the  bed  rock  of  the  river  has  Iwenlaid  bare,  |  portions  of  the  channel  have  quite  as  much  »»ut 
80  that  the  depth  at  such  spots  cannot  be  further  ;  over  them  as  when  the  River  Ottawa  was  lii>: 
increased  from  the  same  natural  cause.  I  can  only  i  navigated.  Only  in  the  case  of  No.  I  ia  then«\i»'. 
account  for  the  increase  of  depth  in  the  channel '  tion  m  question  affected.  Here  there  is  a  de|»-i; 
by  a  greater  scouring  effect  of  the  current,  and  it ;  for  a  distance  of  about  200  yards  outwanis,  fnu 


the  water  is  more  than  100  feet,  attaining  *  'I*;: 
of  142  feet  under  the  lowest  recorded  Ie»eL 

Only  at  five  points  on  the  whole  distance  i.:  " 
miles  is  the  depth  of  the  channel  at  extreck  '/  • 
water  under  10  feet.     They  are  as  follows  : 

1.  .4t  the  entrance  to  the  Rideau  Canal  for  .v'-  " 
600  feet  out  from  the  lower  lock. 

2.  At  the  head  of  Kettle  Island  at  the  Itrsi:;  ~ 
of  the  fourth  mile  from  Ottawa,  near  the  en  ■«  — 
tion  marked  "  AA."     Here  the  least  depth  in  ;'»■ 


An  examination 
the  river  has  to  some 
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e  entrance  to  the  lower  lock.  The  deposit  here 
prolwiWy  for  the  most  part  saw-dust,  and  it  is 
\e  to  the  fact  that  the  entrance  to  the  Riileau 
aiiiil  ia  in  a,  deep  and  sheltered  bay,  where  the 
iNv-<\ust  collects  and  where  there  is  no  current 
»t1icieiit  to  carry  it  away.     With  this  exception, 

is  estu.t>lishe<i  beyond  all  question  that  no  appre- 
iiible  iujury  has  been  done  to  the  navigable 
liannel  of  the  river  through  the  operations  of  the 
.imbcring  manufacturers. 

^loreover,  it  appears  that  the  lumber  manufac- 
uriiitj  interest  would  suSer  very  much  more  than 
,11  other  interests  from  any  possible  injury  to  the 
luvi^iitiou.  This  inference  is  drawn  from  the 
.•oliime  of  river  traffic,  as  shown  by  government 
etiiriia.  If  the  tolls  collected  ou  tonnage  passing 
:\\<i  Crenville  Canal  be  taken  as  a  criterion,  we  may 
jvulye  of  the  value  of  the  traffic  by  the  following 
table,  which  gives  a  comparison  for  a  periml  of  ten 
ye!U-». 

Then  follows  the  table  «  hich  I  need  not 
read.      He  continues  : 

By  these  returns  it  is  established  that  the  gro<s 
rovjMiue  from  canal  tolls  in  ten  years  ending  31st 
Decuinbcr,  1887,  was  $471,923,  of  which  sawn  lum- 
Awr  ooutributed  $412,844,  and  all  other  traffic, 
.«9,<)79. 

This  does  not  include  timber  in  rafts, 
saw-lQgs,  ties,  &e.,  of  which  he  furnishes  a 
statement.     He  continues  : 

If  the  latter  tolls  be  included,  it  would  appear 
that  the  lumbering  interests  contributed  848,.')22.59 
of  a  total  canal  revenue  of  §49,830. 1 1.  But  taking 
sawn  lumber  alone  which  pays  close  on  90  per  cent 
of  the  aggregate  tolls  collecte<I,  there  cannot  lie  a 
<loubt  that  the  manufacturers  are  to  a  much  larger 
extent  concerned  in  the  navigation  of  the  river 
than  all  other  interests  combined. 

In  connection  with  the  depth  of  water  in  the 
channel  my  inquiries  go  to  snow  that  the  barges 
used  in  the  transportaticm  of  sawn  lumber  are 
greater  in  draught  than  any  other  craft  now  em- 
ployed or  which  have  at  any  previous  time  been 
employed  on  the  river. 

The'cjuestion  arises,  are  the  causes  in  operation, 
if  continued  for  a  sufiBciently  long  period,  likely 
to  damage  the  Ottawa  as  a  navigable  stream  ? 
This  inquiry  is  of  great  importance  and  demands 
special  attention. 

It  is  not  easy  to  ascertain  the  exact  quantity  of 
solid  matter  cast  into  the  river  from  the  mills,  be 
the  quantity  what  it  may,  the  mAterial  being 
buoyant  is  carried  forward  a  greater  or  lesser  dis- 
tance before  it  sinks  or  disappeai-s. 

Wherever  it  may  find  its  way  to  the  liottom,  it 
is  seldom  found  in  a  compact  Iwdy.  A  deposit  of 
sawdust  is  easily  moved  by  currents,  and  as  the 
volume  of  water  in  the  Ottawa  during  floods  is 
very  large  and  of  great  force  it  may  be  assumed 
that  no  deposit  of  Uiis  loose  material  can  remain  in 
the  shallow  parts  of  the  main  channel,  where  in 
fact  the  currents  are  always  greatest. 

It  has  been  satisfactorily  established  by  the 
recent  examination  that  during  the  constantly 
recurring  periods  of  high  water  any  such  deposits 
arc  moved  forward  by  the  currents  and  carried 
probably  to  parts  of  the  river  where  the  wat-er  is 
deep  and  still. 


Taking  that  portion  of  the  Ottawa  between  this 
city  and  (Jrenville  and  dividing  the  whole  distance 
of  60  miles  into  subdivisions  of  10  miles  each,  we 
obtain  from  the  recent  measurements  the  follow- 
ing average  depths  in  the  channel  at  extreme  low 
water. 

From  these  averages  we  have  for  the  whole  60 
miles  of  the  chamiel  taken  in  subdivisions  of  10 
miles. 

1.  A  mean  miniqj^um  depth  of  32  feet  9  inches. 

2.  A  mean  maximum  depth  of  58  feet  7  inches. 

3.  A  general  mean  depth  of  4,'>  feet  9  inches. 
It  will  be  borne  iu  mind  that  all  these  depths 

mentioned  refer  to  a  stage  of  the  water  which  has 
only  occurred  once  in  the  past  17  years,  that  is  to 
say  when  the  river  fell  to  Dut  4  ft.  6i  in.  over  the 
lock  sill  of  the  Rideau  Canal,  ou  the  1st  of  Octo- 
ber, 1881. 

The  large  quantity  of  refuse  passing  from  the 
mills  would  in  a  shallow  sluggish  river  very  soon 
produce  objectionable  consequences,  but  the  deduc- 
tions drawn  from  the  recent  survey  show  conclusi- 
vely that  the  Ottawa  is  so  exceptional  in  its 
character  and  has  depths  so  profound  that  the  evils 
to  be  feared  from  the  filling  up  of  the  channel  are 
exceedingly  remote. 

This  clearly  establishes  the  position  taken 
by  the  millowners,  that  if  anyone  is  to  suflFer 
by  interference  with  the  navigation  of  the 
Ottawa  River,  they  are  the  men.  That  is  an 
argument  the  force  of  which  this  House  will 
be  ready  to  recognize.  The  prophecy  has 
been  made  over  and  over  again  during  this 
debate,  and  I  am  astonished  to  hear  it  re- 
1  iterated  as  often  as  it  has  been,  that  the 
'  channel  of  the  Ottawa  ia  going  to  be  filled 
up — that  it  must  be — whereas  the  fact  is 
known  to  every  man  of  us  that  this  business 
has  been  carried  on  70  or  80  years  or  more 
on  this  river,  and  longer  on  rivers  in  the 
United  States  and  to  a  much  larger  extent, 
and  the  channel  in  every  instance  is  unob- 
structed.    Mr.  Fleming  continues  : 

I  have  had  an  estimate  prepared  to  convey  some 
idea  of  the  length  of  time  which  would  elaps^ 
before  the  deep  pacts  of  the  river  between  Ottawa 
and  (Jrenville  would  be  filled.  This  estimate  is 
l)ased  on  the  soumlinga  recently  made  an<l  on  other 
data.  According  to  this  estimate  it  would  reriuire 
350,000,000  cnbic  yards  of  solid  material  to  fill  up 
the  deeper  parts  to  a  line  ten  feet  under  extreme 
low  water.  I  have  alreatly  indicated  that  the 
((uantity  of  saw-dust  and  refuse  cf  all  kinds  ]>assing 
from  the  mills  cannot  on  an  average  lie  more  than 
100,000  cubic  yards  per  annum.  It  is  not  possible 
to  determine  what  part  of  this  material  remains 
aliove  Orenville.  It  is  reasonable  to  suppose  that 
some  of  it  finds  its  way  to  the  lower  reaches  of  the 
river,  but  assuming  that  no  part  of  it  is  carried 
towards  the  ocean  and  that  its  volume  is  not 
reduced  by  pressure  or  by  any  natural  process,  the 
<luestion  resolves  itself  into  one  of  simple  propor- 
tion, viz.  : — How  long  will  it  take  to  deposit 
.350,000,000  cubic  yards  at  the  rate  of  100,000  cubic 
yards  per  annum  ?  This  whole  calculation  may  be 
held   to  be  but  roughly  approximate,  yet  it  will 
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give  some  idea  of  the  enormous  length  of  time 
■which  would  elapse  before  the  deep  space  under 
the  level  demanded  by  a  navigable  channel  could 
be  filled  up. 

The  examination  which  I  have  made  points  to 
the  following  conclusion  : 

1.  With  respect  to  private  interests,  there  can 
be  no  doubt  that  riparian  owners  in  some  indivi- 
dual cases  suffer  actual  damage  from  t)ie  operations 
of  the  lumber  manufacturers.  •  While  this  is  the 
case  more  especially  iu  the  neighl>ourhood  of  Ottawa 
there  are  many  persons  living  along  the  river  banks 
l>etween  this  city  and  (Jrenville  who  are  lienefited 
in  a  manner  which  to  them  may  be  consilered 
material.  Tliese  persons  may  indeed  be  counted 
by  hundreds,  and  they  would  feel  it  to  be  a  great 
deprivation  if  through  any  canse  they  were  cut  oif 
from  their  annual  supply  of  firewoo<l. 

2.  There  has  lieen  a  deposit  of  saw-dust  directly 
in  front  of  the  Rideau  Canal  in  the  city  of  Ottawa 
it  extend.s  from  the  lower  lock,  a  short  distance 
into  the  river.  The  removal  of  less  than  10,000 
cubic  yards  by  dredging  at  this  spot  would  enable 
all  vessels  navigating  the  canal  to  enter  with  case 
when  the  water  is  at  its  lowest  stage.  With  this 
single  exception  I  am  unable  to  see  that  the  navi- 
gation of  the  River  Ottawa  has  been  injuriously 
interfered  with  to  any  appreciable  extent.  More- 
over, if  the  otiicial  returns  afford  a  means  of  judging 
it  appears  that  the  lumbering  interests  are  more 
deeply  concerned  in  the  maintenance  of  the  naviga- 
tion than  all  other  interests.  The  official  returns 
of  traffic  through  the  (ireuville  canal  showing  that 
the  lund>er  busmess  pays  nearly  all  the  tolls  col- 
lecteil, 

3.  With  regard  to  the  future  it  is  conclusively 
established  that  there  is  no  probability  of  the  navi- 
gation between  the  city  of  Ottawa  and  (Jrenville 
being  irretrievably  destroyed  or  seriously  obstructed 
from  the  cause  assigned  for  centuries  to  come. 

If  any  one  wishes  to  know  without  going 
to  the  trouble  of  making  the  calculation, 
how  long  it  would  take  at  that  rate  to  fill  up 
the  channel  of  the  Ottawa  I  may  say  that  it 
would  take  a  period  of  about  3,500  years. 
Some  hon.  gentlemen  laugh,  but  I  should  like 
to  hear  them  controvert  that  statement.  Then 
cornea  the  report  of  the  Ottawa  and  Gatineau 
saw-mill  owners  to  the  Minister  of  Marine, 
some  points  of  which  have  been  mentioned 
before.  I  shall,  however,  quote  from  it  the 
following : 

1.  As  to  the  alleged  injury  to  the  navigation. 

With  regard  to  the  future  it  is  conclusively 
establishecf  thit  there  is  no  prolmbility  of  the  nav- 
igation between  the  city  of  Ottawa  and  (Jrenville 
being  irretrievably  destroyed  or  seriously  obstruct- 
ed from  the  cause  assigned  for  centuries  to  come. 

It  is  quite  true  that  the  commission  referred  to, 
(that  of  1872)  and  Mr.  Fleming  also,  report  deposits 
in  two  or  three  of  the  bays  immediately  below  the 
Chaudii're  Falls,  the  most  important  of  which  is  at 
the  foot  of  the  locks  of  the  Rideau  Canal.  This  de- 
posit can  easily  be  removed  by  dredginj^,  and  has 
been  so  removed  on  two  separate  occasions  at  long 
intervals  at  the  expense  of  the  lumbermen,  and  we 
are  quite  prepare<i,  when  this  particular  deposit 


becomes    troublesome  agaiu    to   remove  r. 
evidence  adduced  proA-es  conclusively  tlut  tU- 
no  damage  whatever  to  the  navigable  chanoK  r 
saw-dust  or  mill  refuse  except  at  the  on*  pre- 
ferred to,  and  as  this  deposit  can  very  earijv  '• 
moved,  we  submit  that  its  existence  sIhxiI  :  . 
manner  neigh  against  the  interests  of  - 
industry  as  the  lumber  trade. 

Mr.  Fleming  shows   most  conclusively  tin'  • 
centuries  to  come  no  danger  can  he  apprebti  •'• 
the  navigation.     The  correctness  of  Mr.  FIrt   . 
conclusions  are  fully  borne  out  by  the  rpsij!» 
the  Hudson  River  in  the  state  of  Xew  V<-rSi.».- 
the  practice  of  throwing  saw-dust  and  miU  r-;  - 
into  that  stream  has  prevailed   writhout  hinlr.  • 
or   restriction  for  fully  a  huuilre<i    year*:  - 
reference  to  which  Mr.  D.  M.  (irisenc.  C.E..C  - 
report  upon  this  question  in  1873  states  asfi  ; 
"Thus   it  appears  that  the  very   question «■. 
consideration  has  l>een  subjected  upon  ihe  H :  • 
River  to  a  very  severe  practical   test  cuirr.  . 
period   of  nearly   a    century,    and    yet  .«a<.-    ■' 
obstructions  in    the  navigable  channel  or  x  ' 
canals  fed  from  this  river  have  never  befniB''*^ 

2.  As  to  the  question  of  the  fisheries. . 

Permit  us  to  say  that  the  Ottawa  River  i-  r  ■ 
and   never  was  what  might  l)e  eHUe<l  a  thb  •  ■ 
and  there  are  probably  as  many  fish  taken  fr.«-  : 
stream  to-day,  having  in  view  the  fact  thai  i;  . 
l)een  tished  for  a  great  number  of  years,  stf  f' ' 
any  other  stream  in  Canada  under  simila) 
ditions  as  to  original  supply,  etc,  and  we  vtn--- 
the  assertion  that  the  mut«rial  coming  /nm    - 
sawmills  and  removed  from  the  river  as  tirt-"  • 
by   the  settlers    along  its  banks  is  of  far  (.tij> 
value  than  all  the  fish  that  were  ever  taken  fr"  '■' 
as  will  l)e  seen  from  various  petitions  from  «";i<:- 
along  the  river  sent  in  to  the  Goveriiment  froi  tr 
to  time,  praying  that  the  practice  of  tlirotrinj; -i- 
refuse  into  the  river  be  not  discontinued. 

Moreover,  the  Carillon  dam,  at  whi-A  r.<-  r-- 
ways  have  ever  been  provided,  has  been  «n  '■•« 
lute  barrier  ever  since  its  construction  I" 
ascent  fn)m  the  lower  reaches  of  the  Otta»4  > 
the  St.  Lawrence  of  the  fish  that  would  ihM  •• 
otherwise  have  found  their  way  as  far  up  "  ■ ' 
Chaudiere,  and  w-ould  have  effectually  allure'  ''•• 
character  of  that  portion  of  the  river  betirefo  f' ■ 
city  and  Orenville  as  a  fish  stream. 

That  the  presence  of  saw-dust  and  mill  i*f'-i'<  '- 
the  Ottawa  is  not  injurious  to  the  fish  in  tluiri"' 
is  manifest  from  the  experience  of  the  t".)nHL.- 
sioners  of  Fisheries  of  the  state  of  New  Yorki;|'' 
the  Hudson  River  iiiUt  which  stream,  a«  has  '"c^ 
already  said,  this  material  is  thrown  withfi't'" 
triction  or  hindrance.  In  their  "  ."*<^•tIlt«'■■• 
Report"  published  iu  1889  they  state  (pap;  ''■'  >' 
the  report)  that  "  In  the  increasing  number  of  sk* 
caught  yearly  in  the  Hudson,  are  rapidly  gw'-i- 
evidences  of  the  presence  of  salmon  in  th«  ••«"' 
stream  *  *  are  sufficient  proof  of  thc<«lw"' 
the  work  of  the  commission  in  the  past,  aai  '^' 
future  will  show  still  greater  results." 

We  venture  the  opinion  that  the  construotiiw  '•' 
proper  fi&hways  at  the  dams  upon  the  Ott**"*  *" 
in  the  case  of  the  Hudson  where  these  fishwaix" 
built  past  the  very  dams,  in  several  instances,  '■t^' 
establish  the  head  of  water  for  driving  the  sa»»iil'' 
that  throw  their  saw-dust  and  mill  refuse  into  * 
river ;  and  the  same  well  directed  efforts  tn«'«f'' 
the  re-stocking  of  the  Ottawa  with  suitable  tini' 
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fish  would  protlnce  the  same  results  that  have 
en  seciire<l  upon  the  Hudson,  notwithstanding 
e  presence  of  saw-dust  and  mill  refuse  in  that 

\\"e  respectfully  suggest  that  at  all  events  it  is 
mwiCestly  unfair  to  cripple  so  important  an  indus- 
y  as  the  sawn  lumber  trade  upon  the  bare  assump- 
tm  thsvt,  as  now  conducted,  it  proves  tr>  hurtful 
Vki  tinhery  interests  upon  the  Ottawa,  so  long  as 
le  weight  of  evidence  is  strongly  to  the  contrary  ; 
iK.l  so  Ifing  as  the  means  ordinarily  employed  for 
i\e  maintenance  of  a  fish  supply,  and  whicli  are 
inicesaful  elsewhere  under  practically  the  same 
onilitions  as  obtain  on  the  Ottawa,  are  neglected 
i\x->u  that  stream. 

4.  As  to  the  alleged  injurious  effect  upon  the 
mblic  heiilth  of  the  throwing  of  saw-dust  and  other 
nUl  refuse  into  the  river. 

Upon  that  point  we  beg  to  state  that  the  cities 
}f  llay  City  ami  Saginaw,  in  the  state  of  Michigan, 
ive  huilt  largely  upon  made  ground  tilled  in  with 
sawmill  refuse.     Inquiry  matle  in  1890,  when  this 
matter   'was    again    under    consideration,   of    the 
officials  of  these  cities  as  to  whether  or  not  the 
public  health'  had  suffered  from  the  facts  referred 
to,  elicited  the  following  replies  :  Mr.  Barljer,  city 
recorder  of  Bay  City,  writes  as  follows  :  "I  have 
not  heard  of  any  complaints  being  made  in  this  city 
or  anj'  other  cities  along  the  said  stream  (the  Sa^i- 
uaw  River)  relative  to  the  injurious  effects  the  said 
matter  would  have  upon  the  public  health  ;  in  fact 
the  vital  statistics  here  compare  favourably  with 
any  other  city  or  section  in  the  state."     William 
Binder,  controller  of  the  city  of  Saginaw,  writes  : 
'•  I  have  Ijeen  living  here  ever  since  the  first  mill 
started  in  IS-W.     A  great  many  low  grounds  and 
bayous  have  been  fillpd  with  saw-dust  and  slabs, 
without  endangering  the  health  of  the  citizens.    We 
have  roads  which  are  maile  of  slab  tilling  (i  ft.  8  in. 
high  and  saw-ilust  on  top  of  them  ;  so  far  they  have 
not  endangered  the  health  of  the  population." 
.').  As  regards  the  beauty  of  the  landscape. 
Upon  that  point  we  admit  that  floating  saw-dust 
dnes  not  improve   the  general  appearance  of  the 
river,  but  it  must  be  remembered  that  this  is  a 
utilitarian  age  and  that  the  interests  of  any  im- 
portant industry,  the  success  of  which  affecte  the 
well  being  of  so  many  people,  are  invariably  held 
to  be  paramount    to    the    gratification   of    mere 
:V9tbetic  taste,  satisfactory  and  desirable  as  that 
may  be  under  proper  conditions. 

In  considering  this  question  it  should  be  borne 
in  mind  that  lumber  has  been  manufactured  upon 
the  Ottawa  for  upwards  of  forty  years  and  upon  its 
tributaries  at  least  ninety-five  years,  during  which 
time  saw-dust  and  mill  refuse  have  been  thrown 
into  the  stream.  If  during  that  long  period  of 
time  no  substantial  injury  has  resulted  to  any  pub- 
lic or  private  interest  from  this  practice,  which  we 
submit  can  easily  be  shown  to  be  the  case,  there 
can  be  no  grave  danger  to  such  interests  from  the 
continuance  of  this  practice.  Especially  will  this 
be  seen  to  be  the  case  when  it  is  remembered  that 
probably  two-thirds,  if  not  more,  of  the  timber  of 
the  Ottawa  Valley  has  already  been  harvested, 
and  that  in  future  the  lumber  industry  must 
gradually  decline. 

The  oificial  returns  of  the  Crown  Lands  depart- 
ments of  Ontario  and  Quebec,  from  the  Ottawa 
section,  and  the  statements  of  the  Upper  Ottawa 
Improvement  Company  of  logs  brought  down  the 


Ottawa  from  year  to  year,  will  show  that  during 
the  past  six  or  eight  years  the  volume  of  business 
upon  the  Ottawa  and  its  tributaries,  especially  in 
the  Ottawa  district  has  declined  nearly  or  quite 
fifty  per  cent.  When  we  couple  with  this  decline 
the  fact  that  saws  of  much  lighter  guage  are  used 
in  the  manufacture  of  lumber  than  were  used 
eight  or  ten  years  ago,  we  are  quite  safe  in  saying 
that  the  volume  of  sawdust  and  mill  refuse  thrown 
into  the  Ottawa  is  considerably  less  than  one-half 
what  it  was  say  ten  years  ago. 

The  present  situation  of  this  question  then  is  ; 
that  the  pine  upon  the  Ottawa  has  l)een  two-thirds 
cut ;  that  the  annual  volume  of  business  has  declined 
nearly  or  quite  fifty  per  cent,  and  that  the  quan- 
tity of  saw-dust  and  mill  refuse  from  this  greatly 
decreased  volume  of  business  is  very  much  less  per 
thousand  feet  than  was  the  case  several  years  ago 
probably  not  over  one-third  in  the  aggregate  wliat 
it  was  then.  But  even  assuming  that  all  saw-dust, 
and  what  is  called  '  mill  refuse,'  were  kept  out  of 
the  river,  there  would  still  be  a  considerable 
quantity  of  rubbish  composed  largely  of  bark  from 
the  logs  which  cannot  be  kept  out  of  the  river,  and 
the  presence  of  which  in  the  stream  must  neces- 
sarily be  an  incident  of  the  Inmber  trade  so  long  as 
it  continues  to  be  exploited  upon  the  Ottawa. 

We  have  no  desire  that  our  private  interests 
should  be  in  any  way  promoted  at  the  expense  of 
those  of  other  private  individuals  or  of  the  public. 
This  is  a  question  that  must  be  looked  at  from  the 
standpoint  of  the  greatest  good  to  the  greatest 
number,  and  we  submit  that  upon  the  questions  as 
to  the  effect  of  this  material  upon  the  navigation, 
upon  the  fishery  interests,  upon  the  purity  of  the 
water  and  upon  the  public  health,  no  Siitisfactoiy 
evidence  has  l>een  adduced  to  prove  that  any  sub- 
stantial injury  arises  from  the  presence  of  saw-dust 
or  mill  refuse  in  the  River  Ottawa,  but  that  upon 
the  other  han.l  it  is  productive  of  greater  good 
than  injury. 

It  may  l)e  deemed  superfluous  for  us  to  make  any 
statement  as  to  the  prolmble  effect  upon  the  busi- 
ness interests  of  the  Ottawa  section  of  the  enforce- 
ment of  the  Fisheries  Act  as  amended  at  the  last 
session  of  Parliament,  but  inasmuch  as  it  is  a  mat- 
ter in  which  the  people  of  Ottawa  and  its  vicinity 
have  a  very  substantial  interest,  we  may  be  par- 
doned the  statement  that  such  enforcement  must 
have  one  or  other  of  two  results  ;  either  that  the 
mills  nmst  be  removed  to  some  other  locality,  since 
Ottawa  possesses  no  advantages  as  a  lumber  manu- 
facturing point  apart  from  the  unrestricted  use  of 
the  water  power,  but  on  the  other  hand  very  many 
serious  disadvantages,  or,  that  burners  must  be 
erected  for  the  burning  of  this  material,  which  will 
tend  to  create  a  smoke  nuisance  throughout  the 
whole  city,  and  will  doubtless  be  taken  advantage 
of  by  insurance  companies  to  raise  the  rates  upon 
all  insurable  property  within  the  limits  of  the  city. 
In  either  case,  we  submit  that  the  public  interests, 
so  far  as  Ottawa  is  concerned,  would  suffer  much 
more  than  theyconld  by  any  possibility  suffer  from 
the  present  practice  of  allowing  this  material  to 
pass  away  in  the  running  water  of  the  river. 

As  some  members  of  this  House  are  aware, 
the  saws  used  in  almost  all  processes  of 
manufacture  now  are  very  much  thinner 
than  those  which  were  used  in  former  years. 
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Especially  is  this  the  case  with  the  band-saw, 
which  does  a  large  proportion  of  the  work 
iu  the  mills.  It  is  very  much  thinner,  and 
the  kerf,  that  is  the  part  taken  out  by  the 
operation  of  the  saw,  is  a  half  or  two-thirds 
less  than  it  used  to  be.  You  can  see  how 
materially  that  effects  the  situation.  Then, 
with  reference  tx>  the  burning  of  refuse,  I 
may  say  that  in  some  places  where  these 
incinerators  have  been  started  the  nuisance 
has  become  almost  unboarable,  not  merely 
to  the  locality,  but  for  a  distance,  which 
would  surprise  hon.  gentlemen. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDOM  ALD  (B.C.)— That 
is  all  stopped  by  having  a  wire  netting  over 
the  top. 

Hon.  Mr.  PRIMROSE— But  they  do  not 
all  have  wire  netting. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)— They 
ought  to  have. 

Hon.  Mr.  PRIMROSE— Complaints  have 
been  made  even  where  such  netting  is  used. 
It  is  a  fact  that  refuse  comes  from  those 
incinerators  and  floats  over  the  city  and  ad- 
jacent country  to  the  injury  of  clothing  put 
out  to  dry. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)— I  hav® 
seen  them  working  in  lumber  yards  for  many 
years — right  in  the  middle  of  the  lumber, 
and  no  accident  has  occurred  from  them. 
They  wire  over  the  top  of  the  smoke-stack. 

Hon.  Mr.  PRIMROSE— These  are  the 
representations  by  the  lumbermen.  Now, 
for  a  statement  or  two  from  Mr.  Edwards. 
The  facts  are  put  so  tei-sely  and  succinctly 
that  I  am  sure  I  shall  be  excused  for  making 
the  quotation. 

Hon.  Mr.  CASGRATN— Is  that  pamphlet 
issued  by  the  millowners  1 

Hon.  Mr.  PRIMROSE— Yes  ;  but  I  have 
also  quoted  from  the  report  of  Mr.  Fleming. 
Mr.  Edwards  says  : 

We  have  never  heard  the  scttlei-s  along  the  banks 
of  the  river  complain  or  advance  in  any  way  the 
theory  that  the  number  of  fish  has  lessened  in  the 
stream  as  a  result  of  putting  sawdust  in  it,  but  we 
have  frequently  heard  the  assertion  made  by  city 
people  who  know  nothing  whatever  of  the  matter. 

There  is,  we  understand,  a  prevailing  idea  that 
our  case  at  Rockland  is  an  example  of  what  can  be 
done  generally.  But  this  is  a  serious  error.  The 
most  convenient  way  of  disposing  of  our  mill  refuse 
here  is  to  burn  it.  The  appliances  for  doing  so 
were  constructed  at  a  cost  of  ten  thousand  dollars. 


At  our  smaller  mill  at  New  Kdinborg,  wb.i 
the  side  of  a  cliff,  the  same  can   be  cartic-l  - 
small  cost,  and  in  the  construction  of  thi<  u_ 
had  this  in  view,  and  regardless  of  any  ia«  it 
going  to  build  a  burner  there  also,  becuse ::  ■ 
better  means  of  disposing  of  our  refuse.     C::; 
is  no  parallel  case  on  the  Ottawa.     The  «i:w 
with  each  of   the  other  lumberioen  h»viL.  • . 
mills  is  this  : — The  mill  is  built  in  the  beii  -r 
stream,  it  is  low  down  ;  there  is  uo  in«uu»iu-- 
of  getting  in  carriers  to  conceatrate  the  t.- 
and  elevat*  it  into  burners.    If  the  milU  wer-  . 
enough  and  it  could  be  done,  the  coet  for  th.  » 
mills  would  be  say  from  $20,000   to  ^m*t'  ■■ 
for  the  carriers  and  burners,  saying  notbiic  . 
the  cost  of  operatin)^  it  afterwards.     Bat  it  i- 
frank  opinion  that  in  most,  if  not   in  e»tr;-    - 
reconstruction  would  have  to  take  place,  in  •  . 
event  no  estimate  of  cost  could  t>e  venturtr^ 

Finally  allow  us  to  say  this :   We  are  vsxi-  . . 
lumbermen,  and  if  we  had  in  view  our  o»l  -t.-. 
interests,  we  would  join  the  crusade  agsx- 
hun))ermen  putting  sawdust  in  the  river.    W  ■ 
are  unable  to  join  any  campaign  that  ba»  !>>  ; 
dation  in  truth,  and  one  that  if  successful  »-..;  • 
detrimental  to  the  best  interest  of  the  entire  (*::-' 
River. 

Last  session,  when  this  subject  was  uu. ' 
discussion,  I  had  the  privilege  and  jifea.-."- 
of  going   into   Mr.   Booth's   mill,   the  ■'- 
which      was      afterwards      destroyed    ' 
firp,  and  I  realize  the  difficulty  which  w". 
have  been    experienced   in   changing  v< 
mill.     I  suppose  it  is  likely  that  some  bc 
gentlemen  who  have  spoken  on  this  fub'f  • 
have  not  spent  a  week   in  a  sawmill  ir  i 
their   lives ;  I  have  spent   years.     A  '^s"- 
unfair   remark    was  made   with  regani  :■ 
Mr.  Edwards  in  the  discussion  of  tJiis  ffi*-' 
ter,  that  of  course  he  would  favour  his  :• 
low  mill-owners.     So  far  from  thisbeiniTt- 
case,    he   says  :   "  Y^e   are  competing  'u*- 
bermen,    cfcc."     I    do   not   think  that  V' 
Edwards's  is  built  on   that  plan.    I  w* 
come    to   the    resolution   of    the   Otu«' 
Board  of  Trade.     It  is  as  follows  : 

I  am  directed  by  the  Board  to  transmit  U' )  ■ 
for  your  ctmsideration  a  resolution  paiweJ  ^' ' 
general  meeting  of  which  the  following  is  «  ^M* 

That  whereas  the  amendment  of  theFisli«^" 
Act  passed  the  last  session  of  ftirliament  rer«'" 
the  exemption  granted  to  the  sawn  lumber  mi'- 
facturers  of  the  Ottawa  Valley  and  compels  tU- 
from  the  first  of  May  next  to  find  other  row""  " 
the  disposal  of  their  sawdust ; 

Whereas  the  practice  of  depositing  saw-*!"*!  "^^ 
the  Ottawa  river  and  its  tributaries  hasexi-'"'-'" 
the  past  forty  years  ;  and 

Whereas  all  the  water  mills  on  the  Otta«*  »•''; 
tributaries  have  been  constnicte<l  with  a  >'<»■■■ 
thus  disposing  of  their  saw-dust  ;  and 

Whereas  these  mills  have  now  and  have  »'"?" 
been  the  main  industry  of  the  Ottawa  ^'^!; 
giving  employment  to  thousands  of  persons  a'  *' 
times  of  the  year  ;  and 
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\'  her  e&s  the  mannfacture  of  sawn  lumber  in  later 
rs  is  being  largely  done  in  the  woo<l«  by  the 
Lit  ion  of  steam  mills  on  the  limits,  thereby  greatly 
tailing  coat  of  same  ; 

ie  it  tlierefore  resolved,  that  this  board  is  of  the 
aioii  that  if  there  be  any  damage  or  injury 
sing  from  the  practice  of  throwing  sawdust  or 
1  refuse  into  the  Ottawa  or  its  tributaries,  it  has 
ea,<ly  been  done  and  that  the  few  remaining 
Lt.rs  the  industry  is  likely  to  continue  will  add 
t  little  if  any  to  existing  conditions  :  and 
Thivt  this  board  strongly  protests  against  any 
tiou  of  Parliament  that  would  tend  to  drive  this 
ilnstry  from  its  present  location,  and  would 
viit'stly  impresson  the  (Jovernment  our  objections 
any  restriutious  that  would  have  this  eJfect ;  and 
Tlistt  a  copy  of  this  resolution  be  sent  to  the  hon. 
le  M  inister  of  Marine  and  Fisheries  with  a  refjuest 
ittt  he  will  place  it  before  the  Government. 
;sj>ectf  ully  asking  their  careful  consideration  of 
\is  ii>iportant  tjuestion. 

t  will  not  be  assumed  that  the  Board  of 
'rade  of  Ottawa  is  entirely  under  the  thumb 
if  the  mill-owners.  Then  comes  the  state- 
iient  of  the  riparian  owners,  some  of  whom 
lave  been  quoted  by  the  hon.  member  from 

.>tta>va  : 

• 
.'>.   That  pine  saw-dust  and  edgings  have  been 
put  in  the  Ottawa  River  at  this  place  for  upwards 
»f  90  years  without  injury  to  fish,  navigation  or 
otherwise,  and  your  petitioners  believe  that  pine 
siiw-dust  or  pine  edgings  do  not  affect  or  injure  the  ' 
rinh  that  are  now  to  be  found  in  this  part  of  the  j 
Ottawa  river,  but  that  the   government  dam  at  \ 
I'arrillou  does  entirely  prevent  the  ascent  of  fish  of 
all  kinds  from  the  lower  St.  LawreDce  and  shad 
from  the  sea ;  the  latter  entirely  disappeared  after 
the  dam  was  completed. 

0.  That  if  the  act  passed  last  session  is  enforced 
it  must  leave  the  proprietors  of  the  Hawkesbury 
mills  no  other  alternative  but  to  close  their  mills, 
to  the  great  injury  of  the  surrounding  country. 

7.  Your  petitioners  would  humbly  pray  that 
your  Parliament  would  exempt  these  mills  from 
the  recent  Fishery  Act,  so  as  to  permit  of  saw-dust 
and  mill  edgings  being  allowed  to  go  into  the  river 
as  heretofoie  at  Hawkesbury  mills,  as  in  like  man- 
ner the  government  did  at  the  request  of  a  sin-.ilar 
petition  sent  to  the  government  some  17  or  18  years 
ago. 

We  have  had  a  good  deal  of  documentary 
evidence  on  this  matter  extending  over  a 
great  many  hours  and  I  beg  to  be  excused 
by  the  hon.  members  of  the  House  for -the 
use  I  have  made  of  this  pamphlet.     It  can- 
not be  affirmed  of  me  at  all  events  that  I 
have  not "  spoken  by  the  book."     Reference 
has  been  made  to  one  gentleman  to  whom 
professedly  injuries  have  been  done  and  who 
has  taken  legal  proceedings — that  is  the 
boatman  Antoine  Ratt^.     Several  speakers 
have  alluded  to  him.     There  is  one  feature 
of  his  experience  which  attracts  my  atten- 
tion and  it  is  this  :  He  professes  to  have 
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been  injured  to  the  extent  of  $2,000  per 
annum  by  this  saw-dust  accumulating  in  a 
place  where  he  has  his  boathouse  and  on 
taking  the  case  to  the  court  he  was  awarded 
a  sum  amounting  to  $3,500  in  all  for  injury 
done  to  him  over  a  period  extending  from 
1879  to  1884,  which  is  a  period  of  five  years. 
The  court  evidently  did  not  estimate  the  dam- 
age which  had  accrued  to  Mr.  Ratte  at  his 
own  valuation.  I  have  been  told,  although 
I  know  nothing  personally  about  the  matter, 
that  this  gentleman  was  perhaps  unfortunate 
in  the  selection  of  his  locality  for  providing 
boats  for  pleasure,  etc.,  where  he  selected  his 
site  there  is  a  very  rapid  current  and  also  the 
boats  supplied  were  said  to  be  unsuitable.  Be- 
fore resuming  my  seat  I  cannot  refrain  from 
giving  expression  to  my  views  of  the  language 
which  has  been  used  as  applied  to  these  gen- 
tlemen, the  lumbermen  of  Ottawa.  I  cannot 
characterize  it  otherwise  than  as  unjust, 
ungenerous  and  unjustifiable,  and  I  am  pre- 
pared to  maintain  the  position  that  it  is  so. 
What  evidence  is  there  before  this  House 
that  these  men  are  tyrants  and  terrorists,  aa 
they  have  been  called  in  the  progress 
of  this  debate  ;  what  evidence  is  there  that 
they  are  unjust  to  their  men?  If  I  person- 
ally had  a  case  in  court  I  would  much  rather 
let  the  case  stand  on  its  own  merits,  even 
though  I  had  some  doubts  about  its  validity 
than  accept  such  advocacy  as  that.  I  woidd 
consider  that  my  case  was  much  more  injured 
than  benefited  by  it  by  such  advocacy.  In 
the  discussion  of  last  year  the  same  language 
was  used,  and  I  say  it  was  unjust,  ungener- 
ous and  unjustifiable.  I  look  upon  it  in  this 
light,  that  these  are  the  men,  and  such  are 
they  who  make  a  country  great  an  i  prosper- 
ous, who  by  sheer  force  of  character  have 
overcome  time  and  again  manifold  dithcul- 
ties  before  which  their  would-be  critics 
would  simply  stand  appalled.  That  is 
the  view  that  I  take  of  it,  and  if  the-'e 
gentlemen  have  obtained  wealth  is  it  a  sin 
that  they  have  done  so?  From  what  I 
have  heard  of  the  business  in  the  Ottawa 
Valley  it  is  not  everyone  of  them  that  have 
become  wealthy.  I  have  been  told  that 
many  of  them  have  failed  and  failed  repeat- 
edly. I  see  no  crime  in  being  wealthy,  the 
fact  that  they  have  become  wealthy  is  a 
credit  to  them,  because  they  have  not  only 
elevated  themselves,  but  in  doing  so  have 
brought  the  people  up  with  them.  It  is  very 
easy  to  say  of  them  that  they  do  not  afford 
sufficient  wages  to  their  employees.  But  look, 
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for  instance,  at  the  ovation  which  was  ten- 
dered the  other  day  to  Mr.  Edwards  by  his 
employees  at  Rockland,  and  at  what  they 
say  concerning  the  wages  paid  to  them. 
Odium  was  cast  on  Mr.  Edwards  in  regard 
to  this  matter  in  the  other  House. 


Hon.   Mr.   POWER- 
bis  saw-dust  ? 


-Because  he  burns 


Hon.  Mr.  PRIMROSE— The  same  ap- 
plies to  the  men  at  the  Chaudiere — we  liave 
no  reason  to  think  that  they  are  diflferent. 
The  using  of  such  language  in  regard  to  such 
gentlemen  reminds  me  of  the  practice  at  the 
bar  which  has  liecome  now,  I  am  glad  to  say, 
almost  obsolete,  and  that  is  that  when  a 
gentleman  at  the  bar  has  no  other  valid 
argument  he  resorts  to  the  unwholesome 
practice  of  abusing  the  opposite  counsel. 
That  seems  to  have  been  the  method 
adopted  in  this  case.  There  is  a  grand 
old  Roman  maxim  the  spirit  of  which  I 
trust  will  be  justified  and  receive  its  further 
exemplification  and  endorsement  at  the 
hands  of  this  honourable  House  in  dealing 
with  this  vexed  question.  It  contains  just 
four  words:  Jiat  justitia,  ruat  caelum — "Let 
justice  be  done  though  the  heavens  should 
fall,"  and  let  me  add,  though  a  residuum 
be  left  in  the  Ottawa  and  some  of  our  other 
Canadian  rivers. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— The  question  has 
been  debated  and  a  gr^'at  deal  of  evidence 
brought  forward,  but  I  regard  the  matter 
that  is  now  before  the  House  in  the  light  of 
class  legislation.  The  bill  that  i;  now 
brought  down  is  evidently  introduced  in  the 
interest  of  a  certain  number  of  lumbermen 
who  control  the  large  lumbering  interests. 
In  debating  this  question  it  has  almost  alto- 
gether been  confined  to  its  probable  efiisct 
upon  the  lumbermen  of  the  Ottawa  River, 
and  the  injury  that  is  being  inflicted  upon 
the  Ottawa  River  itself,  and,  therefore, 
when  I  speak  of  the  question  in  regard  to 
the  Ottawa,  I  speak  of  a  subject  which  has 
been  the  subject  of  debate  in  this  House 
during  the  past  four  or  five  years,  and  has 
also  been  the  subject  of  investigation  by  a 
committee  of  the  Senate  as  far  back  as  the 
session  of  1888.  In  that  respect,  I  say  the 
question  before  the  House  is  one  of  class 
legislation.  There  are  two  interests  in- 
volved :  one,  the  interest  of  the  few  lumber- 
men  who  control  the   industry  upon  the 


Ottawa ;  the  other,  a  great  public  io:-  - 
a  large  portion  of  which   is  centereil  :  - 
question  of  the  fisheries  and  the  narc 
which  come  under  the  purview  of  the  Xr 
and  Fisheries  Department.      I  alwajsL- 
with  pleasure  to  my  hon.  friend  frMnF  - 
but  he  has  shown  on  this   ocensioi.  »■ 
earnest    advocacy   of  class    legislatixi 
which  I  have  a  decided  objection  wLtr  - 
conceived  in  that  spirit.      We  are  h-r  • 
the  protection  of   the  public  inter^t- 
to    judge   honestly    what    is  best  !cr 
permanent  interests  of  all.      The  Ic-;- 
men  are  quite  capable  of  proteciin;  't-. 
selves.     The    hon.    member    from   Ri- 
has  quoted  from  the  evidence  taken  l^: 
a  committee  of  the  House  in  the  aft-.  ■: 
1888.     We  have  had  evidence  presen:-. 
us  by  I  he  hon.   member  from  Pictoa  r 
senting  a  committee  convened  by  th'  :. 
bermen  themselves. 

Hon.   Mr.    PRIMROSE— A    amx:: 
convened  by  the  lumbermen  themsV— 
what  do  you  mean  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— The  R>prw- 
tions  advanced  by  the  lumbermen  theiu*.  - 
— what  the  hon.  gentleman  has  been  t'-- 
ing.  The  hon.  member  has  been  nds^ 
the  case  desired  to  be  presented  to  i:; 
House  by  the  lumbermen  themselves, 

Hon.  Mr.  PRIMROSE— Part  of  it 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— And  part  of  i 
the  evidence  of  Mr.  Sandford  Flemiw-  -' 
engineer  whom  they  employed  to  '.i> 
soundings  and  make  a  report  on  their  bet- 
I  understand  a  repwrt  was  made  h  - 
engineer  employed  by  the  government 
behalf  of  the  public.  That  report,  a; 
understand,  has  never  made  its  appear^:^- 
before  this  House,  although  it  has  i" 
called  for.  We  have  never  had  «a  •'" 
portunity  of  knowing  what  report  t: 
government  engineer  made,  and  we  cm"',' 
suppose  that  it  is  opposed  to  Mr.  Samit  • 
Fleming's  report  and  has  been  withheU ;' 
the  same  inteiest  that  this  bill  is  no*  ^ 
brought  before  Parliament.  Now  the  '•'• 
that  has  been  brought  before  this  Hoos-i- 
to  rescind  legislation  that  was  passed  *■ 
year.  It  is  for  the  purpose  of  resciafc 
legislation  which  was  the  culmination  of  >^ 
the  reports  that  has  been  made  upon  i* 
floor  of  the  House  in  regard  to  thisquesW- 
commencing  with  the  committee  that  Bii^ 
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s  report  in  1888,  quoted  by  my  hon.  friend 
'om      Rideau    Division,   and     the    eflforts 
ha.t  he    and  others  have  made  continually 
roin    time  to  time  in  order  to  give  effect 
t>  tVie  report  of  that  committee.     Last  year 
I'lieii  the  legislation  was  before  this  House, 
h©     hon.    member   from   Ottawa    took    an 
sntirely  different  ground  from  the  ground 
le    has    t«ken  to-day.      In  fact,  he  would 
ippear  to  me  to  be  something  like  the  coun- 
sel into  whose  hands  a  brief  was  put  and 
5ot  up  and  made  his  remarks  in  regard  to 
the    brief ;    when   the   attorney   looked  on 
with    asto.iishment  and  said  :    "  Why,  you 
are    arguing  on   the   wrong   side,"  and   he 
iniinediately  changed  and  said,  "  Yes,  that 
is  what  my  opponent  is  going  to  say,  now,  I 
will  give  you  the  other  side."    That  is  the 
position  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Ottawa 
has  assumed  in  this  House,  and  in  doing  so, 
he    has   assumed  with  the  government,  to 
legislate  for  the  class  as  against  the  public 
interest.     Both  sides  of  the  House  are  to 
blame  because  the  influences  of  the  lumber- 
men   are  of  such  a  character  that  they  pro- 
pose   to    ignore  the  public  interest  in  the 
matter,   and  have    advanced    reasons  why 
lej^islation  should  take  place  in  their  parti- 
cular   interest  because  they  control   such 
large    interests,   and    therefore  should    not 
he    interfered  with.      They  propose  to  ig- 
nore  the  evidence  that  has  been   brought 
forward   before    the    committee    that  was 
appointed,  I  will  just  read  you  one  clause 
from  the  report  in  1888  which  says  : 

Your  committee  are  of  opinion  that  it  is  estab- 
lifheil  beyond  question  that  extensive  deposits  of 
saw-dust  and  other  mill  refuse  exist  in  the  Ottawa 
River,  from  the  Chandifere  Falls  to  the  head  of  the 
4:renville  Canal,  and  that  these  constitute  a  very 
serious  and  steadily  increasing  interference  with 
piiWic  rights  of  navigation,  which  has  already  be- 
come seriously  obstructed,  and  must  at  no  distant 
perifxl,  if  inmiediate  measures  are  not  taken  to 
arrest  the  evil,  become  irretrievably  destroyed. 

That  is  one  clause  in  the  report.  After 
a  careful  discussion  of  the  matter,  after 
evidence  of  engineers  and  of  the  lumber- 
men themselves,  after  evidence  of  a  varied 
character,  that  was  the  report  of  the  com- 
mittee that  was  brought  down  at  that  time. 
Following  up  that  report,  following  up  the 
efforts  that  were  made  by  the  hon.  gentle- 
man from  the  Ride  vu  Division,  legislation 
was  brought  down  last  year  to  say  that  the 
lumbermen  must  make  some  arrangement  in 
order  to  stop  the  putting  of  saw-dust  into 
the  river.     Ifow  what  do  we  hear  the  hon. 


member  from  Pictou  say  ?  He  said  :  "  We 
have  only  a  few  more  years  of  lumbering, 
and  therefore  for  the  few  years  we  have  left 
of  lumbering  in  the  Ottawa,  you  had  better 
let  us  alone  and  not  hamper  us." 

Hon.  Mr.  PRIMROSE— That  is  not  my 
position. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— Those  are  the 
words. 

Hon.  Mr.  PRIMROSE— I  said  they  had 
been  claiming  that  this  was  such  a  manifest 
injury  that  in  a  very  short  time  the  channel 
would  fill  up  and  all  the  other  evils  accrue 
that  had  been  spoken  of.  Now,  for  years 
past  the  causes  have  been  existent  which 
according  to  their  view  of  the  matter 
should  produce  that  effect  and  have  not  pro- 
ducetl  it,  and  these  conditions  are  lessening 
each  year.  The  trade  is  less  and  the  saws 
are  thinner,  and  there  is  less  saw-dust  thrown 
in  the  river  and  less  chance  of  all  those 
things  coming  to  pass. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— He  says  the  evil 
is  lessening  in  consequence  of  the  decrease 
of  the  trade.  All  I  can  say  is,  I  regret 
very  much  indeed  to  hear  that  being  put 
forth  on  behalf  of  the  lumbermen.  ■  I  think 
myself,  that  it  is  not  correct.  I  have  great 
faith  in  the  lumbering  industries  of  Canada. 
I  am  quite  aware  that  a  great  deal  of  the 
lumbering  in  the  past  has  of  ne  essity  been 
carried  on  with  a  good  deal  of  recklessness. 
There  has  been  a  large  amount  of  waste  ;  but 
l>ccause  that  has  taken  place  in  the  past, 
there  is  no  reason  why  we  should  sit  down 
and  say  :  "  The  forest  is  being  cut  down. 
It  is  being  burned  over  and  very  soon  there 
will  be  no  more  lumliering."  I  say,  if  the 
lumt>ermen  put  forward  that  plea,  we  should 
without  doubt  take  some  stringent  measures 
in  order  to  try  and  obviate  such  a  condition 
of  affairs.  In  European  countries,  they 
require  that  a  tree  shall  be  planted  for  every 
tree  that  is  cut  down ;  if  a  tree  is  cut  down 
another  tree  shall  be  put  in  its  place  for  the 
use  of  future  generations,  and  it  may  not 
only  be  necessary  for  us  to  impose  such  res- 
trictions upon  the  lumbermen  of  Canada  not 
only  in  regard  to  the  question  of  saw-dust  that 
is  now  before  us,  but  we  may  be  obliged  to 
impose  such  restrictions  as  will  revive  the 
forests  that  are  now  being  destroy,  d  by  fires 
and  by  the  recklessness  of  the  lumbermen's 
axe,  in  order   to  preserve   the  magnificent 
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wealth  that  has  so  long  helped  to  sustain 
the  country  and  that  will  help  to  sustain  it 
in  the  future  to  a  very  great  extent  if 
ordinary  precautions  are  taken.  There  is 
another  view  that  must  not  be  lost  sight  of 
and  that  is  the  destruction  of  our  forests  in 
its  effect  upon  the  rain  fall,  the  watershed 
of  our  great  lakes  is  apparently  failing  to 
maintain  the  depth  of  water  in  them,  it  is 
worth  while  to  inquire  how  far  that  is  due 
to  the  absence  of  moisture  through  the  de- 
nudation of  our  forests.  Now,  hon.  gentle- 
men, what  are  we  asking  the  lumbermen  to  r 
do  in  criticising  this  bill  ?  We  are  merely  i 
asking  them  to  change  the  condition  of 
their  mills  so  that,  instead  of  letting  the 
saw-dust  carelessly  and  recklessly  slide  I 
through  on  top  of  the  wheels,  they  may 
change  their  carriers  and  carry  that  saw- 
dust to  where  it  w^ill  be  destroyed,  or  utilized 
so  that  it  will  not  be  inflicting  upon  navi- 
gation or  upon  the  fishing  interest,  or  upon 
the  safety  of  the  Ottawa  River  itself.  Now, 
according  to  the  report  of  the  commit- 
tee, the  lumbering  on  the  Ottawa  is  con- 
ducted by  Messrs.  Bronson  &  Weston,  Mr. 
Booth,  Mr.  Eddy,  Perley  &  Pattie,  Mr. 
Hurdman  and  Mr.  Grier — six  lumbermen. 
Between  them,  according  to  their  report, 
they  manufacture  36.5,000,000  feet  of  lum- 
ber. At  $10  a  thousand  that  represents  a 
value  of  83,650,000.  That  is  the  receipts  of 
the  lumbermen  from  the  manufacture  of 
lumber  in  the  city  of  Ottawa.  Every  hon. 
gentlemen  who  knows  anything  about  lum- 
bering is  aware  of  the  fact  that  at  the  very 
least  there  is  a  difference  of  25  cents  betw^een 
the  cost  of  manufacturing  lumber  in  a  water 
mill  and  the  cost  of  manufacturing  it  in  a 
steam  mill,  and  on  the  365,000,000  feet  of 
lumber  that  is  manufactured  here  according 
to  this  report,  there  is  a  saving  of  at  least 
8100,0J0  a  year  in  consequence  of  its  being 
manufactured  by  the  water  power  of  the 
Chaudi^re,  and  that  saving  is  enormous  as 
compared  with  the  cost  that  the  lumbermen 
would  incur  in  order  to  change  the  condition 
of  their  mills  to  keep  the  saw-dust  out  of  the 
river.  Now,  hon.  gentlemen,  the  question 
is  merely  one  of  cost,  merely  one  of  money. 
The  §3,650,000  I  put  at  a  low  estimate  as 
the  receipts  of  those  six  firms,  and  it  is  a 
question  how  far  we  are  justified  in  calling 
upon  them  to  apportion  a  part  of  their 
expenditure  in  order  to  get  rid  of  this  nuis- 
ance, or  whether  we  shall  allow  them  to  go 
on  and  perpetuate  the  nuisance  in  the  river 
irrespective  of  what  their  receipts  are. 


Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELU 
You  do  not  mean  their  net  receipts  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— No,  gross  w-r 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-: 
us  what  it  costs  to  get  out  the  lumber. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— The  profit*: 
lumberman  has  not  been  in  the  manufii.l.; 
it  has  gone  to  the  limits.     The  wealth  '.■!  • 
lumbermen  is  entirely  in  the  limits.    Ira . 
compare  it  to  the  issue  of  bonds  by  ni-. 
companies,  or  corjwrations  that  receirtf, 
corporate   powers   from  Parliament.   T  ■' 
add  to  their  wealth  by  the  increase  of  >■••• 
and  stocks  which  enable  th<  m  to  draw.r 
dends.     In  the  same  way  the  wealth  t-;  • 
lumberman  has  been  in  the  increas?  ir.  :.■ 
value  of  the  limits.     The  interest,  of  oc-- 
on  the  value  of  the  limit  has  to  be  adJ-; 
the  cost  of  manufacturing  the  lumber. ': 
those  are  the  receipts,  at  SIC  a  thousaD': 
365,000,000  feet.     Now,  could  not  a  >: 
portion  of  that  S3, 650,000  be  devotw 
removing  this  grievance  which  hon.  litt'- 
men  know  has  been  a  grievance  year  ir- 
year  coming  before  Parliament  1    The  j.'- 
tion  we  have  to  decide  is  how  far  »••;■ 
justified  in  imposing  that  restriction.  I-'-' 
hon.  gentlemen,   that  the  bill  that  i»  '-■ ' 
before  us  should   be  modified  .so  that  ;- 
lumbermen  will  understand  that  thev  h'r 
within  a  definite  period,  to  make  such  .i: ' 
ations,  and  to  make  such  arrangements 
am   not   speaking   of  it   from  anv  fe.'. . 
against   the   lumbermen ;  but  there  i? :' 
dignity   of   Parliament   to    be  maintaii" 
Last  year  we  found  it  necessary  to  pat  i 
law  upon  the  statute-book,  and  the  lumU 
men  were  brought  face  to  face  with  the  !t ' 
that  they  must  comply  with  that  conditi'  • 
Ins'ead  of  doing  so  they  exert  their  infcB  ■ 
and  bring  such  pressure  to  bear  on  the  •:■■'•■ 
ernment  and  the  leader  of  the  Oppositi"-''  -' 
this  House  that  they  now  propose  to  refe" 
them.     I  say  the  dignity  of  Parliament  h-- 
been  interfered  with. 

Hon.  Mr.  PRIMROSE— Where  is  '- 
information  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— Informatioi.  i" 
published  in  this  book — it  is  all  publislift 
here. 

Hon.  Mr.  PRIMROSE— But  the  m^ 
recent  information  ? 
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Tloii.   Mr.  BOULTON— I  heard  the  evi- 
ence    that  the  hon.  gentleman  read,  and  I 
.o  not  3ee  that  there  is  anything  in  it  which 
woulcl  justify  us  in  saying,  "We  will  relin- 
iui«*h   the  Ottawa  River  to  the  will  and  wish 
>£    tlie  lumbermen  of  the  Chaudifere."    We 
Jiust  not  resign  our  position  as  guardians  of 
tVve  pxiblic  interest,  and  we  have  to  consider 
liow      far    the    public    interest    should    be 
p^uarded  ?    According  to  this  bill  that  is  now 
before    the  House,   we  are  called  upon  to 
rescind  the  legislation  of  last  year  and  to 
put  in  a  clause  giving  the  lumbermen  two 
years    more.     When  two  years  more  come 
round,  th"  same  fight  will  have  to  be  gone 
over  again,  and  the  same  reasons  will  be  ad- 
vanced, the  same  infiuenae  exerted  and  the 
pu\)lic  interest  will  be  entirely  ignored.  The 
hon.    gentleman  from  Sarnia  said,  "  Where 
are  the  petitions  1     Where  are  the   people 
asking  for  this  protection  1"     I  acknowledge 
that  where  interests  are  so  vast  as  those  of 
the  lunaber  trade  of  the  Chaudi^r'^,  where  so 
many  men  are  employed  by  lumbering  firms 
tbat  it  would  be  a  very  difficult  matter  indeed 
either  by  the  board  of  trade,  with  the  mer- 
chants, with  the  employees,  oranybody  ele, 
to  get  ma  petition  and  present  it  to  Parlia- 
ment that  would  necessitate  an  expenditure 
of  this  kind.      But  we  should  not  be  guided 
by  that ;  we  shou'd  be  guided  by  our  own 
common  sense.     Is  there  an  injury  being 
done  1     Have  we  evidence  before   us  that 
that,  injury  is  being  done  ?     That  evidence 
is  put  before  us  in  the  shape  of  the  report  of 
a  committee  of  the  Senate,  and  I  say  we 
should   pay   attention   to   what    has    been 
presented  to  us  in  that  report,  and  modify 
this  bill  so  far  that  it  will  leave  no  doubt 
upon  the  minds  of  the  lumbermen  that  this 
state  of  affairs  has  to  come  to  a  termination 
at  some  time  or  other.     As  I  have  already 
stated  they  have  great  advantages.    The  ad- 
vantage they  po.sses8  in  manufacturing  their 
lumber  by  water  power  instead  of  steam,  is  at 
the  very  least  25  cents  a  thousand,  if  not  50 
cents  a  thousand,  and  what  they  have  been 
paying  to  the  government  for  the  use  of  the 
"water  power  is  merely  nominal — 880  a  year 
for  a  privilege  that  875,000  was  paid  for  by 
the  Electric  Light  Company. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— To  whom  t 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— To  one  of  the 
lumbermen.  I  am  told  that  it  was  $75,000 
that  was  paid  by  the  Electric  Light  Co.  for 


the  same  privilege  that  the  government  has 
,  accorded  the   lumbering  firms  for  $80  per 
annum.      There    are    21     water    lots,    the 
'  rental     of    each    being    880    per    annum. 
They     have      the      benefit     of      manufac- 
turing their  lumber  at  the  very  lowest  pjs- 
sible  cost  by    water   power,  and   I  do  not 
think  they  should  come  before  Parliament  and 
I  ask  to  be  released  from  obligations  which  are 
really   obligiitions   in   the   public    interest. 
I  In  the  River  Otonabee  where  theie  are  large 
I  lumbering   operations  the  law  is  enforced, 
'  and  at  an  expense  of  about  86,000  for  each 
mill,  arrangements  for  the  disposal  of  the 
I  saw-dust   were   made    to    the   great    satis- 
-  faction    of    the     city    of    Peterboro'    and 
j  now  ■    to      the      lumbermen      themselves. 
'  After  the  repeated  efforts  made  in  this  hon- 
\  ourable  House,  since  I  have  been  here,   to 
[  overcome  and  obviate  this  difficulty,  I  think 
1  this  bill  should  convey  an  intimation  te  the 
lumbermen  of  Ottawa  that  a  period  must  l>e 
:  fixed  at  which  they  shall  change  the   condi- 
'  tion   under   which  they   manufacture  their 
lumber  in  order  to  get  rid  of  the  grievance 
[  which  has  been  brought  before  this  House 
on   so   many   occasions,   and    devise    some 
means  to  utilize  the  saw-dust  for  merchant- 
able purposes.     I  believe  a  good  railway  tie 
prepared   in   coal    tar   might   be   mafle  by 
,  hydraulic  pressure,  possessing  great  lasting 
'  pixjperties,  out  of  this  saw-dust. 

!      Hon.   Mr.    MacTNNES  (BurllngUm)— I 
do  not  rise  to  make  a  speech  at  this  Inte  • 
hour  of  the  evening,  because  Ihe  question 

I  has  been  so  well  threshed  out  already.  I 
myself  do  not  believe  that  saw-dust  is  good 
food  for  fish,  nor  do  I  believe  that  it  is  good 

'  manure  for  land,  nor  do  I  believe  that  the 

,  navigation  of  the  Ottawa  is  improved  by 

I  the  saw-dust.  Certainly  its  esthetic  appear- 
ance, as  my  hon.  friend  from  York  said,  is 

I  not  improved  by  the  saw-dust,  but  there  are 
countervailing  advantages.     It  appears   to 

I  me  the  advantages  derived  from  these  saw- 
mills are  very  much  greater  than  any  of  the 

I  drawbacks  which  have  been  stated  here. 
This  bill  calls  for  a  discontinuance  of  the 

j  nuisance,  or  grievance,  in  two  years  from 
the  present  time.     In  the  meantime,  do  not 

I  think  the  public  interest  will  suffer  in  the 

;  least  if  we  wait  for  another  couple  of  years 
before  putting  the  mill  owners  to  the  ex- 
pense of  mnking  changes  which  will  involve 

j  the  reconstruction  of  their  mills  and  that  can- 

I  not  well  be  done  short  of  two  years.  I  do  not 
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think  it  is  wise  to  pass  legislation  which 
may  be  found  impracticable,  or  which  may 
be  injurious  to  private  interests.  It  is  per- 
fectly clear  that  the  public  interests  are  not 
going  to  suffer  by  this  Bill  and  I  shall  vote 
for  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  SULLIVAN— I  agree  with  the 
statement  that  nothing  of  greater  import- 
ance than  the  preservation  of  our  rivers  and 
streams  could  engage  the  attention  of  this 
House.  To  maintain  them  as  the  great 
arteries  of  commerce  is  worthy  even  of  more 
consideration  than  we  have  given  this  mat- 
ter. The  question  is  one  largely  of  a  scien- 
tific nature.  The  action  of  rivers  on  the 
country  is  of  two  kinds,  chemical  and 
mechanical.  With  the  chemical  action  of 
rivers  in  dissolving  certain  substances  in 
their  course  to  the  ocean  or  the  lakes  into 
which  they  empty,  we  are  not  so  much  con- 
cerned ;  but  we  are  largely  interested  in 
their  mechanical  action.  One  of  these  is 
the  transportation  of  the  matters  more  or 
less  solid  which  are  conveyed  by  them 
to  different  parts.  The  influence  which 
they  exert  on  the  climate  of  the  country 
in  this  way  is  very  great,  as  you  will  see  if 
you  give  attention  to  any  of  the  large  rivers 
of  India,  or  South  America,  or  this  country. 
The  velocity  or  volume  of  water  which  pas- 
ses through  the  river  has  a  great  deal  to  do 
with  it,  so  much  so  that  one  is  not  astonished 
to  find  the  enormous  amount  of  solid  mat«- 
'  rial  which  can  be  borne  along  by  a  current 
of  a  certain  velocity.  I  find  from  olsprva- 
tions  made  in  India,  and  in  America  that  a 
current  flowing  at  the  rate  of  half  a  mile  an 
hour  will  carry  a  great  deal  of  sand — that  it 
will  cnvey  sand  as  large  aslinseed,  and  that  a 
current  with  a  velocity  of  two  miles  an  hour 
will  carry  large  pebbles.  Now,  if  you  will 
app'y  this  argument  to  the  velocity  of  the 
Ottawa  River  you  can  easily  understand  how 
light  matter,  such  as  saw-dust,  can  be  readily 
bcirne  beyond  even  the  termination  of  the 
river.  So  much  is  this  the  case,  that  you 
will  remember  in  the  account  of  the  voyage 
of  the  "  Challenger,"  when  200  or  300  miles 
from  land  they  brought  up  debris  and  land 
detritus  from  a  depth  of  fifteen  hundred 
fathoms.  That  gives  one  an  idea  of  the  great 
distance  to  which  this  stuff  is  borne,  as  well 
as  the  enormous  quantity  of  it.  Taking  the 
saw-dust,  I  am  not  surprised  to  find  that  the 
scientific  observations  made  by  probably  the 
greatest  engineer  in  the  country,   Sandford 


Fleming,  have  borne  out   this   theory,   t- 
found  that  on  the  bed  rack  there  was  no  vu 
of  deposit  or  sawdust,  and  that  is  of  cw- 
the  place  where,  beyond  all  others,  weeb'-.. 
find  this  deposit,  if  it  was  any  obstinct  i 
The  ice   also  has  a  great   deal  to  du  sr. 
removing  this  rubbish.     The  ice  fonwd  .; 
the  winter,  carries  it  along  in  the  break  .• 
in  the  spring  a  great  distance  from  the  p.i: 
where  it  was  first  deposited.       Bat  tb- 
hon.   gentlemen,   would  be   of  insignific-.: 
consequence  if  these  deposits    were  noxic- 
and  capable  of  polluting   the  stream  uii 
destroying  not  only  fish  life,  but  scatteri:. 
disease  broadcast  through  this  land.    >'. « 
such  is  not  the  case.     No  one  pretends  tb: 
the  decrease  of  fish  is  due  to  saw-dnst.  As} 
man  may  challenge  that  statement,  becaa.'^ 
proof  cannot  be  furnished.     It  is  true  ihf 
sawdust  may  interfere,   not  with   the  ii 
themselves,  but  with  the  other  fish  wliki 
they  liveon.  It  may  havesome  injariouseS-.'- 
on  them,  but  it  cannot  be  said  that  the  t-h 
have  been  destroyed  by  saw-dust.     The  huL 
Premier  stated  some  time  before  the  seM^a 
opened  that  he  remembered  the  time,  snA  I 
did  too,  when  large  numbers  of  fish  were  takrs 
from  the  Bay  of  Quints  and  the  shore  of  Ltkf 
Ontario,  immense  numbers  of  whitefisJj  «M 
other  valuable  fish,  where  there   are  m-K 
now.     So  that  I  do  not  think  this  decre*-* 
can  be  ascribed  to  the  effect  of  the  sa*-d\i.»t 
Another  argument  that  has  been   used  i~ 
that  explosions  occur.      What  struck  me  a< 
singular  about  the  explosions  is  that  ihcj 
occur  in  winter.     If  these  were  due  tf>  rce^ 
phitic  or  injurious  gases   generated  in  ih« 
beds  of  saw-dust,  as  they  are  supposed  to  !•■ 
— although  it  is  only  a  statenient  wiflwut 
any  proof — why  would  they   not  occur  in 
the  heated  time  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— So  they  do. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLEMOW— Yes,  certainly. 

Hon.  Mr.  SULLIVAN— I  have  been  told 
they  occur  only  in  winter.  I  challenge  »ny 
one  to  show  that  there  was  any  such  expf<>- 
sion  in  summer. 

Hon.  Mr.  OGILVIE— It  is  easily  proved. 

Hon.  Mr.  SULLIVAN— At  all  events.)! 
has  nothing  to  do  with  gas  that  would 
be  in  any  way  injurious  to  thepnblio 
health.  If  there  were,  it  would  be  due  vt 
decomposition,  and  I  do  not  see  ho«'  it  >-^ 
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sible    that  saw-dust  could  decompose  in 
h  quantity  as  to  cause  an  explosion.  The 
y  rational  way  to  explain  that  is  that  the 
-tides  ol  air  are  entangled  in  the  saw-dust 
d  \>ome  aloDf;  with  them,  and  being  set 
?e  with  the  action  of  the  water  may  rise 
certain  intervals.     We  find  these  explo- 
tns    occurring  in  lakes  where  the  purest 
iter  exists,  frum  air  being  confined  under- 
atVi    and  suddenly   rending   a   vast   mass 
ice  into  pieces.     I  think  that  the  grounds 
i\ic)i  have  been  taken  in  opposing  this  meii- 
ire  are  not  calculated  to  weigh.     It  is  not 
.own    that  the  saw-dust  will  for  a  moment 
jstruct   the  navigation  of  the  stream,   or 
lat  it  is  likely  to  do  so,  nor  do  I  think  that 
.  Y>ollutes  the  water.  And  as  to  the  matter 
f    tish,    the  suckers,  or  pike,  or  cat-fisii,  or 
'hatever  fish   could  be  caught,  are  but  a 
mall     measure     to    put    in    opposition    to 
he  imm<'iise   disadvantage  to  which    these 
;entlemen    would   be  exposed  by  compelling 
hem   to    destroy   their  saw-dust.     I  trust 
hat  the  time   will  come  when  this  waste 
sawdust  will  be  utilized,   as   it  is   by   the 
Messrs.  Rathbun,  of  Desoronto,  and  we  can 
sifford  to  wait  till  that  time  comes,  when  it 
can  be  applied  to  a  more  useful  purpose.    No 
lumberman  has  approached  me.     I  have  not 
the  honour  to  be  acquainted  with  any  of 
those  gentlemen,  but  I  do  not  see  why  they 
should  not  approach  us  to  set  forth  their 
claim.     I  have  been  told  that  one  mill  cost 
^§.75,000  and  another  $100,000.     It  was  the 
book-keeper  who  gave  me  the  infornmtion, 
and  he  tol  I   me  as  a  positive  fact  that  it 
would  be  impossible  for  them  to  make  any 
arrangement  without  destroying  their  mills 
altogether  and  making  new  ones,  thus  throw- 
ing; aside  a  vast  amount  of  property.     And 
as  to  the  esthetic  point,  we  have  not  heard 
any  complaints  from  the  people  of  Ottawa. 
If  they  found  that  injury  was  done  to  this 
noble  river,  a  river  which  is  second  only  in 
majesty  to  the  great  St.   Lawrence  and  to 
which  I  am  sure  they  all  have  an  attach- 
ment as  the  Romans  had    to  the  yellow 
Tiber,    do   you    think     they    would     hesi- 
tate to  implore  the  river   god    to   put   an 
end  to  the  nuisance    at  once?      But  we 
do  not  find  any  of  them  making  any  ad- 
vance to  the  Senate.     They  are  not  agitated 
about  it,  and  the  only  wonder  to  me  is  that 
they  would  allow  men,  who  have  made  large 
fortunes  and  by  their  enterprise  and  ability 
are  lifting  Ottawa  to  a  high  position,  to  be 
thwarted  in  their  enterprise  which  is  scat- 


tering   money     broadcast  for   the    general 
benefit  of  the  community. 

Hon.  Mr.  WARK — Wearemuch  indebted 
to  the  hon.  gentleman  who  has  just  spoken, 
who  gave  us  some  information  which  no  other 
Senator  was  possessed  of — that  is  as  to  the 
effect  of  the  currents.  The  currents  will  bear 
out  the  sawdust,  but  whenever  it  meets  an 
eddy  the  sawdust  will  turn  into  the  eddy  and 
sink  there,  no  doubt.  At  the  same  time  that 
does  not  affect  the  navigation  ;  it  would 
rather  improve  it.  In  some  rivers  we  build 
wing-dams  to  confine  the  current  to  a  narrow 
space,  so  as  to  improve  the  channel  and  the 
navigation,  and  if  the  sawdust  settles  in 
those  eddies  around  the  edges  of  the  river, 
and  narrows  the  current,  it  must  benefit  the 
navigation  instead  of  injuring  it.  Now  as 
to  fish,  there  has  been  no  proof  in  the  evi- 
dence adduced  here  to  show  that  fish  have 
ever  been  killed  by  sawdust.  We  know 
that  in  some  rivers  in  England  the  deleter- 
ious substances  that  were  allowed  to  drift 
i:.to  the  rivers  have  killed  the  fish 
when  they  came  in  contact  with 
them.  They  were  found  floating  dead 
in  the  current.  Where  has  a  fish  ever 
been  seen  in  the  Ottawa  River  in  that  state  I 
Let  any  man  get  up  a  stir  here  in  Ottawa 
about  the  sewage  that  is  discharged  from 
the  sewers  into  the  river ;  compare 
the  quantity  now  discharged  with  the 
quantity  from  Bytown,  when  there  were 
more  fish  in  tlie  river  than  there  are  now. 
Let  him  bring  wiinesses  before  the  com- 
mittee to  show  how  much  stuff  of  all 
kinds  drifts  into  the  sewers  here,  bring 
others  to  show  the  quantity  that  is 
discharged,  bring  scientific  men  to  ask  them 
ifthis  will  kill  fish,  and  you  will  getupastrong- 
er  case  against  the  sewers  discharging  into 
the  river  than  has  been  got  up  by  those  who 
are  opposjns;  the  millowners  and  their  indus- 
tries. I  know  that  if  sawdust  settles  where 
the  fish  are  in  the  habit  of  going  to  spawn, 
they  will  not  deposit  their  spawn  there, 
because  they  look  for  a  sandy  or  gravelly 
beach,  and  if  saw-dust  drifts  on  that  beach 
and  covers  up  the  gravel,  very  soon  they 
will  not  go  to  it.  I  know  where  the  herring 
are  in  large  numbers  and  are  caught  by  the 
people  coming  in  on  the  bank,  if  a  breeze  of 
wind  sets  in  on  the  shore  they  head  round 
and  go  off  to  the  coast  of  Prince  Ed- 
ward Island.  There  is  nothing  wrong 
with  that,  but  the  wind  setting  in  drives 
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them  out  of  the  place  where  they  were  pre- 
paring to  spawn.     I  am  satisfied  that  the 
government  have  done  right  in  deferring  the  I 
subject,   and  they  should  be  in  possession  I 
of     positive     proof     that     injury    is   done  j 
before  they  interfere  with  such  a  beneficial 
industry  as  these  mills  are  carrying  on.    We 
hear  of  their  interests  as  one  thing  and  the  | 
public  interests  as  another  thing.     Let  any  | 
one  go  to  the  public  in  Ottawa  here  and  ask  j 
them  how  much  injury  is  done  them  by  the ! 
sawdust  in  the  river,  how  much  they  are ' 
benefited  by  ihe  expenditure  of  these  public  i 
spirited  men,  and  I  think  you  will  find  that  | 
the  feeling  of  a  majority  of  the  public  will  | 
be  largely  in  favour  of  letting  these  men  | 
prosecute  their  industries  until  there  is  some  ' 
satisfactory  proof  that   they  are  doing  an ' 
injury.  ] 

Hon.  Mr.  SAN  FORD— I  should  like  toj 
say  a  word  on  one  or  two  questions  which  1 1 
think  have  not  been  appreciated  by  members  i 
of  this  House.     A  careful  estimate  has  l)een 
made  by  the  m'Uowners  who  claim   it  will 
cost  them  a  million  and  a  quarter  dollars  to 
change  their  mills   to  consume  the  sawdust. 
It  is  all  ver}'  well  to  discuss  this  question  on  < 
the  basis  that  we  can   arrange  this  and  can 
arrange  that,    but  you   must   realize   how 
severely   you    are   touching   the  pockets  of  ■ 
those  men  who  are  at   present  controlling ' 
the  largest   interests   probably   in   Canada.  | 
In  addition  to  this  first  expenditure,  there  ! 
will   be    an    approximate    expenditure  of 
8100,000  annually.     Now  there  is  that  ad- 1 
ditional  tax  on  them,  and   that  will  cau.<<e  a 
reduction  of  the  wages  of  the  men.     The ' 
hon.  gentleman  from  Shell  River  has  spoken  ' 
once  or  twice  rather  indiflFerently  with  refer- ' 
ence  to  those  few  lumbermen.      Doe<  the ; 
hon.  gentleman    remember   that   there  are 
upwards  of  eighteen  thousand  men  employ- 
ed in  that  industry  upon  the  Ottawa,  and 
that  eighteen   thousand   at   an   estimate  of 
five  to  the  family,  or  if  we  take  Sir  James 
Grant's  estimate  of  the  powers  of  sawdust 
we  may   make   it   ten,    represents   90,000 
mouths  that  are  fed  by  the  industry. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALMON— What  amount  of 
wages  will  be  lost  to  the  men  during  the 
time  the  mills  are  idle  ? 


Hon.    Mr.     SANFORD- 
answer  the  question. 


-I     could     not 


Hon.  Mr.  ALMON — You  can  gue.ss  at  it  1 


Hon.  Mr.  SANFORD— Ifo,  I  «>.; 
make  a  gue.ss. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALBION— You  hav?  : 
some  outrageous  guesses  already,  ?.iti 
could  make  another. 

Hon.    Mr.    SANFORD— I    give  t. 
that   are   handed    me   by   parties  tl : 
better  acquainted  with  these    matter-  :. 
my    hon.    friend,    the    junior    memlw  ■ 
Halifax.     The  probabilities  are  he  p  •-• 
much  more  famUiar  with  other  thiD."  ". 
with  the  lumber  interest.      I  mentixi  "i- 
facts  because  I  presume  they  are  facb  • 
come  from  a   reliable   source,  and  »>  -i 
not   forget   that   some   of    these  pni,>.' 
have   been   in   the    hands   of   the   ]'~- 
owners,  or  have  been  in  existence,  /it  "' 
60  years,  and  naturally  they  feel   th.it  • 
have  vested  rights  and  that  they  sh-mi.; 
con.sidered  before  calling  upon  them  tfi ' 
an  expenditure   of  a  million  and  a  qw- 
There  is  one  point  more  I  ■vant  to  caJi ' 
attention  to,  and  that  is  this,  theycor.tr; 
towards  the  income   of  Ontario  and  ^■■ 
$650,000  annually  in  stumpage. 

Hon.  Mr.  PERLEY— I  am  perhaf- 
interested  in  the  bill  than  any  hon.  i-'-'  ■ 
man  in  the  House.     There  are  no  «i»i:'  ■ 
in  our  country,  and  our  rivers  are  m  t  p 
luted,  but  I  always  like   to  give  a  fair  i' 
intelligent  vote  on  any  matter  which  I't-" 
up  in  this  House,  and  I  have  listene<lt'"- 
argument  advancrd  by   the  several  i«' 
men  in  support  of  the  bill  and  that  go  ■- 
i.her  than  the  bill  does  to  my  mind.   Ai'  • 
arguments  so  far  have   been  that  thf  m' 
dust  did  no  damage  and  that  the  river  '-• 
not  made  shallower  by  the  deposits  d '  ■ 
refuse,  and  that  the  saw-dust  does  not  ai- ' 
the  fish.     This  bill  is  only  asking  an  ^i'* 
sion  of  two  years,  and  then  the  siw-do^!  ' 
to   cease.     If    the   argument    of  the  '■ ' 
gentlemen  who  have  .spoken  in  favour  M- 
the  bill  is  of  any  value  at  all,  I  think  •"■ 
time  for  limitation  should  be  extendrti 
wiped  out  altogether,   and  sawdust  !>h"y 
be  allowed  for  ever  to  be  deposited  in  ''' 
river  or  the    practice    should   be  stopi"' 
That  would   be    the  common  sense  o'  '■ 
in    my    mind.      And    there     is    «n<i.'*' 
matter ;  I  am  not  excessively  modest,  be! 
declare  I  would  have  a  little  modesty  a'*'''-* 
supporting  a  bill  that  woulvl   permit  th*  i^'' 
posit  of  saw-dust  in  the  Ottawa  and  </^^' 
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liir-ge  rivers,  when  the  practice  is  prohibited 
on  small  streams.     If    it    injures  the  small 
streams,  how  much   more  will  it  injure  the 
O  fctawa,    where  there  are  millions  of  feet  of 
lumber  manufactured  ?  1  am  not  interested  in 
■tKe  question.  I  do  not  care  a  halfpenny  which 
sicie    prevaik,  but  there   is  a   principle  of 
common  sense  involved.     I  do  not  wish  to 
reflect  on   the   intelligence  of   hon.  gentle- 
men, but  if  the  saw-dust  does  not  hurt  the 
river    why  have  it  limited    to   two  years  1 
"VVhy  not  have  it  continue  for  ever  1  We  have 
"those  lar^e  lumber  mills  and  lumber  yards. 
There  is  no  doubt  they  are  a  credit  to  the 
country  and  to  the  men  who  own  them,  but 
they  are  not  philanthropists,  they  are   not 
doing  it  for  my  benefit  or  yours,   and   they 
are  amassing  millions  out  of  the  industry. 
However,  I  will  say  this  :  Just  change  the 
bill    and   let    all  lumbermen  come  en   the 
same  footing  and  I  am  for  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOWELL— It  applies  to  them 
all. 

Hon.  Mr.- ANGERS — Yes,  it  emViraces 
them  all. 

Hon.  Mr.  PERLEY— But  as  long  as  you 
keep  it  confined  to  a  few  rich  men  I  could 
not  conscientiously  vote  for  it  and  I  will  not. 

Hon.  Mr.  ANGERS— That  is  what  the 
bill  is ;  it  applies  to  all  rivers  and  streams. 

Hon.  Mr  O'DONOHOE— The  hon.  gen 
tleman  from  Hamilton  has  adverted  to  this 
matter  as  one  of  vested  interest.     It  seems 
to  nie  that  when  a  government  is  dealing 
with  a  matter  of  this  sort  the  question  of 
vested    interests    is  paramount    to    every- 
thing   else.     The     government    stood    by 
for  half   a   century   and   more ;   they   saw 
those  people   invest    their   moneys,   invest 
their  fortunes  in  developing  that  interest. 
Can  the  Government  of  to-day  say  to  those 
people  "  We  shall  cut  oflF  the  privileges  which 
Once  were  yours  "  1  The  question  of  a  vested 
interest  is  one  peculiarity  for  the  govern- 
ment ;  it  stands  by,  it  sees  men  invest  their 
fortunes ;   they  know  that  that  was  one  of 
the  privileges  that  induced  those  people  to 
settle  as  they  did  on  the   borders  of  tht^ 
Ottawa.      Can  they  to-day  go  and  say  to 
them :  "  We  will  divest  you  of  that  interest ; 
we  will  injure  the  property  that  we  enabled 
you  to  build ;    we  will  cause  you  either  to 
pull  down  your  mills,  remove  them,  or  spend 


:  so  much  money  upon  them  as  will  render  it 
j  unprofitable  to  maintain  them  "  ?    It  cannot 
;  be  done ;   no  government   could    stand   by 
.  such    an   act,    and    when   the   government 
comes  forward  with  this  measure  they  are 
doing  all    that  can   be   asked   of  them   in 
'  reason.     Now  as  to  all  t'.\e  evidence  of  in- 
i  jury  to  the  Ottawa,  I  have  listened  to  it  in 
all  its  details  and  I  say,  knowing  Mr.  Sand- 
ford  Fleming  as  I  do,  knowing  his  disin- 
terestedness and  his  high  reputation,  I  take 
his  evidence  as  against  ten  times  as  much  as 
that  produced  before  the  committee.    What 
can  a  committee  say  about  the  effect  of  the 
saw-dust  on  the  river?    Mr.  Sand  ford  Flem- 
ing pledges  his  professional  standing  that  he 
has  sounded  the  river  from   the  Chaudi^re 
to  Granville,  every  mile. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— He  does  not  say 
anything  of  the  sort ;  it  was  his  son  who 
took  the  soundings. 

Hon.  Mr.  O'DONOHOE— He  says  he  did 
it  himself,  and  that  the  son  did  a  share  of 
it  under  his  immediate  direction,  and  if  he 
does  it  by  his  son,  or  by  another  engineer 
under  his  direction,  that  is  a  sounding  by 
himself  jusi>  as  though  he  had  held  the 
plummet  in  his  hand.  We  know  that. 
Mile  after  mile  he  did  his  sounding,  and 
ho  states  what  he  found  in  the  bed  of  the 
ri%'er.  He  gives  what  he  found  in  the  whole 
longitudinal  line  in  which  navigation  is 
conducted,  and  he  says  in  the  whole  of  that 
there  is  no  obstruction  by  saw-dust.  He 
brings  from  the  bottom  the  material  he 
finds  there  without  sawdust,  without  any 
debris,  nothing  but  the  native  earth  or  clay. 
He  shows  the  vast  depth  there  is  in  the 
great  Ottawa,  but  really  when  it  comes  to 
one  point  which,  he  states,  is  at  low  water 
I  re  luced  to  7  feet,  that  is  the  capacity,  for 
'  navigation  purposes,  of  the  Ottawa.  Does 
any  man  say  that  over  that  7  feet  there  is 
any  saw-dust  or  lumber  debris  lessening  its 
depth  t  No  man  has  produced  evidence  of 
I  that  kind,  and  if  he  does  not,  the  7  feet  is, 
for  navigation  purposes,  the  depth  of  the 
Ottawa.  Just  as  the  weakest  link  is  the 
I  strength  of  the  chain,  so  is  the  least  depth 
I  the  sailing  capacity  of  the  river.  When  I 
speak  of  the  character  of  Mr.  Fleming 
I  had  an  opportunity  of  working  with  him 
for  years.  I  was  chairman  of  the  Wharf 
and  Harbour  Committee  in  Toronto  for  the 
corporation,    and   Mr.    Fleming    was    city 
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engineer  at  the  time,  and  I  am  prepared 
since  then,  watching  his  whole  career,  to 
saj  that  I  do  not  know  a  man  in  any 
country  more  thorough  and  independent  or 
careful  of  his  professional  standing.  I  need 
not  say  that,  because  the  country  at  lat'ge  is 
aware  of  it.     He  has  n.aintained  for  himself 


matter  to  be  taken  out  by  excavations' u- 
tnouth  of  the  canal  from  time  to  time.  &'.. 
desiring  not  to  interfere  with  an  invr 
est  so  large  as  the  lumbering  interest.  I  x. 
quite  prepared  to  go  all  the  length  the  c'- 
ernment  want  to  go,  to  keep  things  iLt.- 
state   they   are  until  there  is   lots  of  t'S' 


a  reputation  which  is  as  dear  to  him  as  his  ;  given   to  come  to   a  more  deliber&t<>  ao: 

own  life,  and  about  which  there  can  be  no  |  exhaustive  opinion  upon  the  whole  condit: « 

doubt,  and  when  he  tells  us  that  mile  after  |  of  things  than  we  now  have. 

mile  he  sounded  that  stream,  and  that  no  i 

obs'  ruction  to  navigation  has  been  caused  I 

or  is  caused  by  the  mill  refuse,  and  that  if 

it  came  as  it  has  been  coming  into  tlie  river 


The  motion  was  agreed  to. 


SECOND  READING. 


Bill  (97) 


An  Act  respecting  the  C-' 


for  2,000  years  to  come  there  would  be  no  i 

interruption  to  navigation,  and  when  you   ^^  Suspension    Bridge    Company.' 
put  that  evidence  alongside  of  the  evidence  i  ijougheed. ) 
before  our    committee  of    men  who  never 
dropped  a  plummet  into  a  stream,  who  know 
nothing  about  it  except  what  somebody  told  | 
them,  and  who  see  the  sawdust  floating  on  , 
the  surface  of  the  water,  believing  it  must  | 
sink  sometime  and  therefore  be  au  obstruc-  ] 
tion,  the  evidence  of   these   men  is  worth 
nothing   compared  to   the  opinion  of  a  pro- 
fessional  man   like   Sandford   Fleming.     I 
would  therefore  say    that  the  government  [  Lands  Act." 


DOMINION  LANDS  ACT  AMEyi"^ 
MENT  BILL. 

I  THIRD   READING. 

1      Hon.     Sir     MACKENZIE    BOWELL 
I  moved  concurrence  in  the  amendments  m** 
I  in  Committee  of  the  Whole  to  Bill  '.!'• 
An  Act  further  to  amend  the  Domisi  » 


are  right  in  this  matter.  I  have  had  no  mem- 


ber of  the  government  speak  to  me  about  | 
it,  nor  am  I  too  much  inclined  to  give  the  ' 
government  its  way,  except  where  I  see 
they  intend  to  do  what  is  right.  Since  the  i 
day  I  entered  this  House  I  can  put  my  I 
hand  on  my  breast  and  say  that  I  never  gave  | 
a  vote  in  any  matter  except  on  the  merits  of  I 
it ;  whether  it  came  from  the  government  or  | 
the  opposition  makes  no  difference  to  me.  | 
There  is  no  evidence  in  opposition  to  the  i 
evidence  of  Mr.  Fleming,  and  his  evidence  1 
is  clear  that  there  is  no  obstruction  by  saw 


The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Hon.     Sir     MACKENZIE     BOWELL 
moved  the  third  reading  of  the  bilL 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the  1^1 
was  read  the  third  time  and  passed. 

HARBOUR  COMMISSIONERS  OF 
THREE  RIVERS  BILL. 


Hon. 


SECOND   RE.\DING. 

Sir     MACKENZIE     BOWELL 


dust  in  the  stream  excepting  at  the   mouth  ]  moved  the  second  reading  of  Bill  (113)'--Vb 


Act  to  amend  chapter  10  of  the  SUtutao: 
1892,  respecting  the  Harbour  CommissioM^ 
of  Three  Rivers."     He  said  :   This  is  a  Wl 
of  only  four  lines,  and  reads  as  follow.s  :— 
Section  6  of  chapter  10  of  tbe  Statutes  of  \f~ 


of  the  canal  which  has  been  cured  more  than 
once  by  dredging,  and  can  be  cured  again  at 
the  cost  of  the  parties  who  cause  it,  and  that 
seems  to  be  quite  fair.  "We  should  not  go 
ma  Jly  to  work  to  break  up  a  moneyed  inter- 
est such  as  the  lumbering  business  on  the  |  entitled :  "An  Act  respecting  the  Harbonr(<« 
Ottawa  is.     Because  capital    is   fretful  and  '  miwiionerg  of  Three  Rivers,"  is  hereby  r»iie«It.i. 

^,  jj  ji.-«  i     11  ,  and  the  followinj;  substituted  therefor, 

must  be   guarded,    and  it  is   for  us,  at  all  |  * 

events,  to  s<'e  that  we  would  lay  not  a  hand  |  The  substitution  is  as  follows  : — 
upon  it  that  would  hurt  it  unless  upon  the  Xo  loan  shall  be  eBFected  and  no  debenturej  >l'i| 
clearest  evidence  that  it  is  doing  some  injury  1  create  any  lien  or  charge  on  the  said  harbour  utt'.' 
to  the  river  and  to  the  public  interest.  On  I  the  said  commissioners  have  paid  to  theC^vem 
account  of  its  being  a  vested  interest,  on  the  "'«»'  "^  *'*"'«'»  '*"=  "»■"  "^  *^^'^- 
ground  of  the  evidence  being  clear  that  ]  The  bill  is  short,  but  it  gives  to  the  k^^ 
tht  e  is  no  obstruction  from  sawdust,  and  I  missioners  of  the  harbour  of  Three  River* 
on   the  ground  that   there  is   only  a  small  j  an  advantage  which  they  do  not  posses  at 
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ssent,  and  consequently  is  of  some  impor- 
ice.  The  explanation  is  brief.  The  change 
l>e  made  is  in  section  6  of  the  Act  of  1 892. 
■  this  Act  the  harbour  commissioners  of 
iree  Rivers  were  authorized  to  borrow 
>ney  to  the  extent  of  $218,000  for  the 
I'pose  of  purchasing  wharf  or  b?ach  pro- 
rty,  or  for  constructing  wharf  or  other 
commodations  for  vessels  in  the  harbour, 
id  debentures  representing  the  money  so 
>rrowed  were  to  take  pieced^nce  of  a  sum 
•882,000  of  debentures  then  and  now  held 
r  the  (jrovernment  of  Canada  ;  but  by  sec- 
■jn  6  no  loan  was  to  be  effected  and  no  de- 
iTxtures  to  create  a  lien  upon  the  harbour 
ntil  the  commissionerM  hid  paid  to  the 
overnni^nt  of  C<<nada  the  amount  of 
tterest  then  due  and  unpaid  on  the  $82,000 
bove  referred  to.  By  the  Act  of  188.^, 
bapter  76,  authorizing  the  loan  to  the  com- 
lissioners  by  the  Government  of  Canada  of 
><2,000,  the  bonds  to  be  deposited  by  the 
ommissioners  to  secure  the  loan  were  to 
■ear  intere-st  at  the  rate  of  4  per  cent  ppr 
.nnum  payable  half  yearly,  such  interest  to 
>e  a  first  lien  on  the  income  of  the  harbour, 
ind  the  commissioners  were  also  to  pay  each 
half  year  to  the  Minister  of  Finance  one- 
la'f  of  1  per  cent  as  a  sinking  fund  towards 
;he  redemption  of  the  debentures.  The 
imount  due  the  Governnient  of  Cannda  on 
ihe  30th  June,  1892,  was 

Interest 817,905  15 

Sinking  fnnd 5,481  52 

making  a  total  indebtedness  in  1892  to  the 
government,  of  interest  and  sinking  fund,  of 
823,386.67,  and  the  amount  which  will  be 
due  on  the  30th  June,  1895,  will  be  interest 
$30,479.24,  and    sinking    fund   $8,751.82, 
making  a  total  indebtedness  to  the  govern- 
ment at  the  present  moment  of  $39,231.06. 
This  bill  provides  that  the  loan  is  not  t«  be 
effected  and  the  debentures  are  not  to  create 
any  charge  or  lien  on  the  harbour  until  the 
commissioners  have  paid  to  the  Government 
of  Canada  the  sum  of  $15,000.     It  simply 
means  in  plain  English  that  the  dues  collect- 
ed on  that  harbour  very  little  more  than  pay 
the  current  expenses  and  the  improvements 
and  the  repairs,  or  the  wear  and  tear.   They 
come  to  the  government  and  say  in  effect : 
Unless  you  enable  ustoissueth  ese  bonds  which 
you  have  in  your  possession,  and  which  we 
were  precluded  and   have   been   precluded 
Irom  issuing  until  we  paid  the  government  a 
certain  sum  of  money,   the  improvements 


cannot  go  on,  aud  we  shall,  in  other  words, 
become  bankrupt.  Under  the  circumstances, 
it  was  deemed  advisable  to  allow  them  to 
sell  their  debentures  if  they  will  pay  over 
$15,000  of  their  indebtedness  before  doing 
so. 

Hon.  Mr.    MACDONALD  (B.C.)— And 
the  other  part  is  cancelled  1 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-Oh, 
no. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— The  same  thing. 


Hon.  Mr.  ANGERS— Not  cancelled. 

Hon.    Mr.    MACDONALD     (B.C.)- 
there  any  shipping  in  that  port  t 

Hon.  Mr.  ANGERS— Yes. 


-Is 


Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I 
may  state  further  that  by  Order  in  Council 
dated  19th  November,    1892,  the  Harbour 
Commissioners  were  authorized  to  raise,  by 
issue  of  debentures,$40,500,  the  arrangement 
being  that  the   debentures  so  issued  were  to 
be  deposited  with  the  Minister  of   Finance, 
who  on   receipt  of  the    purchase    money 
agreed  upon  by  the  commissioners   and  the 
purchaser   will  deliver  the  debentures   sold 
and  pay  over  to  thecommissionerstheamount, 
after  deducting  the  amount  due  to  the  gov- 
ernment as   interest  at   that  time.      The 
debentures    so    issued     were     accordingly 
deposited    with   the     Minister    of  Finance 
I  and  are  still  held  in  the  department.     I  can 
!  give  the  House,  if  it  desires  it,  a  statement 
j  of  the   receipts  and  expenditures.      It  is 
simply  a  question  as  to  whether  the  govern- 
'  ment  will  get  that  $15,000  or,  I  might  say, 
j  nothing  at  all,  and  I  think  it  is  much  l)etter 
we  should  have  the  $15,000. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

INSPECTION  ACT  AMENDMENT 
BILL. 

SECOND  READING. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL 
moved  the  second  reading;  of  Bill  (122) 
"An  Act  to"  amend  the  General  Inspection 
Act."  He  said :  At  present  the  Inspec- 
tion Act  provides  for  the  appointment  of 
inspectors  and  for  levying  of  certain  fee — 
one-sixth  of  a  cent  for  each  one  hundred 
pounds  of  wheat — payable  to  the  inspector. 
The  income  of  the  inspector  at  certain  ports 
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has  become  so  large  at,  for  instance,  Fort 
William  and  one  or  two  other  places,  that 
it  has  been  deemed  advisable  to  change 
the  law  fixing  salaries  instead  of 
of  allowing  them  to  take  the  full 
amount  of  fees  now  imposed.  The 
Senate  will  see  the  necessity  for  that  when 
I  inform  them  that  last  year  the  receipts  at 
Fort  William  exceeded  $10,000  upon  the  in- 
spection of  wheat  and  other  grains  that 
came  to  that  port  and  were  shipped  east. 
About  83,000  of  that  the  inspector  had  to 
pay  for  assistance,  leaving  him  an  actual 
salary  of  six  or  seven  thousand  dollars  per 
annum. 

Hon.  Mr.  OGILVIE — It  is  not  too  much, 
for  it  is  very  hard  work. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
It  is  a  s;reat  deal  be'ter  than  many  officers 
receive  in  many  other  parts  of  the  country. 
However,  the  government  think  that  that 
is  an  unnecessarily  large  sum  for  the  time 
that  is  occupied  during  the  year  for  the  in- 
spection of  grain.  They  propose  by  this 
bill  to  enable  them  to  fix  his  salary,  and 
when  the  income  exceeds  that  amount,  it 
passes  to  the  credit  of  the  Receiver  General. 
The  only  change  mode  by  the  bill  before 
me  in  the  Act  on  the  statute  book  is  the 
addition  of  the  following  words  in  sec- 
tion a  of  subsection  3,  "  reducing  and  "  so 
that  it  will  read  "  reducing  and  amending 
the  fees."  That  is,  it  will  enable  them  to  re- 
duce the  rate  of  one-sixth  of  a  cent. 
Then,  in  subsection  b  these  words  are 
added,  "  and  the  consolidated  revenue 
fund."  It  enables  the  government  to  fix 
the  salaries,  and  when  they  exceed  the  sums 
fixed,  the  money  then  passes  to  the  credit 
of  the  Receiver  General. 

Hon.  Mr.  LOUGHEED— I  do  not  think 
this  bill  meets  the  purpose  st«ted  by  the 
Premier.  It  still  contemplates  that  they 
shall  be  paid  by  fees,  and  deals  with  the  ap- 
portionment of  the  fees.  If  the  govern- 
ment desire  that  the  inspector  should  be 
placed  on  a  salary  it  should  be  iixpressly 
stated. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
That  is  not  necessary.  They  can  fix  the 
amount  of  fees  he  is  to  receive,  and  no 
more.  If  you  compare  this  bill  with  the 
Act  which  it  amends,  you  will  find  that  it 
carries  out  fully  the  intention.  It  is  drawn 
by  a  lawyer  and  he  ought  to  know. 


Hon.    Mr.    LOUGHEED— That  i< 

reason  why  it  should  l)e  carefully  1<«A^ 

Hon.    Mr.    OGILVIE— You  do  >• 
the  salary  of  the  official  now } 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZE   BOWELL-!. 

Hon.  Mr.  OGILVIE— I  do  not  ili  • 
right  to  have  a  man  paid  by  fees  if  he  c  V 
enough,  and  if  he  collects  more  than  thi- 
gets  just  a  salary.  If  you  are  goinj  i-: 
him  on  a  salary  you  should  do  that  aa '. ; 
him  and  let  the  government  take  tb-  f- 
Now,  if  he  does  not  collect  enough  re- 
make up  that  salary  he  has  got  to  In.-  • 
the  fees,  and  if  he  gets  more  than  thi;  :.■ 
government  takes  it. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL 
That  is  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  OGILVIE— That  is  vetr  u: 
like  "  heads  I  win,  tails  you  lose." 

Hon  Mr.  POWER— He  will  get  c  - 
until  the  Hud.son  Bay  Railway  is  buil:  *- 
then  he  will  get  less. 

Hon.  Mr.  OGILVIE— The  govenui-: 
should  put  him  on  a  salary. 

i      Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  fairest  wav  k  >■ 

I  stated  in  the  bill,  to  pay  him  acconiiu. ' 

I  the  work  he  does.     If  the  work  is  lan?U  - 

]  excess  of  the   amount   calculated,  it  t-nr; 

I  the  salary  up  to  too  large  a  sum.      Ju-t  • 

I  in  Ontario,   to-day,  it   was  found  in  u.!--' 

'  places  such  as  Toronto  that  the  fees  1 1'  "■■ 

I  registrar's  office  ran  up  to  $10,000  or  f" 

1 000.     The      government     very     pn^*- ' 

;  interfered  and  said   after   the   tees  excw 

$8,000  or  $10,000  the  balance  goes  intftr 

county  funds.     There  are  only  two  or  tbr- 

points  in  Canada  where  the  inspection  >  • 

are    in  excess — Fort   William    is  onf-'' 

85,000  and  above  that  sum  it  shouU  . 

into  the  consolidated  revenue  fund. 

Hon.    Mr.    OGILVIE— That  d.)e^  • 
meet  ray  objection. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Where  the  vrori  •• 
one-fourth  as  much,  the  salary  ought  nn;'-' 
be  more  than  $1,000. 

I      Hon.  Mr.  OGILVIE— How  then  is  a  m^' 

,  to  live  in  that  way  t     He  has  got  t<)  *'».' 

there  the  whole  year  if  he  only  earned 81" 

I      Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  sliding  «*>'■ 
I  adopted  everywhere. 
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Hon.  Mr.  OGILVIE— If  a  man  has  to  be 
vere  all  the  season,  and  the  grain  is  cominj? 
I  duriii<T  the  winter  in  cars  as  well  as  in 
inimer,  and  if  he  earns  $8,000  or  $10,000  a 
ear,  you  say  it  is  too  much.  I  say  the 
lir  way  \Tould  be  to  name  a  salary,  what- 
ver  it  may  be.  You  will  never  get  a  good 
nan  to  stay  there  under  the  system  that  you 
tropcse,  and  unless  you  have  a  first-class 
nan  to  inspect  the  wheat  there,  the  loss 
hrough  damage  to  the  reputation  of  our 
kvVieat^  will  be  ten  times  greater  than  the 
amount  of  the  salary.  Our  wheat  has  been 
well  inspected  up  to  this  time.  Better  pay 
a  good  salary  than  get  a  poor  man  at  a 
lower  iigure. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— It 
is  irregular  discussing  the  details  of  a  bill 
on     the    second    reading,    but    I    may    be 
allowed  to  explain  that    them   is   scarcely 
a    month    that    wharfinaers    and    harbour 
masters     are      not     appointedon    precisely 
the    same     principle.       Sometimes    it      is 
provided   that   they   shall   receive    25   per 
cent,  sometimes  more,  sometimes  less,  of  the 
fees   received.      In  other  cases,   they  shall 
receive  a  certain  percentage,  until  it  reaches 
a  certain   sum,   and   then  it   stops.      The 
present  Act  reads  :  "  That  the  Governor  in 
Council  may  make  regulations,  whenever  he 
deems  it  necessary,  for  the  apportionment 
of    the    fees    paid    under  this  Act    to  the 
inspectors  and  deputy  inspectors,   and  for 
providing  for  the  payment  of  fees  to  the 
examiners    appointed    under    the    Act   by 
persons  who  present  themselves  for  examina- 
tion."   The  proposition  is  to  give  power  to 
the  government  to  reduce  the  fees  for  inspec- 
tion, when  they  think  necessary.and  secondly, 
in  the  apportionment  of  the  fees,  when  they 
exceed  what  the  government  thinks  an  un- 
necessarily large  salary,  to  the  person  who 
performs  the  duty,  to  pay  the  balance  into 
the    consolidated   revenue   fund— in  other 
words,  that  the  revenue  of  the  country  shall 
benefit  by  the  extennon  of  the  trade  as  well 
as  the  individual.     I  fully  bear  testimony  to 
the  remarks  made  by  the  hon.  gentleman 
with  reference  to    the    inspector   at   Fort 
William.     Perhaps   he  is  not   excelled   in 
Canada  as  a  judge  of  wheat  of  all  kinds,  and 
I  am  quite  sure  if  he  gets  a  salary  of  84,000 
or  85,000  a  year,  he  will  be  very  glad  to 
remain  at  Fort  William. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to  and  the  bill 
was  read  the  second  time. 


PUBLIC  WORKS  ACT  AMENDMENT 
BILL. 

SECOND  READING. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL 
moved  the  second  reading  of  Bill  (l-'3)  "An 
Act  to  amend  the  Public  Works  Act."  He 
said  : — This  bill  giVes  power  to  the  public 
Works  Department,  under  the  authority  of 
the  Governor  in  Council,  to  dispose  of 
property  which  they  may  have  purchased 
for  any  purpose,  and  which  is  not  required 
or  perhaps  not  fitted  to  the  purposes  for 
which  it  was  originally  intended.  As  an 
illustration  ;  some  property  was  purchased 
in  a  town  on  which  to  construct  a  public 
building — a  post  office  and  custom-house. 
It  was  found  afterwards  that  another  loca- 
tion would  be  much  better  and  more  in  the 
interest  of  those  who  were  to  be  benefited  by 
it,  but  on  referring  the  question  to  the 
Minister  of  Justice,  it  was  found  that  there 
was  no  power  given  to  the  government  to 
dispose  of  the  property  and  it  was  thought 
better,  under  the  circumstances,  that  a 
short  bill  should  be  passed  gi\'ing  the  power. 


The  motion  was  agreed  to  and  the  bill 
was  read  the  second  time. 

BILL  INTRODUCED. 

Bill  (124)  "  An  Act  further  to  amend  the 
Act  to  readjust  the  representation  of  the 
House  of  Commons.     (Mr.  Angers.) 

The  Senate  then  adjourned. 


THE  SENATE. 

Ottawa,  Wednesday,  3rd  July,  1895. 

The  SPEAKER  took  the  Chair  at  Three 
o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 

RAILWAY    COMMUNICATION    IN 
PRINCE  EDWARD  ISLAND. 

MOTION. 

Hon.  Mr.  PROWSE  moved 

That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  His 
Excellency  the   Governor  General    praying    that 
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His  Excellency  will  cause  to  be  laid  before  tlie 
Senate,  copies  of  all  petitions  praying  for  railway 
extension  in  Prince  Edward  Island.  Also,  the 
chief  engineer's  report  thereon,  showine  the  esti- 
mated cost,  working  expenses  and  probable  earnings 
of  said  proposetl  branch  railway  ;  and  also,  the  esti- 
mated increased  earnings  on  the  Prince  Edward 
Island  Railway  which  will  be  effected  by  the  opera- 
tion of  the  said  proposed  branches. 

He  said :  I  crave  the'  indulgence  of  the 
House  for  a  short  time  while  I  refer  to  some 
matters  which  affect  the  small  province  of 
Prince  Edward  Island.  I  sha'l  endeavour 
to  make  my  remarks  as  short  as  possible, 
knowing  that  the  weather  is  very  warm  and 
that  the  Senate  has  been  treated  to  a  good 
many  pretty  long  speeches  during  the  present 
session.  It  must  be  remembered  that  when 
Prince  Edward  Island  entered  into  confedera- 
tion with  the  rest  of  Canada  in  1873,  ^he 
entered  upon  certain  terms  and  conditions. 
With  the  financial  terms  and  conditions  we 
have  no  fault  whatever  to  find.  We  were 
admitted  with  an  assumed  debt  of  $50  per 
head,  an  actual  business  transaction  which 
was  fair  to  Prince  Edward  Island  as  well  tis 
to  the  rest  of  Canada.  In  addition  co  that, 
we  had  a  provision  made  to  relieve  us  of  the 
inconvenience  and  compensation  for  our  iso- 
lation and  separation  from  the  rest  of  Can- 
ada during  half  or  nearly  half  the  year.  The 
special  clause  in  the  Act  of  union  which  refers 
to  this  matter  I  shall  read  to  the  House  : 

The  Dominion  Govemnieut  agreed  to  establish 
and  maintain  efficient  steam  service  fortlie  convey- 
ance of  mails  and  passengers  between  Prince  Ed- 
ward Island  and  the  Dominion  winter  and  summer, 
thus  placing  the  island  in  continuous  communica- 
tion with  the  Intercolonial  Railway  and  the  railway 
system  of  the  Dominion. 

That  condition  has  never  yet  been  fulfilled 
to  Prince  Edward  Island  and  it  is  upon  that 
resolution  that  the  island  has  agitated  time  j 
and  again  for  the  last  twenty  years  for  some 
better  provision  to  give  us  communication 
with  the  rest  of  Canada.  We  know  that  the 
National  P.ilicy  was  introduced  as  an  in- 
ducement for  the  provinces  to  deal  with  each 
othfr,  and  that  we  should  concentrate  our 
trade  more  within  ourselves,  consequently  we 
were  excluded,  to  some  extent  at  least,  from 
the  markets  of  the  world.  By  the  isolation 
to  which  we  were  subject,  owing  to  the 
severe  winter,  we  were  debarred  from  deal- 
ing with  Canada  for  five  or  six  months  a 
year.  To  make  up  for  the  inconvenience 
due  to  our  isolation  this  resolution  was  em- 
bodied in  our  terms  of  union.  From  that 
time  to  the  present  we  have,  in  a  moderate 


and  modest  way,  asked  the  DomiiU'.c  *- 
ernnient  and  Parliament  to  take  this  ms- 
into  consideration    and  carry  out  in  . 
I  faith  the  terms  of   union  ;  they  have  •.> 
I  so     only     to    a    very    limited    extent. 
I  much    so    that    here    a     few     years    i. 
I  the    question    was    submitted   to    co^ 
I  the  most  eminent  em^ineers  of  Qte.   «>' ' 
Sir  Douglas  Fox,  of  London,  and  •we  t* 
furnished  with  the  report  of  that  gentti; 
estimating  what  the  cost  wonld  be  sma  '-■ 
possibility  of  establishing  conimunicAti*': 
way  of  a  tunnel  between  the  island  luxl  • 
mainland.     I  may  just   here    refer    T.".  '•. 
Douglas  Fox's  report  to  show  the  rea-<«aj  • 
proposition  which  he  suggested,-  sod  I  > 
lieve  that  the  cost  of  the  tunnel  is  i>i«t  • 
any  means  beyond  the  resources  of  Casa 
I   believe   once    that   communication    « 
established  it  would  he  very  ne-irly,  if  _  • 
quite,    a   paying    institution.       The    fr*- 
amount  of  traffic  that  would  be  conve-- 
across     the     strait     through     the     tnsi 
would   largely   meet    the    interest   of    ±- 
cost  '  to   the   government.       Unfortnnatr 
for  Prince  Edward  Island,  we  have  all<)w- 
pirty  politics  largely  to  interfere  with  t: 
prosperity  of  our  country.     Had  we  tal-. 
the  course  that  was  followed  by  our  fri«-c  • 
in  British  Columbia  to  enforce  the  terms  t 
union — had  we  hurried  all  political  consiii-t 
ations   and  united  as  one  man  for  the  en- 
forcement of  the  terms  of  union,  I  beii>>' 
we  would  have  had  some  satisfactory  arracr- 
ment  before  now  to  give  us  conimunicati- 1 
with  the  mainland.     We    know     that  ti 
great    undertaking,    the   Canadian    Pant 
Railway,  was  part  of  the  terms  of  union  »i; 
British  Columbia,  and  when  the  time  can- 
when  that  undertaking  should  be  going  or. 
the  people  of  that  province  united  a^i  I'.i' 
man,  and  insisted  c  n  representing  their  e>-r 
before  the  Britbh  Government,    with   th* 
result  that  the  building  of  that  magnilicien 
railway   from   ocean   to   ocean   was  und-T 
taken   and  successfully  completed.     Unfor 
tunately   for   Prince   Edward  Island,  poli- 
tics run   at  a  high  rate  down  there,  ami 
if  one  party  advocates  some  improvement 
for  the  benefit  of  the  province  there  is  al  w»_v< 
a  party  ready  to  decry  it  and  ready  to  repre- 
sent it  as  being  for  the  purpose  of  party  ail- 
vantage  and  oppose  it  in  every  way  tbev 
possibly  can  ;  consequently  we  have  not  had. 
up  to  the  present  time,   that  influence  at 
Ottawa  and  in  the  country  that  we  ought  t-< 
have  had  on  this  question.     I  may  say  tliat 
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Six-  Douglas  Fox,  if  he  does  not  stand  at  the 
Uea.cl  of  the  profession  throughout  the  world, 
i>^  regarded  as  one  of  those  who  stand  at  the 
Iiead,  especially  in  matters  relating  to  sub- 
aqueous work.     He  says  : — 

If    it  were  a  question  of  pansoge  of  traffic  only, 
this  might  probably  be  qnitc  satisfactorily  met   by 
tWe  construction  of  a  tunnel   having  an   internal 
4lin.nieter  of  1 1  ft.,  (slightly  larger  in  diameter  than 
t.he  electric  subway  in  London  which  is  carrying 
A  Ixeavy  passenger  traffic)  and  operated  with  s|iecial 
rolling  stock,  which  coald,  however,  be  so  designed 
Hit  to  run  over  the  existing  railways   of  3  ft.  6  in. 
^ivuge  in  the  island,  so  that  passengers  would  only 
have  one  change  of  carriage  at  the  N'ew  Brunswick 
eii<l  of  the  tunnel,  a  matter  of  no  great  importance. 
Suoh  a  tunnel  would  also  accommodate  freight  cars 
of  u,  special  design  suitable  for  all   classes  of  ordin- 
ary traffic. 

A  cross  section  of  such   a  tunnel  showing  rolling 
stock  is  given  in  appendix  (t. 

I  am  informed  that  the  transhipment  of  potatoes 
e^^s,  and  fresh  fish  is  objectionable,  especially  in 
winter.  Exposure  to  frost  could,  however,  be 
avoided  by  running  the  main  line  and  tunnel  cars 
along  side  one  another  in  a  freight  shed  at  Money 
Point,  properly  wanned  for  the  purpose.  By  suit- 
able arrangements,  of  which  I  have  had  experience 
elsfwhere,  the  delay  and  inconvenience  of  trans- 
shipment can  be  reduced  to  a  minimum.  Against 
this  slight  inconvenience  nmst  be  set  the  lurge 
expenditure  not  only  upon  the  full  sized  tunnel, 
hut  also  up<m  rolling  stock  of  the  4  ft.  S^in.  gauge, 
if  the  island  traffic  ix  to  run  through  to  its  destina- 
tion, without  change  of  car,  and  such  through 
working  would  also  in  all  probability  involve  much 
empty  running  in  the  absence  of  return  freight. 

8uch  a  tunnel  constructed,  an  shown  in  appendix 
<>,  in  the  dry  portions  of  the  work  of  brickwork  in 
cement  averaging  one-sixth  inch  thickness  (the 
bricks  being  of  local  manufacture)  and  where 
feeders  occur  with  cast-ii-on  casing  1  ^  in.  in  thick- 
ness with  G-inch  flangts  laid  with  permanent  way, 
having  steel  rails  weighing  aO  lbs.  to  the  lineal 
yard,  1  estimate  to  cost,  smiject  as  hereinbefore 
mentione<l,  £66,  10s.  nearly  per  lineal  yard,  or  say 
£K97,i5<H)  from  shaft  to  shaft  or  with  the  land  tun- 
nel and  contingencies  a  total  sum  of  £1,07.'>,'200 — 
<at  S5  to  the  £)  $.5,.376,0(X).  Should  it  be  decided 
that  the  tunnel  must  lie  of  sufficient  dimensions 
for  an  ordiimry  railway  of  the  4  ft.  SJ  in.  gauge, 
and  that  the  railways  of  the  island  shall  l)e  iiltereil 
to  that  gange  a  tunnel  of  16  ft.  in  diameter  woulil 
appear  to  just  accommodate  passenger  an<l  freight 
cars  of  the  normal  Canadian  and  .\merican  type, 
but  not  <lrawing  room  and  sleeping  cars,  nor  some 
of  the  cars  reported  to  me  as  running  upon  the 
Intercolonial  Railway.  This  size  does  not  allow  of 
a  very  satisfactory  or  permanent  way,  nor  does  it 
provide  proper  space  for  the  platelayers. 

In  reference  to  this  matter  you  are  aware 
that  the  gauge  of  the  railway  at  present  in 
existence  in  Prince  Edward  Island  is  3  feet 
6  inches,  and  not  4  feet  8i  inches,  like 
other  Canadian  railways,  and  if  you  have 
a  tunnel'  large  enough  to  take  the  cars 
across,   as  you    hare   on   this   side  of  the 


water,  you  would  have  to  change  the  whole 
'  gauge  of  the  Prince  Edward  Island  Railway. 
We    think    the    3    feet   6    inch   gauge   is 
sufficiently  large  and  we  could   manage  to 
transport  the  produce  after  it  came  across 
the  tunnel,  and  on  an  11  foot  tunnel — some- 
thing that  would  take  the  ordinary  traffic  of 
.  the  island  on  a  3  feet  6  inch  gauge — would 
,  be  sufficiently  large,  and  thus  Sir  Douglas 
I  Fox  estimates  the  cost  at  $5,37^,000.   Now, 
:  to  prove  the  statement  I  made  in  my  open- 
'  ing  remarks,  that   one   party  on  the  island 
has  invariably  done  all   they  po:isibly  could 
to  upset  and  thwart  the  object  of  building 
this  tunnel,  I  may  refer  to  a  speech  made 
by  the   gentleman  who  is  styled  the   leader 
of   the   Reform   party,  from  the    maritime 
provinces,  in  the  House  of  Commons  last 
session.     I  have  already  read   you  the  esti- 
mate of  Douglas  Fox  of  what  the  tunnel  will 
cost,  and  I  will  now  read  you  the  estimate 
of  that  eminent  gentleman  to  whom  I  have 
referred.     This  is   in    reply  to  a  very  able 
speech  made  by  Mr.  Wood,  the  gentleman 
representing    Westmoreland   in    the   Com- 
mons.    Mr.  Davies  said : 

The  hon.  gentleman  has  expressed  his  strong  l>e- 
lief  in  the  feasibility  of  a  tunnel  between  the   is- 
land and  the  maiidand  and  he  only  postiiones  its 
accomplishment .  for    some    10  or     12    years.     I 
shall  not   enter  in  to  any   discussion  on  that   sub- 
ject with  the  hon.   gentleman.       I   think    two  or 
I  three  things  are  pretty   well  established  ;  one  is 
I  that  a  tunnel  to  be  of  any   service   at  all   to  the 
people  must   lie  of  the  size  that  would  retjuire  the 
expenditure  of  $1.'>,000,()0()  or  820,0(M).(K)0  at  least. 
'  I  (to  not  think   that  any  practical,   sensible  man, 
I  outside  of  the  few  who  seem  to  be  tunnel  mad,  are 
I  prepared  to  advise   the   small   toy   tunnel   which 
]  several  gentlemen   contend   could   be   successfully 
I  constructecl  at  a  cost  of  half  the  sum  I  menti<metT, 
but  which  when  constructed  would  be  of  very  little 
service. 

That  is  the  opinion  of  that  hon.  gentleman 
as  against  the  opinion  of  Sir  Douglas  Fox, 
who  estimates  the  cost  would  only  !«  So,- 
300,000,  and  I  suppose  it  is  Sir  Douglas 
Fox  that  he  designates  as  being  one  of  those 
who  are  tunnel  mad,  and  who  does  not 
know  anything  about  the  cost  of  such  a  work 
necessary  for  the  country.  Now,  my  object 
is  not  at  the  present  time  to  dwell  particu- 
larly on  the  tunnel.  I  have  said  all  I  wish  to 
say  in  reference  to  this  matter,  but  I  thought 
it  necessary  to  say  this  much,  because  a  re- 
mark was  made  in  another  place  that  this 
matter  had  been  abandoned  altogether,  and 
that  the  island  bad  given  up  all  hope  or  ex- 
pectation or  intention  of  prosecuting  or  ad- 
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vocating  this  scheme  any  further.    I  said  that  i  charged  against  the  island  and  no  one  kx  ' 
the  financial  arrangement  made  with  Prince  ]  that  better  than  the  hon.  member  from  H>_ 
Edward  Island  was  on  business  principles,  !  fax.     The  railway  was  wholly  built  br  • 
that   we    were   admitted    into   Canada   as  |  people  of  Prince  Edward  Island  then; *?'l-.- 
part   of   the   confederation  on    a   basis   of  That  has  been  proved  over  and  over  np- 
coming   in    with    a  debt  of  ?50  per  head,  >  and  particularly  so  by  the  hon.  gentJ^x. 
which  would  amount  to  the  same  sum  per ;  who  is    now  a  member   of  the   govermn*.- 
head  that  the  debt  of  Canada  was  at  that '  from  Prince   Edward   Island.     In  the  -..i- 
time,  when  you  add  to  it  the  proposed  debt,   of  the  three  miles  provided   for  bei*.  :  - 
or  contemplate  expenditure  that  would  have  ,  vote  was  passed,   but  nobody    took   it  . 
to  be  made  on  the  Intercolonial  Railway,  |  because  no  company   would    take  up  tL'- 
the    Canadian    Pacific   Railway,    and    the  '  iniles  of  road  with  any  expectation   of  e  • 
canals  up  to  that  time,  amounting  to  some  ;  ing  it  pay.     The  only  way  the   railway  ■• 
§43,000,000.     At  that  time  the  subsidizing  '  be   made   to  pay  in  Prince  Edward  I--  : 
of  railways  throughout  Canada  waa  not  a  is  by  the  owner  of  the  main  line  bni- .  , 
part  of  the  policy  of  the  government  of  the  ■  the   branches  as    well.     In  addition  i"  t 
day.     It  was  understood,  and  I  think  it  was   railways  I  have   enumerated,    which   h*- 
embodied   in   a  resolution,   or,  if  not,   the '  been  aided  by  subsidies  from  the  D-iuin..  . 
terms  of  union  were,  that  no  subsidy  would  '  Government,    the    Dominion  having    t.-  • 
be  granted  to  railways  exceptini;    to  such   since  confederation  in  addition  to  tlie  let'  • 
as  connected  two  or  more  provinces  together,  '  colonial  Railway  and  the  assistance  giv^  •_  - 
such  as  the  Intercolonial   Railway.     Some  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  the  foll«>^iU. 
years  passed  by  and   Parliament  found  it   roiwls :     The  St.  Charles  Branch,  Riviere  •-•. 
necessary  to  subsidize  railways  in  different !  Loup    Branch,    Dalhousie    Branch,    lud;  • 
provinces  of  the  Dominion  to  the  amount  at  |  Town   Branch,  Oxford   and  New   Gls.-?  • 
first,  I  think,  of  something  like  $3,200  per  i  Railway,  Pictou  Town   Branch,    Darniort 
mile,  and  afterwards  considerably  above  that  I  Branch,    Annapolis    and    Digby     Rail«v 
.  sum,  and  in  several  cases   afterwards  the  [  Cape  Breton  Railway    and  Cape  Tra^tr:--" 
whole  cost  of  the  railway  was  undertaken  i  Branch. 

by  the   Dominion   Grovernment.      On  this  |      This   last,    eleven  miles   in  length,  i-  • 
nlatter,  I  may  say,  that  I  find  by  a  list  in  |  Prince  Edward  Island  and  was  bulk  fut  ;:.- 
my  hands,  that  the  cash  subsidies  to  rail-  [  purpose  of  attempting  to  carry  out,  to  i■■■^ 
ways,  divided  into  provinces,  amount  to  the  |  extent,   the  terms  of  union  so  as  to  gi*--  :■ 
following  :  access  to  the  crossing  at  Cape  Traverse  f  •• 

Ontario,  43  milwiiys  subsidized  by 
the  Dominion  (iovernment,  em- 


'  the  winter  route.  It  cost  the  Domini- -t 
Government  $120,745.  You  will  remeicV- 
that  the  hon.  gentleman,  who  is  now  aiii''.'' 
ber  of  the  government  from  Prince  E^lwr- 
Island,  last  session  went  very  fully  ini<i  i:- 
claims  of  the  island  for  public  works  to  ••■ 
constructed  there.  There  is  no  necesMtv  *■• 
go  into  the  figures  on  this  occasion,  but  a- 
proved  our  case  very  conclusively  ;  theiv  i- 


bracing 1,66.3-34  miles. 

Quebec,  4« 2,13(>r)2    do 

S'ew  Brunswick,  22 646         do 

Xova  Scotia,  14 4«2-25    do 

ManitolMV,  — KK)         do 

British  Columbia,  8 328         do 

Prince  Edward  Island,  railway  of 

3  miles,  and  not  one  dollar  of  it  

accepted  or  taken  up.  ^  ^J^  a'member  of'either  branch  of  Parli^.w, 

Hon.    Mr.    POWER — The    government  i  who  has  undertaken  to  refute  the  argumen-.- 

built  your  road.  1  and  statements  advanced  on  that  occa.-ii'- 

>  and  we  must  take  it  for  granted  that  it  i- 
Hon.  Mr.  PROWSE — I  am  thankful  to  because  they  cannot  be  refuted.  Heshon-^. 
my  hon.  friend  who  is  so  much  in  the  habit '  that  if  we  had  our  proportionate  share,  accuri 
of  interrupting  speakers.  He  has  reminded  ■  ing  to  population,  there  would  have  l<y:- 
me  ol  the  fact  that  the  Government  of ,  $2,000,000  spent  for  railway  exw. 
of  Canada  never  built  a  mile  of  railway  on  \  sion  or  other  public  works  i"' 
the  island,  excepting  the  short  line  from  Prince  Edward  Island  to  place  her  on  m 
Cape  Traverse  to  the  Junction.  The  rail- 1  equal  footing  with  the  same  number  of  j^e.-p'' 
way  was  built  before  we  entered  confedera- 1  in  all  the  rest  of  Canada.  I  may  say 
tion  at  a  cost  of  three  and  one-quarter  i  that  speech  was  read  from  one  end  ■■' 
millions  of  dollars,  and   that  amount   was  |  the  island  to  the  other,    and    the   h>.{t- 
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md  expectations  of  the  people  were  revived, 
>eca.use  this   qaestion   had    been    agitated 
or      many     years     in     the     island,     par- 
.icularly   the  project  of   a  railway    on   the 
louth    side    of    the  Hillsboro'  River  lead- 
ng    from   Southport   to   Murray  Harbour. 
Not  long  afterwards  they  were  delighted  to 
ind  that  the  hon.  gentleman  who  liad  de- 
livered   that   speech  was   admitted  to  the 
iouncil  board  as  a  member  of  the  govern- 
ment.       After     that,       the     people      felt 
themselves    justified    in    calling    meetings 
throughout    the  different   sections   of  the 
country  to  discuss  this  question,  and  the 
hon.  gentleman  was  invited  to  attend  those 
meetings,  as  I  was  also  myself,  and  we  did 
attend  them.      The  hopes  and  expectations 
of  the  people  were  raised  to  fever  heat,  not 
by  those  meetings,  but  from  the  hope  that 
the  fair  and  reasonable  arguments  advanced 
by  the  hon.  gentleman  might  have  weight 
with  the  government.     I   might   say   that 
there  is  an  absolute  necessity  for  railway 
communication  in  Prince  Edward   Island.  I 
You  are  aware,  as  I  have  already  stated, 
that  navigation  closes  in  the  month  of  De- 
cember.    Our  harvest  takes  place  in   the 
month  of  October,  and  shipping  is  not  com- 
menced to  any  extent  before  the  middle  of 
October,  and  we  have  only  two  weeks  in 
October  and  the  month  of  November  to  ship 
away  all  the  produce  of  the  island.      It  is 
then  a  wet  season  and  the  soil  of  Prince 
Edward  Island  is  such  that  in  the  fall  of  the  , 
year  the  roads  are  almost  impassable.     The 
carting  of  the  farmers'  produce  cuts  down  to 
the  very  axles  and  it  is  almost  impossible  for 
a  horse  to  take  half  a  load  over  those  roads 
at  that  season  of  the  year,    and  there  is 
a    greater    necessity    for    railway    accom- 
modation for  the   benefit   of  the  country 
than    in    almost     any    other     section     of 
the  Dominion  of  the  same   extent.     I  may 
say,  too,  that  road  making  is  a  much  more 
serious  question  there  than  in  any  other  part 
of  Canada.     We  have   no  hard  stone   for 
macadamizing.     The  little  stone  that  is  there 
is  soft  sandstone,  which  in  a  short  time  is 
ground  by  the  traffic  into  sand  and  becomes 
no  better  than  the  ordinary  soil.     In  advo- 
cating the  building  of  these  branches — and 
I  may  say  that  the  demand  is  a  very  reason- 
able and  moderate  one — we  are  asking  for 
some  seven  different  branches.     They  can 
scarcely  be  called  branches — the  run  from 
three  to  seven  miles,   the   whole   together 
amounting  to  only  105  miles.     This  matter 
35 


has  been  brought  up  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons and  the  Chief  Engineer,  Mr.  Schreiber, 
who  is  well  qualified  to  give  an  estimate  of 
the  cost  (I  think  he  had  the  contract  for 
building  the  main  line  an(f  is  well  acquainted 
with  the  whole  country^  stated  that  the  105 
miles  will  not  cost  more  than  .$1,100,000. 
He  estimates  the  earnings  of  these  several 
branches  to  amount  to  more  than  would  cover 
the  working  expenses  and  leave  something 
like  $5,000  of  a  surplus  over  the  working 
expenses  towards  paying  interest  on  the 
capital  expended.  He  has  given  no  estimate 
of  the  increased  traffic  upon  the  Prince 
Edward  I'- land  road  as  it  exists  to-day.  I 
am  not  an  engineer,  but  I  can  form  some 
opinion  of  what  the  increase  of  traffic  will  be, 
and  it  appears  to  me  not  unreasonable  to 
suppose  that  there  will  be  an  increase  of 
traffic  on  the  Prince  Edward  Island  Railway 
to  cover  every  dollar  of  the  interest  on  the 
cost  of  building  the  branches.  Consequently 
the  burden  on  the  people  of  Canada  will  not 
amount  to  one  cent — it  will  only  amount  to 
the  guarantee  of  the  first  cost  of  those 
branches. 


Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH- 
railway  pay  1 


-Does  the  main 


Hon.  Mr.  PROWSE— If  the  hon.  gentle- 
man does  not  know  that  it  does  not  pay,  I 
can  give  him  the  answer.  It  is  unfortunate 
that  it  does  not  pay  up  to  the  present  time, 
but  by  building  these  branches  it  will  have 
a  tendency  to  make  it  pay  very  much  better 
than  it  does  at  the  present  time.  These 
several  spurs  going  out  from  the  main  line 
would  touch  the  coast  at  various  points 
where  very  extensive,  prosperous  and  valu- 
able fishing  is  carried  on  and  through 
a  splendid  farming  section  thickly  settled 
with  well-to-do  farmers.  The  fish  would 
be  landed  at  those  points  and  taken  to  the 
most  important  shipping  place,  Charlotte- 
town,  where  steamers  ply  every  day,  and  in 
that  way  the  increased  traffic  from  these 
branches  to  the  main  line,  will  largely  de- 
crease, in  my  opinion,  the  loss  upon  working 
the  main  line. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— The  hon.  gentle- 
man said  he  would  explain  why  the  road  did 
not  pay. 

Hon.  Mr.  PROWSE— Because  they  have 
not  traffic  enough. 
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Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— Is  it  because  the 
traffic  is  too  light  or  the  rates  are  too  low  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  PROWSE— If  there  was  more 
traffic  it  would  pay  better.  There  is  no 
doubt  about  that.  It  has  been  charged  by 
certain  parties  that  this  is  merely  got  up 
for  political  eflfect — that  is  to  have  an  eflFect 
upon  the  electorate  in  the  forthcoming  elec- 
tion, and  that  there  is  no  intention  and  no 
expectation  or  hope  of  obtaining  these 
branch  railways  at  the  present  time  or  at 
any  future  time.  I  wish  to  say  this — that 
however  anxious  I  may  be  to  see  the  pre- 
sent government  sustained  in  office,  believ- 
ing as  I  do  that  they  are  the  best  men  to 
crrry  on  the  affairs  of  this  country,  and  the 
policy  that  they  are  carrying  out  to-day  is 
the  policy  suited  to  this  young  country  of 
ours,  I  am  not  here  neither  will  I  be  a 
party  anywhere  to  misleading  and  deluding 
the  people  for  the  sake  of  getting  their 
votes.  I  want  a  plain  honest  declaration 
from  the  government,  that  these  public 
works,  required  for  Prince  Edward  Island 
and  which  Prince  Edward  Island  is  justly 
entitled  to,  as  already  proved  by  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  Marshiield,  will  be  under- 
taken by  the  government,  and  that  these 
railways  will  be  built  in  the  near 
future.  If  I  cannot  get  such  an 
answer  as  that,  I  would  prefer,  rather 
than  be  a  party  to  deceiving  the  people,  and 
deceiving  myself,  that  the  government 
would  give  me  a  direct  negative  reply,  and 
then  we  would  know  exactly  what  to  expect. 
If  I  get  such  a  reply  it  will  not  be  because 
we  have  not  a  claim,  nor  because  Prince 
Edward  Island  is  not  entitled  to  it,  but 
simply  because  we  have  not  force  enough  or 
strength  enough  with  the  government  to 
carry  out  the  just  claims  of  Prince 
Edward  Island  in  this  regard.  I  say 
my  reason  for  speaking  of  the  ^govern- 
ment  as  highly  as  I  do  is  because  I  believe 
in  the  National  Policy  introduced  and  car- 
ried out  by  the  party  in  power  to-day. 
When  I  say  the  National  Policy,  I  do  not 
mean  a  policy  simply  to  encourage  and  pro- 
tect the  manufacturing  industries  of  this 
■country  ;  I  believe  it  is  a  policy  calculated 
to  protect  and  encourage  not  only  the  manu- 
facturers, but  the  agriculturists,  the  labour 
«rs,  the  artisans,  the  miners  and  the  fisher- 
men. Not  only  that,  but  I  believe  it  is  a 
policy  calculated  and  intended  to  encourage 
and  promote  the  welfare  of  every  province 


of  the  Dominion,  small  and  large.  It  'a  ;r.- 
we  are  the  smaUest  province,  but  we  are  -.  - 
the   smallest   in    population.      The    hif? 
province   in   Cantida — I   speak    of    Bri'.- 
Columbia — is  yet  in  its  infancy,  as  far 
the   development  of   its   resources  is  •.- ;• 
cerned,  and  the  time  is  coming',  I  fa"j  - 
lieve,   when  that  will  be  one   of   tLe  t'- 
provinces  of  this  Dominion.      It  will  b- 1_ 
California,  at  least,  of  this  country,  aiidi>' 
haps  it  will  exceed  all  others    in    its  w.^i;-_ 
and  natural  resources.  The  principal  bra^-i 
which  has  been  asked  for  from   the  gt/vtr; 
ment  extends  from  a  point  ri^ht  oppfi" 
Charlottetown,  going  down  fit>ni  Sontfat«-r 
through      the    Belfast    district      and    >t 
minating  at  a   deep    water     termina-   -' 
Murray     Harbour    South,     with     a    ctj^.' 
section  leading  from  that  line  to  the  Pris. 
Edward  Island  Railway  as  it  exists  a:  j^r- 
sent.     That  will  take  about  60  miles  of  rx 
way.     The  chief  engineer  has  reoomaiec.  >~ 
it  and  believes  it  will  be  a  serviceable  r--.'. 
Some  of  our  friends  in  the  other  Hon^  &£ 
political  opponents  say  it  will  be  no  ns"  lz. 
le.<!8  you  build  a  bridge  leading  aero  s  tr  •- 
Southport  to  Charlottetown,  the  capital  '■: 
the  province.     I  look  upon  the  advocacj  •: 
a  bridge  at  the  present   time  as  directly  in- 
tended to  defeat  the  whole  project  that  -• 
have    in     view.     Surely    a     railway    fu 
be   of  great    service    that     will     take    3> 
within  one  mile  of   the   centre   of  tryir. 
and   across  that  mile  a  good   steam   fertr 
is  now  in  operation  and  has  been  iu  opemn'-' 
for  years  past,  and  in  winter  time  the  sleii-fc^ 
can  travel  backward   and  forward  with-  'J" 
any     inconvenience.      It     would      be    f. 
reasonable    for    us    to    expect     not     <jdf 
these    seven    branches    to    be    built,   t-ut 
also  a  bridge  costing,  perhaps,  half  a  miUioi 
of  money.     I   know   a   bridge   has  been  i 
question  that  has  been  agitated  in  Priin» 
Edward   Island   for  some  time  past.     Th? 
people  have  been  agitating   for   a  comm<x 
highway    bridge    whereby    they    can    ^le". 
to   the   city    of  Charlottetown    with   their 
horses  and  carriages,  but  the  local  govern- 
ment of  the  day   have   not  felt  that  tk 
resources    of     the    island     would     justifv 
them  in  building  a  bridge  at  the  present 
time.     At    some    future    day    the    bridgi* 
will   be   taken  up,   after  the  branches  are 
built    in   conjunction  with  the   local   goT- 
emment  so  a  railway  bridge  and  a   bridp- 
for  ordinary  traffic  will   be  constructed  on 
the  one  foundation ;  but  if  we  never  have  a 
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itlge,  I  say  the  railway  from  Southport 
►\vii  to  Murray  Harbour  will  be  a  great 
iiiefit  to  the  people  of  that  country.  I 
xifw  -what  I  am  speaking  of,  because  I 
tve  lived  there  for  thirty-five  years  and 
Dne  business  there,  and  I  know  the  great 
i'cessity  there  is  f <  r  a  railway  in  that 
►cality.  Now,  to  show  that  even  this  pro- 
L>sition.  has  been  condemned — not  exactly 
:>n.cleinned,  but  cold  water  has  been  thrown 
pon  it  and  obstacles  have  been  placed  in 
lie  w-ay  and  difficulties  have  been  magnified 
o  induce  the  government  to  give  a  nega- 
ive  answer  to  our  request — the  gentl-  man 
c>  whom  I  have  referred  as  being  styled, 
vith  a  great  deal  of  assurance,  the  leader  of 
he  Reform  party  in  the  maritime  pro- 
.•inces,  spoke  as  follows  on  this  very  ques- 
tion a  few  days  ago  in  another  place  : 

This  kind  of  humbug  does  very  well  among  a 
certain  clasn  of  people  ;  but  the  large  mass  of  the 
(tuople  of  Prince  Edward  Island  are  l>egi»niug  to 
iiiulerstand  that  an  agitation  for  the  construction 
of  u,  public  work  immediately  preceding  an  election 
is  not  likely  to  be  genuine,  ^ow,  in  this  matter, 
for  years  past,  before  every  election  we  have  had 
tlie  <inestion  of  the  tunnel  dangled  before  th« 
\i<.H>ple's  eyes.  Millions  would  be  expended  on  the 
i.slaiid.  People  were  asked  not  to  sell  their  farms, 
because  the  brickclay  upon  them  would  be  used  to 
make  brick. 

I  never  heard  of  any  such  suggestion  on 
the  part  of  Prince  Edward  Island  until  I 
heard  it  stated  within  100  yards  of  where  I 
stand.  And  what  is  this  said  for  ?  It  is 
.said  to  bring  ridicule  and  contempt  on  the 
whole  scheme,  so  that  our  claims  may  be 
pooh-poohed  and  laughed  at,  and  that  we 
may  be  given  a  negative  answer  by  the  gov- 
ernment, and  why  1  It  is  not  because  this 
gentleman  has  not  some  love  for  his  country, 
but  he  hates  the  Liberal-Conservative  party 
more. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
Hear,  hear. 

Hon.  Mr.  PROWSE— And  he  would 
rather  see  his  country  suffer  than  see  the 
benefits  derived  from  these  railways  given 
to  them  by  the  Conservative  party.  Then 
he  proceeds : 

But,  to  use  a  significant  expression  for  a  time 
monopolized  by  a  politician  down  there,  the  tunnel 
scheme  has  been  consigned  long  since  to  the  tomb 
of  all  the  Capulets.  None  now  so  poor  as  to  do  it 
reverence. 

Now,  I  do  not  think  the  tunnel  scheme 
has  been  abandoned.     I  believe  there  are 
35^ 


borings  going  on  to  ascertain  the  possibility 
and  feasibility  of  that  great  work,  and  untU 
we  get  a  report  from  these  investigations  it 
would  be  idle  for  us  to  press  the  matter  any 
further,  and  the  question  is  not  by  any 
means  con-igned  to  the  "  tomb  of  all  the 
Capulets  " : 

But  the  gentlemen  from  Prince  Edward  Island 
who  support  the  government  in  the  Senate — there 
are  hardly  any  in  this  House — now  laugh  at  the 
tunnel,  and  they  tell  the  people  they  are  going  to 
give  them  railways.  I  fear  that  these  petitions— 
if  that  was  the  purpose  of  those  who  engineered 
them — has  pretty  well  squelched  the  railway  pro- 
ject in  Prince  Edward  Island.  The  idea  of  pro- 
posing a  scheme  for  eight  or  ten  branch  railways  ! 
Why  it  reduces  the  whole  thiug  to  a  farce.  The 
agitation  in  Prince  Edward  Island  for  years  has 
been  the  construction  of  one  railway.  These  other 
branch  roads  were  subsidiary  ;  they  were  hoperl 
for  in  time  but  not  immediately.  The  only  (jues- 
tion  which  these  gentlemou  would  have  <fevoted 
themselves  to,  had  they  been  honestly  anxious  to  ex- 
tend the  railroad  acconmio<lation  in  Prince  Edwai'd 
Island  was  the  Belfast  and  Murray  Harbour  road. 

A  good  deal  of  complaint  and  a  good  deal 
of  abuse  has  been  heaped  upon  the  head  of 
the  Senator  from  Prince  Edward  Island  for 
having  attended  some  meetings  called  by  the 
public  in  that  part  of  the  island.  I  also  at- 
tended them,  but  we  find  that  some  other 
gentlemen  had  called  meetings,  and  I 
will  read  you  a  notice  where  this  gentleman, 
whose  speech  I  have  read,  called  a  faeries  of 
meetings  through  the  same  locality  : 

POLITICAL  MEETINGS. 

KIDINOS  OF  EAST  gUEEX's  AND  KINfj's. 

Mr.  L.  H.  Davics  will  address  political  meetings 
in  East  Queen's  and  King's  as  follows  : — 

Eldon— Tuesday,  12th  March,  at  6  p.m. 

Murray  Harbour  .South— Wetlnesday,  l.%h 
March  at  6  p.  m. 

Montague  Bridge— Thursday,  14th  March,  at 
6.30  p.m. 

Dundaa — Friday,  March  15th,  at  2  p.m. 

Sonris — Monday,  18th  March. 

Head  St.  Peter's  Bay— Tuesday,  19th  March. 

Mount  Stewart- -Wednesday,  20th  March. 

Some  slight  alteration  may  be  made  in  above 
dates  ;  if  so  proper  notice  will  be  given. 

That  is  quite  a  number  of  meetings,  and 
they  are  not  all  in  this  advertisement. 
What  was  done  at  these  meetings  1  One  of 
them  was  within  a  few  steps  of  my  own 
door,  and  I  thought  it  would  not  be  out  of 
place  altogether  for  me  to  attend  it.  I  found 
not  only  Mr.  L.  H.  Davies,  but  also  the  leader 
of  the  local  government  and  the  two  mem- 
bers of  the  local  House  there,  and  he  and 
his  colleague  there,  Mr.  Welsh.     They  all 
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spoke  at  that  meeting,  and  you  can  under- 
stand that  the  government  of  the  day  did 
not  get  very  high  praise  from  them,  and  a 
good  deal  was  said  against  the  senators  par- 
ticularly. I  presume  that  was  intended  for 
me,  because  I  happened  to  be  present.  We 
were  told  that  a  whole,  live  Yankee  had  to 
come  down  to  the  Senate  chamber  to  know 
whether  we  were  alive,  asleep  or  dead. 

Hon.  Mr.  PERLEY— Did  you  have  any- 
thing to  say  to  him  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  PROWSE— I  will  tell  you 
directly.  After  all  these  hon.  gentlemen  had 
spoken  and  pretty  roundly  abused  the  Sen- 
ate and  the  government  and  everything 
that  was  Tory,  I  asked  to  be  allowed  to  re- 
ply. If  they  had  seen  their  grandmother's 
ghost  there  could  not  have  been  more  con- 
sternation in  the  gang.  They  did  not  know 
which  would  do  most  harm,  to  let  roe  speak 
or  if  they  objected  to  it  because  I 
was  amongst  my  own  neighbours 
and  friends,  and  although  the  majority 
of  the  meeting  was  against  me  in 
politics  they  said  "  if  the  cause  of  all  these 
gentlemen  is  as  they  say  it  is,  then  they 
should  not  be  afraid  of  the  sleepy  old  sena- 
tor being  allowed  to  reply,  "  but,"  Mr. 
Davies  said  "  we  have  other  speakers  to 
address  the  meeting  and  it  is  called  by  our- 
selves and  we  have  resolutions  to  pass.''  I 
said  "  I  know  it  is  your  meeting,  and  I  do 
not  wish  to  intrude  upon  it,  but  I  would  like 
to  answer  some  of  the  statements  made  by 
these  gentlemen,"  and  they  closed  the  meet- 
ing very  quickly.  They  hurried  through 
one  resolution  which  I  will  read  to  you. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— Were  you  al- 
lowed to  speak  1 

Hon.  Mr.  PROWSE— No.  This  is  the 
resolution  they  passed  at  the  meeting,  and 
the  meeting  broke  up  without  a  vote  of 
thanks  to  the  chairman  or  this  great  Liberal 
leader.  They  gave  him  no  ovation  at  all, 
but  they  passed  this  resolution,  and  it  is  as 
strong  a  resolution  and  quite  as  much  in 
favourof  arailway  as  any  resolution  passed  at 
any  meeting  that  I  attended.  The  resolu- 
tion was  published  in  the  Patriot  news- 
paper of  the  14th  March,  1895,  and  reads 
as  follows  : 

The  foUowinc  resolution  was  movetl  by  John  E. 
Winsloe,  seconded  by  Henrj  Brehaut,  sen. : — 


Whereas  there  have  Iteen  lar^  erpcsi.!;:- 
public  money  in  the  other  provinces  of  tl*  i' 
ion  for  railways  and  caiials  in  order  to -V-.r. 
commerce  of  the  Domiuiou  and  to  iipta  :, 
North -«  est  for  settlers  ; 

And  whereas,  the  people  of  Belfast  as'l  V 
Harbour  are  badly  in  need  of  a  braach  r«.i 
these  important  agricultural  districts,  in  i - 
make  it  possible  for  them  to  ship  their ;  - 
without  so  much  inconvenience  to  tlieouel.-^ 
present  exists. 

And  whereas,  we  are  justly  entitleii  toii- 
tionate  share  of  the  money  expendeii  ii  , 
works,  and  in  view  of    the  fact  that  thr  (r 
these  districts  are  so  seriously  haniUcapp'.'i!" 
in  travel  under  existing  circuuistance« : 

Therefore  resolved,  that  this  meetinii  tirr 
solicit  the  Hon.  L.  H.  Davies  and  his  toDei.:- 
Parliament  to  urge  upon  the  governmtii  • 
necessity  of  this  very  desirable  work,  vii.  j' 
road  from  Southport  through  Belfast  !"l'r 
water  terminus  at  Murray  Harbour  Soutl.'. . 
to  the  main  line  connecting  at  or  uearCuti  :i 

That  is  the   very  road  we  are  a<kiL;  •. 
government   to   build.     I  may  say  th-  • 
suit  of  that  meeting  was  simply  this:  It: 
more  than  one  or  two  who  were  at ;. 
meeting  who  went  there  strong  supf"''-  ■ 
of  this  leader  of  the    Liberals  of  the  mr. 
time  provinces,  and  when  they  foon'i  \- 
unfair  treatment  that  their  neiglibi«r.' 
ceived,  they  went  away  as  strong  opf^^c "' 
of  that  Liberal  leader,  and  they  will  w'' 
vote  for  his  party  again.     So  perh»[l^ ;'  • 
as  well  that  I  had  no   opportunity  to  'f^'' 
on  that  occasion.     Now,  such  is  tii«  ^^■■ 
tion  which  Mr.  Davies  had  carried  at  ;i- 
meetings,  especially  at  the  Murray  flif '  •' 
South   meeting.     Contratt    that  with  i 
speeches  in  his  place  in  Parliament, an''.' 
will  see  that  they  do  not  in  any  way  c>'i^- 
pond.     Mr.  Davies  went  on  to  say  thf  "t- 
day  in  reply  to  Mr.   MacdonaW,  of  Kii.- 
county,  as  follows : 

The  hon.  gentleman  distinctly  »ai<|tlw'''" '."'I. 
they  would  not  give  the  money  which  «»"■'; 
the  island,  to  the  local  government  r/iife"^'- 
errl  premier  was  in  power,  but  that  tni)  • 
sfjuander  it  in  public  works,  the  constnicti^ 
which  he  would  suggest  ;  and  I  anppn**.'"  "  ., 
suggest,   in  order  to  kill  the  Belfast  rail* ->■ 
construction  of  eight  or  ten  little  brancht'W" 
the  island.     He  knows   that  such  •  P'"r',.  . 
coming  from  him  is  well  calculated  to  ilestn'.  • 
which  the  people  of  the  island  have  nrooli  at "  -^ 
If  he  were  sincerely  desirous  of  promoting  m-  ^ 
struction  of  that  road  he  would  j"""^',,,, 
courage  to  stand  up  here  and  to  say : 
which  the  hon.   memlier  for  Queens  sugv"  •  '  ^ 
1890-91  is  not  large  enough,  an''  ^  P™!"!!  ,  .i' 
scheme.     But  he  does  not  tell  us  where  tnc  ■ 
to  run,  he  does  not  hint  what  •>'•  !"" '"^,„ '•. 
that  subject.     When  I  brought  this  <Pf'.~-, 
fore  the  House  in  1890,  I  thought  it  was  i«"» 
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o     puc    this  matter  before  the  government  in 
usintiss-Iike  way. 

"WViat  was  the  business-like  way  he  brought 
t  befoi-e  the  government.     He  was  advocat- 
rvg  a,    grant  from  the  government  towards 
:he  AVood   Island  breakwater.     In  his  ad- 
i'ocacy    of  that   he  incidentally  brought  in 
this  question  of  the  railway  which  should  bo 
built;  from  near  Cardigan  station.  That  was 
tYke  only  railway  aucommodation  which  he 
>v»s  prepared  to  recommend  the  government 
t.o  build  for  the  people  of  that  section  of  the 
country.     If  that  is  all  that  is  coming  to  the 
Selfast  and  Murray  Harbour  district,  they 
do  not  want  it,  because  it  means  simply  this, 
to  u.se  that  railway  they  would  have  to  pay 
double  mileage  every  time  they  want  to  go 
to  Charlottetown  or  any  locality  on  that  line. 
But  by  having  it  the   other  way,  it   would 
benefit  one-sixth  of  the  island  while  the  pro- 
position of  Mr.  Davies  would  benefit  nobody. 
TV\at  was  the  propo-siiion  made  by  that  hon. 
gentleman  in  1890.  Has  he  ever  opened  his 
mouth  since  then  in  favour  of  the  railway  1 
Not  once.     He  held  a  meeting  at  Caledonia 
and    the   member   of   the   government    for 
Prince  Edward  Island  attended  that  meet- 
ing, I  was  not  present  myself.     They  passed 
a  resolution  saying  that  they  did  not  want 
that  proposition  of  Mr.  Davies,  that  they 
■wanted  the  railroad  from  Southport  to  Mur- 
ray Harbour,  yet  that  is  the  contention  made 
by  Mr.  Davies  now.     He  continues  : 

I  had  some  consultation  with  a  number  of  en- 
gineers, and  I  was  assured  by  them  that  a  branch 
\ine  from   Peak's  Station  might  be  built   which 
would  give  the  necessary  accommodation  and  do 
away  with  the  necessity  of  a  bridge  across   the 
HiUsboro',  which  would  cost  half    a  million   of 
money.      I  thought  that  line  could  be  adopted, 
and  the  amount  which  would  be  asked  for  would 
not  be  a  qiiarter  of  a  million  of  money,  or  anything 
like  it.     But  the  people  at  large,  being  led  l)y  the 
politicians  to  suppose  that  they  can  get  the  larger 
road,  are  in  favour  of  the  larger  road,  and  I  need 
not  say  that  if  such  a  road  can  be  obtained,  it  will 
have  my  hearty  support  from  the  word  go.     The 
people  here  have  a  right  to  it,  I  think.     Xow,  I 
think  myself  that  even  if  the  construction  of  this 
road  Here  asked  upon  the  same  grounds  as  the  con- 
struction of  other  roads  in  different  jtarts  of  the 
Dominion,  that  the  Parliament  of  Canada  wouhl  be 
slow  to  grant  it.    I  think,  just  now,  in  view  of  the 
financial  stringency  of  the  country,  with  the  enor- 
mous deficits  we  have  to  meet,  that  Parliament 
would  be  very  slow  to  grant  a  large  sum  of  money 
5or  the  construction  of  the  railway.     We  know 
that  the  government  have  already  anuouuced  their 
general  policy  to  be  not  to  subsidize  or  construct 
any  public  work  during  the  present  year ;  there 
are  to  be  no  railway  subsidies  asked  for,  and  no 


sums  voted  for  for  the  construction  of  government 
'  roads. 

I  What  an  advocate  of  the  people  he  repre- 
sents !  What  a  brilliant  speech  in  favour 
of  the  people  who  have  been  contributing  to 
the  island  railway    for   the  last    25  years 

I  and  have  never  received  $1  of  benefit  from 
it !     When  they  ask  for  a  railway   every 

'  obstacle  and  objection  which  can  be  raised 
is  brought  by  Mr.  Davies  against  it.  He 
says  further : 

From  what  the  Minister  said,  that  estimate  does 
not  include  a  bridge.  I  may  remark  that  the  rail- 
way from  Southport  to  Murray  Harbour  would  be 
useless  without  the  construction  of  a  bridge,  and 
the  cost  of  constructing  a  railway  and  foot  pas- 
senger bridge  would  nob  cost  over  half  a  million. 
Without  this  the  railway  would  be  a  mockery,  a 
delusion  and  a  snare.  •  •  •  «  » 
When  the  main  road  was  built  it  was  hoped  that 
this  section  would  have  accommodation  in  the  near 
future.  That  was  the  railway  that  everybody  was 
thinking  about,  and  the  hon.  Ministernow  gets  up 
and  reads  a  list  of  railway  lines  all  over  the  island. 
And  for  what  purpose  ?  For  the  purpose  of  killing 
out  this  scheme  for  the  construction  of  the  railway 
from  Belfast  to  Murray  Harbour. 

He  says  his  advocacy  and  his  plan  was  to 
get  a  branch  to  the  east  for  less  than  one- 
quarter  of  a  million  dollars,  but  now  sixty 
miles  of  railway  from  Southport  to  Murray 
Harbour  south,  without  a  bridge  across  to 
Charlottetown,  to  cost  half  a  million 
dollars,  will  be  a  delusion,  a  mockery 
and  a  snare.  There  were  some  other  gentle- 
men in  the  House  of  Commons  who  thought 
proper  to  make  some  remaks  in  reference  to 
this  agitation  which  has  been  going  on  in 
Prince  Edward  Island  for  this  branch  rail- 
way. Mr.  Davies'  colleague,  Mr.  Welsh, 
spoke  as  follows 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER — I  rise  to  a  question 

of  order.     It  is  a  well  understood  rule  of 

i  Parliament  that  it  is  improper  to  quote,  or 

refer  in  one  House  to  a  debate  in  the  other 

House.     I   do   not  ask   that   the   rule   be 

enforced  against  the  hon.  gentleman,  but  he 

I  must  bear  in  mind  that  he  is  transgressing 

i  the  rule,  and  as  he  has  given  us  already  a 

great   portion   of    Mr.    Davies's   speech,  he 

might   be   satisfied  with  that  and  let  the 

others  go.     We  will  take  it  for  granted  that 

Mr.  Davies  represents  the  others. 

Hon.   Mr.   PROWSE— I   may   have  di- 
gressed a  little  from  the  rules  of  the  House, 
I  but    when    hon.    gentlemen    in    the   other 
branch  of  Parliament  undertake    to   name 
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senators  and  denounce  their  conduct  as  pub- 
lic men,  we  have  a  right  here  as  senators  to 
defend  our  position.  I  met  that  gentleman 
on  a  public  platform  and  was  refused  by  him 
an  opportunity  to  reply  to  his  remarks.  He 
takes  shelter  in  his  own  chamber  to  attack 
senators  here,  and  we  are  deprived  of  the 
the  right  to  reply.  I  will  refer  to  his  state- 
ment at  all  events  and  the  statement  of  his 
colleague  if  the  House  will  permit  me. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  do  not  object ;  I 
only  called  attention  to  the  fact  that  it  i£ 
out  of  order. 

Hon.  Mr.  PROWSE— In  1890  the  leader 
of  the  Liberals  of  the  maritime  provinces — I 
hope  my  hon.  friend  from  Halifax  does  not 
object  to  my  giving  him  that  title — made  a 
speech  in  the  House  of  Commons  advocating 
a  branch  railway,  as  I  have  already  mention- 
ed, and  his  colleague,  Mr.  Welsh,  also  made 
a  speech  on  that  occasion,  following  Mr. 
Davit-s.     He  spoke  as  follows  : 

My  colleague  has  spoken  about  a  railway  branch 
to  Murray  Harb4>ur.  I  think  myself  it  might  pos- 
sibly, in  the  end,  Ije  profitable  to  the  country  at 
lar^e.  It  is  a  fact  that  a  large  portion  of  the  peope 
in  that  section  are  without  any  railway  accommo- 
dation. 

What  he  said  in  favour  of  the  branch 
railways  in  1890  was  not  a  very  strong 
recommendation,  and  he  only  transfers  that 
support  now  to  the  branch  from  Southport 
to  Murray  Harbour  in  accordance  with  the 
lesolution  passed  at  his  own  meeting,  to 
which  I  have  already  referred.  I  do  not 
intend  to  quote  any  more  speeches  delivered 
by  those  gentlemen.  I  do  say  this,  however, 
and  say  it  honestly,  there  is  nothing  more 
unjust  or  dishonest  or  unfair  than  to  charge 
us  with  advocating  i  ailway  accommodation 
for  the  people  of  Belfast  and  Murray  Har- 
bour and  other  sections  of  the  island  for  poli- 
tical purposes.  There  was  no  necessity  for 
doing  that.  We  do  it  honestly ;  we  do  it 
because  we  think  the  people  require  it  and 
are  entitled  to  it,  and  when  we  have  all  the 
branches  built  there  will  be  a  million  dollars 
still  that  Prince  Edward  Island  will  have  a 
ri.;ht  to  have  expended  in  furtherance  of  the 
public  works  of  that  province  to  put  us  on 
an  equal  footing  with  the  other  provinces  of 
Canada.  These  figures  have  been  presented  to 
the  House  before  now,  especially  by  the  lion, 
gentlemar^  who  is  now  member  of  the  govern 
ment  for  Prince  Edward  Island.    I  can  only 


express  the  hope  thab  the  government  i-  ■ 
given  this  matter  their  serious  coastdenr. 
that  we  will  be  assured  that  ere  long  »--i 
thing  will  be  done.    We  do  not  wish  t>j  tr~ 
them   unduly.     We   would    have    bees 
lighted  to  have  a  sum  in  the  estimate^  *:- 
year,  Ij^it  owing  to  the  unfortunate  cir:'.- 
stance  that  there  is  a  deficit,  we  do  nn?t  »"■£. 
to  be  unreasonable,  but  we  do  ask   that  _- 
government  will  give  us  some  assuranee  zl.  ■ 
among  the  very  first  votes   to   pass   tbr.>:.- 
Parlianaent  for  railway  subsidies  in  any  p-" 
of  the  Dominion,  justice  shall   be   3cfc-i  ' 
Prince   Edward    Island    in    building   tb<— 
branches  to  which  I  have  referred. 

Hon.  Mr.  McDO]SrALD(P.KI.)— I  ae- 
to  say  a  word  or  two  in  support  of  the- :.-  • 
tion  which  has  been  made  by  my  hon.  <-  ■ 
league,  the  member  for  Murray  Hari"Cf 
He  has  placed  the  matter  so  fully  Isr  -r- 
you,  that  it  is  scarcely  necessary  for  n.-  : 
go  into  any  very  detailed  statement  of  t: 
wants  of  Prince  Edward  Island,  respecr-  . 
railways.  I  may  say  that  in  so  far  a<  <■  • 
speech  referred  to  the  railways  required  i  • 
Prince  Edward  Island,  I  entirely  ctict: 
in  all  that  he  said,  but  in  i espect  to  t;- 
tunnel,  I  do  not  know  that  it  is  nec«is.ir.' 
to  mix  it  up  with  this  question  at  all,  nor 
I  think  that  the  utterances  of  member-  ■' 
the  other  branch  of  the  legislature  r- 
quite  the  criticism  which  they  sometii- 
receive  from  members  of  this  bi^inch.  Wbr • 
the  Act  was  passed  to  sanction  the  bnilila. 
of  a  railway  in  Prince  EdwaixJ  Tslauu.  c- 
was  contemplated  that  branches  shiflii' 
be  extended  to  various  places  in  the  proris."?. 
in  order  to  be  feeders  to  that  railway,  m-^ 
the  main  trunk  line  of  the  Prince  Ed  wan: 
Island  Railway,  extending  from  Geor;jeti'iiu 
on  the  south  to  Tignish  on  the  west  «i- 
expected  and  intended  to  have  branch'* 
at  the  various  villages  and  locations  r 
which  trade  was  carried  on  in  order  m  it 
feeders  for  that  main  line  and  to  bring  ti,- 
trade  of  the  island  on  to  the  main  lire. 
That  has  not  been  done  up  to  the  prpsei:' 
time  to  any  extent.  We  know  applicati<>t.> 
have  befn  made  to  the  Parliament  and  ^i--- 
ernment  of  the  Dominion  at  various  tiitii>~ 
for  the  construction  of  some  of  t  best- 
branches.  There  was  one  which  was  referr-M 
to  by  my  hon,  colleague,  a  very  siion 
branch  extending  but;  three  miles  fn>ni 
the  town  of  Summerside  to  the  north  ^iiie 
of  the  island.      It   would   appear  to  h'>a 
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;entlen>en,  who  do    not    know    anything 
.l>ou.ti  the  locality  or  the  trade  there,  that  it 
vould  not  be  necessary  to  build  such  a  short 
>ra.r».ch  as  that  in  order  to  bring  trade  to  the 
•a.il'wray,  but  if  they  knew  the  circumstances 
>f  t>he  place,  if  they  knew  the  trade  which  is 
carried  on  there,  if  they  knew  the  vast  deposit 
of    oysters  and  the  extensive  beds  on  that 
coa^t;  and  the  freight  which  people  have  to 
cstrry  in  the  fall  of  the  year  when  the  roads 
are  bad  and  it  is  almost  impossible  to  get  to 
a.  shipping  place,  they  would  see  the  great 
necessity  for  thai  short   branch.      It  was 
applied  for  and  the  government  offered  a 
su\>sidy  towai-ds  its  construction,  but,  as  my 
hon.  friend  has  stated,  it  would  be  impossible 
for  a  private  company  to  undertake  the  con- 
struction of  a  short  branch  of  that  kind,  as 
a  feeder  to  the  Prince  Edward  Island  Rail- 
way, but  if  it  were  constructed  by  the  gov- 
ernment it  would  not  only  feed  the  Prfnce 
Edward  Island  Railway,  but  would  bring  a 
great  portion  of  that  trade  on  to  the  Inter- 
colomal  Railway.     The  freight  carried   on 
that  branch  would  be  taken  charge  of  by 
the  i-ailway  department  there  and  they  would 
give  bills  of  lading  for  its  transfer  to  what- 
ever place  it  was  intended  to  go.      Then 
there   is  another   branch    which   has  been 
applied  for  and  which  the  government  at  one 
time  thought  of  going  on  with,  a  short  ex 
tension  from  a  place  called  Harmony  Station 
towards  the  East  Point  of  Prince  Edward 
Island  where  there  is  an  extensive  settle- 
ment.   The  railway  would  run  in  the  centre 
towards  East  Point  and  afford  railway  accom- 
modation to  a  large  number  of  agriculturists 
on  each  side  of  that  road,  and  also  to  those 
who   are    carrying    on    extensive    fisheries 
along  the  north    coast  of    Prince  Edward 
Island   where     they     are    at    very     great 
disadvantage     for     shipping     places,     and 
where   they     have    to   carry    lobsters    of 
which   they  put  up  many   hundred   cases, 
besides   mackerel,  codfish    and    other  pro- 
ductions of  the  sea  at  very    considerable 
expense  by  means  of  horses  and  carriages, 
to  the  nearest  railway  station  at  Souris,  a 
distance  of  12  or  15  miles,  and  sometimes  20 
miles.    A  railway  extension  of  seven  miles 
would  afford  all  the  accommodation   they 
require  at  that  point.     There  are  still  other 
branches  which  are  required   to  complete 
the    railway    system    of    Prince     Edward 
Island.    There  is  one   from  Emerald,   ex- 
tending northward,  which  would  give  ac- 
commodation to  a  large  number  of  people  in 


one  of  the  most  flourishing  settlements  in 
Prince  Edward  Island.  These  small  branches 
could  be  worked  without  any  additional 
expense  to  the  railway  department,  except 
building  the  line  on  which  they  run. 
There  would  be  no  additional  office  expenses 
incurred,  becauhe  the  office  staff  that  trans- 
acts the  business  for  200  miles  of  road  now 
in  Prince  Edward  Island,  would  not  require 
to  be  materially  increased,  if  increased  at 
all,  to  transact  the  office  business  of  300 
miles  of  road.  Then  the  present  road  staff' 
would  be  able  to  serve  those  short  branches 
without  any  additional  expenditure  for  the 
purpose.  You  can  see  that  this  would  en- 
tail but  a  very  small  cost  on  the  government 
of  the  Dominion.  There  is  also  required  a 
short  branch  from  a  station  some  distance 
out  from  Charlottetown  towards  the  flourish- 
ing settlement  of  Crapaud,  passing  through 
one  of  the  finest  agricultural  settlements  of 
the  province  to  the  town  of  Victoria,  if  it  may 
becalledatown.  Itisan  extensive  settlement 
where  there  is  a  cheese  factory  and  agricul- 
tural operations  are  carried  on  to  a  very 
great  extent.  There  is  also  required  by  the 
Prince  Edward  Island  Railway  another 
branch  extending  from  the  Royal  Junction 
out  towards  the  north  side  of  the  island,  a 
distance  of  about  nine  miles,  leading  towards 
the  greatest  fishing  grounds,  probably,  ex- 
isting in  the  Gulf  of  St.  Lawrence,  towards 
the  settlements  of  Cove  Head  and  Rustico. 
These  branches,  you  can  see,  must  necessarily 
centre  a  great  portion  of  the  trade  on  to  the 
Prince  Edward  Island  Railway.  These 
places  are  not  any  great  distance  from  Char- 
lottetown, their  main  shipping  point ;  but  if 
they  have  to  ship  their  products  by  water  to 
Charlottetown,  they  have  to  take  a  long  and 
circuitous  route  around  the  island  in  order 
to  -reach  their  destination.  If  they  had 
those  short  branches  of  railway  constructed, 
they  would  be  enabled  to  convey  their  pro- 
duce to  the  railway  or  to  the  principal  ship- 
ping place  for  export  at  Charlottetown, 
where  the  steamers  from  the  United  States 
markets,  from  Nova  Scotia,  from  New 
Brunswick,  and  from  the  upper  provinces 
call,  in  order  to  ship  them  to  their  destina- 
tion, wherever  it  might  be.  An  application 
has  been  made  for  a  branch  at  a  place  called 
O'Leary,  towards  the  West  Cape.  We  know 
gentlemen  propose  to  give  us  a  winter  ser- 
vice towards  that  part  of  the  island,  and 
that  we  have  had  applications  here  from 
persons   who    are     building   a     road   from 
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Richibucto  towards  some  point  there  where 
they  expect  to  make  connection  with  the 
Island  of  Prince  Edward.  At  such  places 
as  Campbellton  and  Miminegash  very  ex- 
tensive fishing,  as  well  as  other  opera- 
tions, are  carried  on.  The  whole  of 
these  small  branches  to  which  I  have  refer- 
red do  not  exceed  in  all  forty-five  miles, 
but  each  one  of  them  would  contribute 
greatly  to  the  trade  that  would  be  carried 
over  the  main  line  of  the  Prince  Ed- 
ward Island  Railway,  and  it  would 
greatly  increase  the  receipts  of  that  road  by 
bringing  an  additional  amount  of  traffic  to  it. 
But  the  main  line  which  is  required  at  pre- 
sent, and  for  which  the  greatest  agitation 
has  been  going  on  in  Prince  Eldward  Island, 
extends  from  Southport  to  Murray  Harbour, 
That  has  been  fully  referred  to  by  my  hon. 
friend  who  comes  from  that  section  of  the 
country,  but  he  scarcely  went,  in  advocacy 
of  that  line,  as  far  as  he  might  have  done. 
His  modesty  overcame  him  at  that  point, 
for  really  that  line  would  pass  through  the 
most  flourishing  district  of  the  whole  island, 
leading  towards  some  important  points  and 
pas>ing  through  a  very  large  portion  of  the 
province  where  at  present  there  is  no  rail- 
way accommodation.  That  portion  of  the 
island  comprises  about  one-fifth  of  the  popu- 
lation and  one-fourth  of  its  area,  and  it  has 
no  direct  connection  or  communication  with 
the  present  line  of  the  Prince  Edward  Is- 
land Railway.  The  district  through  which 
it  passes  is,  without  exception,  as  flourish- 
ing as  any  other  part  of  Prince  Edward 
Island  and  hon.  gentlemen  know  how 
thickly  that  province  is  populated.  We 
have  a  population  of  at  ie««t  50  to  the 
square  mile  taking  the  province  as  a  whole. 
Hon.  gentlemen  will  see  that  with  such  a 
population,  il  the  people  have  sufficient 
facilities  for  making  use  of  a  railway,  it 
must  pay.  The  reason  that  it  does  not  pay 
now  is  that  it  is  a  main  trunk  line  without 
connection  with  outer  ports  of  the  island 
where  there  is  a  great  amount  of  traffic  and 
where  the  people  now  instead  of  taking  ad- 
vantage of  the  railway  in  order  to  come  to 
the  city  where  their  centre  of  trade  is,  must 
take  their  own  horses  and  carriages  for 
eight  or  ten  miles  before  coming  to  the 
railway  and  then  travel  over  the  road. 
But  when  they  have  their  horses  and  car- 
riages and  once  get  into  them,  they  do  not 
think  that  it  pays  them  to  take  advantage 
of  the  railway  at  all,  and  they  make  no  use 


of  it,  whereas   if  the   line    ^ent    wiiiui 
reasonable  distance  of  their   place  td  re-.- 
ence,  instead  of  using  their  ow^n  horaes  xj 
carriages  they  would  make  use   of  the  r^. 
way  and  tVius  increase  its    receipts.     Ti 
whole  country  in  the  southern    section    • 
Kings' and  Queen's  counties  is  thickly  p Re- 
lated.    There  are  cheese  factories  and  t-.:- 
ter  factorie.-}  and  the  farmers    produce  !a~: 
quantities  of  beef  and  pork  for    which  tSr- 
must  find  a  market,  and  their    agricultar. 
products  ai-e  second  to  none  in    any  p«rt  ■< 
Prince  Edward  'sland.     With  railway  C'.«- 
munication  given  them,  it  is  impossilil^  • . 
see    why    the   railway,   properly   znana^.-*-:. 
should   not  pay.      The  objection    ha'  l«vs 
raised  that  the  Prince  Edward   Jsland  Rail- 
way does  not   pay,   and   that,  tiiereior*-- ;' 
"(hould  not  be  extended,  but   before   cnnu.- 
to  any  such  conclusion  as   that    we  sfK*--' 
take  into  consideration  the  reason  it  c  i^ 
not  pay.     If  people  had  the  proper  tacUia-^ 
for  making  use  of  the  road,  it  would  pty 
very  much  better  than  it  does   at    presrt: 
anyway.     Our  railway  is  a   narrow   gaur' 
road  and  it  costs  some  815,000  or   ^Rcw 
a  mile,  probably  less  than  one-third  of  t£f 
Intercolonial  Railway.     But  while   the  c-x^t 
of  operating    the   Intercolonial  Railway  i- 
about  71  cents   a  train    mile,    the    cost  -i 
operating      the     Prince     Edward      Islaad 
is  $1.02  a  mile.      Now,    by    bui'ding    tbr 
branches,  the  smaller  ones  can  be  served  lij 
the  same  rolling  stock  and   without  any  in- 
crease in  stock  or  any  material  increase  <i 
staff  or  officers,  ar:d  as  these  branches  mn^t 
bring  an  increased  amount  of  traffic  to  tt.e 
main  line,  the  construction  of   them  mifcT 
reduce  the  cost  of  operating  the  main  linf 
per  mile.     The  cost  of  operating  the  Prine^ 
Edward  Island  Railway  Mr.  Schreiber  hai 
estimated  at  $1.02,  according  to  the  return 
made  to  the  other  House ;  the  cost  of  o|)erat 
ing  the  branches  will  notbe60cts.atrain-mi!e. 
and  he  estimate"  the  construction  of  these 
branches  would  leave  a  balance  of  earnings 
of  something  near  $5,000  per  annum.      Thai 
would  assist  in  reducing  the  outlay  or  ih? 
expenditure  on  the  Prince  Edward  Islawi 
Railway  over  and  above  the  receipts,  aui 
besides  increasing  the  receipts  and  passengt-r 
traffic,  it  would  lessen  the  cost  to  the  govern- 
ment of  operating  the  Prince  Edward  Island 
Railway  and  bring  it  down  to  nearly  the 
rate  on  the  Intercolonial  Railway  per  tmin- 
mile.     When    the   Prince    Edward    Island 
Railway   was   built,    hon.   gentlemen  n:a$t 
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aember,  material  for  the  construction  of 
it  road  was  very  expensive.  Steel  rails 
5t  as  much  as  $90  per  ton.  Now  the  best 
•el  rails  can  be  laid  down  in  Prince  Ed- 
brtl  Island  for  821  per  ton.  If  when  the 
lin.  line  was  built  in  Prince  Edward 
land  the  rails  cost  $90  a  ton,  but  the 
ad  can  now  be  built  with  the  rails 
sting  $21  per  ton,  and  other  materials 
leaper  in  proportion,  a  road  of  3^  feet 
LU^e  can  probably  be  built  for  nearly  half, 
•  say  $9,000  per  mile.  At  that  rate  for  the 
istance  that  we  require,  105  miles,  the  cost 
ouJd  be  less  than  $1,000,000.  But  even 
itVi  the  necessary  buildings  and  outfits  if  it 
lould  coat  up  to  $1,100,000  it  would  be  a 
ery  small  charge  on  the  Government  of  the 
)ominion  over  and  above  the  earnings  which 
•e  may  expect  from  the  road.  It  is  but  a 
ery  small  item  in  the  expenditure  of  the  Dom- 
nion.  The  interest  would  not  amount  to  $40,- 
>00  a  year,  and  such  an  expenditure  we  may 
•easonably  ask  for  without  adverting  to 
ihose  claims  which  have  been  several  times 
•eferred  to  as  necessary  to  complete  the 
;erms  of  confederation.  I  trust  that  the 
[Jovernment  of  the  Dominion  will,  at  the 
earliest  possible  moment,  undertake  the  con- 
struction of  this  road  in  order  to  complete 
the  railway  system  of  Prince  Edward  Island 
and  thus  show  the  people  of  the  Dominion 
that  while  we  contribut  •  to  the  great  public 
works  of  the  Dominion — works  which  our 
own  isolated  position  prevents  us  deriving 
benefit  from  to  any  extent — our  wants 
will  still  receive  the  care  and  attention  of 
the  government  and  that  they  will  not 
neglect  the  interests  of  the  small<-st  province 
in  the  Dominion. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— I  wish  to  make 
a  remark  in  reference  to  one  matter  which 
has  not  been  mentioned.     The  north  shore 
of  the  island  is  deficient  in  harbours  and 
there  is  only  one  place  that  they  can  use  at 
all — it  is  some  such  name    as  Cascumpec. 
Tliey  cannot  ship  from   that  part  of   the 
island.    They  hardly  even  have  a  harbour  of 
.refuge  on  the  north  shore  of  the  island  and, 
as    a    matter    of    necessity,    the    produce 
has  to  be  shipped  in  connection  with  the 
present  railway  system  of  the  island  ;  other- 
wise, I  contend  if  they  have  the  harbours, 
there  would  not  be  the  same  claims  for  rail- 
way branches  as  the  produce  of  that  part  of 
the  island  could  far  cheaper  be  carried  in 
schooners.       If    they    cannot    ship     their 


I  produce  by  water,  certainly  the  only  remedy 
!  is  to  ship  by  the  railway,  and  therefore  I 
I  think  my  hon.  friend  might  have  made  that 
'  point  if  it  is  the  fact.  The  only  facilities 
I  for  getting  the  produce  of  the  northern 
;  coast  of  Prince  Edward  Island  over  are  by 
'  the  railway. 

N     Hon.   Mr.    BOULTON— I   think   a  few 

I  words  on  this  subject  are  not  out  of  place. 

I I  see  by  the  returns  that  the  loss  on  the 
Prince  Edward  Island  Railway  is  $68,000 
per  annum.     That  is  an  interest  charge  to 

■  the  Dominion  of  $2,000,000  capital.     If,  as 
;  the  hon.  gentleman  says,   the  connection  of 
'  the  main  line  with  the  important  points  on 
.  the  coast  is  going  to  add  to  the  ^  alue  of  the 
,  main  line,  it  certainly  is  worth  while  to  pay 
I  out     $1,000  000     in     order     to     increase 
i  the    traflSc    by    these    connections.     From 
I  the     accounts     which     I     gathered     from 
the      hon.       gentleman      who      addressed 
I  the  House,    uiy  own    opinion   is  that   the 
railway  will  never  be  thoroughly   successful 
unless  it   has  a   connection  with  the  main 
line  from  Nova  Scotia,   but  it  is  not  a  very 
creditable    showing    for    our    government 
railway      in       Prince       Edward        Island 
to    be   losing  about   30    per    cent     above 
the  gross  cost  of  running  the   road.     We  in 
the   North-west   Territories   have  to  pay  a 
mileage   earning  charge   of  $1.50  per  train 
mile,  according  to  the  railway  report  now 
before  us,  while  the  government  railways, 
'  both  the  Intercolonial  and  Prince  Edward 
Island  Railway  are  only  earning   70  cents 
!  per  train  mile,  the  latter  costing  one  dollar 
i  per     train   mile   in     expenses.     We    have 
I  to     bear    our    share    of   the   cost   of  run- 
ning  these    lines    at  that    reduced     rate, 
I  while  we  have  to   l)ear  our  own  burden  of 
paying  3  per  cent  interest  on  the  cost  of  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  for  6000  miles  or 
whatever  proportion  we  use  of  it,  at  a  train 
mileage  earning  of  $1.50.     Whether  it  is  in 
consequence  of  the  scarcity  of  traffic  or  the 
rates   being  too  low,  I  am  not  able  to  say, 
but  there  is  the  broad  fact  that  $68,000  is 
the  annual  loss  on  210  miles  of  the  Prince 
Edward  Island  Railway,  which  is  3  per  cent 
on  a  capital  of  $2,000,000.  If  the  additional 
capital    of    $1,000,000  will  bring  up  that 
$68,000  to  make  it  pay,   it  is  worth  while 
for  the  government  to  consider  the  advisabil- 
ity of  constructing  the  branches  referred  to. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I 

desire  to  say  a  few  words  in  answer  to  the 
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stateinentpS  made  by  the  hon.  senator  who 
moved  the  resolution.  While  I  confess  that 
I  am  not  altogether  in  accord  with  everything 
the  hon.  gentleman  stated  as  to  the  failure 
of  governments  in  the  past  to  carry  out  to 
the  fullest  extent  the  terms  of  union  with 
that  province,  I  am  quite  well  aware  that 
there  have  been  many  complaints,  I  am  also 
acquainted  with  the  eSect  of  the  complaints 
that  were  made  by  British  Columbia.  The 
government  of  that  day  believed  they  were 
acting  in  the  interests  of  British  Ck)lumbia 
in  com.ng  to  what  was  known  as  the 
Carnarvon  terms.  If  the  full  terms  of  the 
union  had  not  been  carried  out  with  Prince 
Edward  Inland,  I  think  the  hon.  gentlemen 
from  that  island  will  at  least  credit  the 
government  wi:h  the  desire  to  do  all  that 
they  could  to  effect  an  efficient  winter 
service.  If  the  elements,  with  which  it  was 
impossible  to  cope,  have  been  against  us, 
they  must  not  attribute  that  to  the  govern- 
ment of  the  country.  No  one  knows  better 
than  those  gentlemen  what  the  difficulties 
are  that  present  themselves  almost  every 
year  in  the  navigation  of  the  Northumber- 
land Straits  ;  and  at  present  I  think  they 
will  admit  that  the  government  of  the  day, 
in  the  steamer  which  they  have  now  upon 
the  route,  has  given  them  certainly  the 
best  service  that  they  have  ever  had, 
and  as  good  a  service  as  can  well  be 
given  considering  the  fact  that  the 
elements  are  against  us.  While  I  make 
this  statement  I  am  not  forgetful — neither 
is  the  government — of  the  isolated  position 
of  Prince  Edward  Island  ;  nor  have  we  for- 
gotten the  fact  that  that  isolated  province 
cannot  reap  all  the  benefits  that  are  reaped 
by  those  who  live  upon  the  mainland  in 
the  matter  of  railway  connection.  Hence 
T  think  they  have  very  fairly  a  claim  to 
assistance  for  the  construction  of  roads 
through  the  different  parts  of  the  island 
which  will  bring  trade  to  the  main  line. 
However,  that  question  has  been  very  well 
put  by  the  hon.  gontleraen  who  have 
spoken,  and  it  is  unnecessary  for  me  to 
waste  the  time  of  the  House  in  discussing  it 
further.  There  are,  however,  advantages 
which  even  the  Prince  El  ward  Islanders 
reap  from  the  construction  of  those  main 
lines,  although  not  to  the  extent,  I  admit, 
that  those  who  live  on  the  main  shore  had. 
When  we  reflect  that  before  the  construction 
of  the  great  railway  arteries  throughout  this 
Dominion,  and  the  facilities  which  they  now 


have  of  crossing  the  straits,  they  q»>-: 
take  7  to  9  days  to  reach  Montrei 
Ottawa  from  the  island,  a  journey  «:. 
can  now  be  accomplished  in  24  or 
hours.  This  is  saying  someching  is 
vour  of  the  facilities  which  have  t- 
offered  to  the  people,  not  only  of 
island,  but  of  all  other  parts  of  the  L  - 
inion.  I  do  not  readily  understand  ». 
my  hon.  friend  from  the  prairie  pr^n:. 
meant  by  saying  that  these  toads  Er' 
could  be  a  success  until  they  had  cons*!.' 
with  the  main  line.  They  have  a  .■- 
nection  now,  as  good  as  can  'well  be  e>'_' 
lished,  unless  the  famous  tunnel  of  ibi. 
we  have  heard  is  constructed  ;  and  -; 
then,  with  that  constructed,  in  unkf  * 
make  a  continuous  route  the  lines  I  --. 
tioned  would  have  to  be  reduced  to  th*'  v 
row  gauge,  or  the  narrow  gauge  on  tt- ; 
land  would  have  to  be  widened  to  • 
standard  gauge,  in  order  to  enable  thetc  ' 
go  from  one  part  of  the  country  to  the  ■i-;- 
without  breaking  bulk.  The  case  has  t<^ 
so  well  put  by  the  gentlemen  who  L-.- 
spoken  that  I  can  only  call  the  attenti<.ir: 
this  House  to  the  policy  which  has  /ju:'  - 
the  present  government  since  its  £901111. 
in  1878,  and  that  policy  has  been  to  sio  ' 
the  fullest  possible  extent  of  the  revens-  .". 
the  country,  not  only  railway-  ext<t->- 
within  the  Dominion,  but  also  conne>  t 
with  foreign  countries  by  steam  ;  and  I  ••»- 
assure  the  hon.  gentleman  that  so  Iwj  •- 
the  government  exists — which  I  hop*  - 
the  interests  of  the  country,  not  in'i!  ■ 
idually,  may  be  for  a  very  lonj:  t-.i- 
to  come — that  policy  will  be  coniini."" 
I  do  not  know  that  I  could  say  more  it  -' 
was  said  by  my  colleague  the  ^Ministc  ' 
Railways  when  speaking  o.i  this  subj*n;t.  ' 
will  not  transgress  the  rule  to  wliicb  :■ ' 
hon.  friend  opposite  has  called  attention,  i/ 
referring  to  any  remarks  that  were  maik  - 
j  the  lower  House.  I  know  that  it  is  contrar 
j  to  the  rules  of  the«House,  but  there  is  a  ».>; 
1 1  believe,  of  reaching  questions  of  that  k:r 
I  without  violating  the  rule  of  this  Houi*  ■■■■ 
I  the  other  House,  and  that  is  by  static 
j  frankly  to  those  whom  he  is  addressing  ' 
the  Senate  that  he  observes  that  a  certi- 
person  made  a  certain  statement  and  putt::, 
it  in  that  way  you  can  give  the  int'ormat: : 
which  you  desire,  at  the  same  time  kee)>i;j 
within  the  strict  rules  of  Parliament  I  tiif- 
my  hon.  colleague  the  Minister  of  Rail«<;< 
made  this  statement : 
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Krom  the  calctilation  made  by  his  officers  he  was 
opinion  that  the  construction  of  these  lines  and 
Ulitions   to  the  government  railways  would  in- 
>lve  an  annual  charge  of  $33,000  per  annum. 

That  'would  be  the  interest  on  an  expendi- 
ure  of  a  little  over  81,000,000  in  the  con- 
bruction  of  railway  branches,  supposing 
hey  did  not  pay  atall.  If,  as  has  been 
rfjued  by  the  gentlemen  who  have  spoken, 
he  construction  of  these  branches  would 
>ring  to  the  main  line  a  large  portion  of 
he  trade  which  is  now  carried  by  the  small 
.-essels  which  frequent  their  harbours,  then 
;he  deficit  would  not  be  so  great.  The 
Slinister  of  Railway  proceeds  : 

And  he  did  not  think  this  was  more  than  the 
province  could  properly  claim.  The  government 
would,  he  was  sure,  deal  justly  with  Prince  Edward 
Islund  on  the  next  occasion  when  government  aid 
WAS  given  to  railways. 

I  have  no  hesitation,  on  behalf  of  the 
Siovemnient,  in  reiterating  that  statement, 
not  only  with  regard  to  Prince  Edward 
Island,  and  extending  it  to  the  other  provinces 
of  the  Dominion,  where  railway  extension  is 
necessary  for  the  proper  development  of  the 
country. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— A  wholesale  bid. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BO  WELL— My 
hon.  friend  says  with  his  usual  courtesy  and 
frankness  "  a  wholesale  bid."     If  it  be  a 
wholesale  bid,  it  is  a  bid  that  has  been  made 
and  a  policy  that  has  been  carried  out  to  the 
letter  ever  since  this  government  has  been 
in  power,  and  if  it  be  a  bid  to  the  electors  to 
say  tjjat  we  propose  to  continue  this  policy, 
then  I  make  the  bid  directly.     I  do  not  say 
now  that  I  make  that  as  a  bid  to  the  people  of 
Prince  Edward  Island.     I  lay  that  down  as 
the  general  policy  of  the  government,  just  the 
same  as  we  lay  down  the  policy  of  the  gov- 
ernment as   being    incidental    and    direct 
protection  whenever  it  is  necessary.     You 
may  say  that  it  is  a  bid  to  the  manufacturers, 
because  we  say  we  intend  to  carry  out  that 
policy.     ]  f  it  be  a  bid,  I  say  we  do  intend  to 
carry  it  out.     If  it  be  a  bid  to  the  mar' time 
provinces,  or  the  province  on  the  Pacific,  to 
say  that  we  intend,  as  far  as  the  revenues  of 
the   country    will   justify,  to   develop  the 
trade  of  the  country  by  steam  communica- 
tion and  the  mining  interests  by  opening  up 
the  country,  and  to  grant  liberal  subsidies 
to  develop  those  enterprises,  I  hesitate  not 
to  say  that  that  is  the  policy  of  the  govern- 


ment. If  that  is  a  bid,  it  is  an  honest  one 
by  the  government  which  this  country  has, 
for  the  last  17  or  18  years,  sustained  and 
will  sustain  I  believe  in  the  future. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— Free  trade. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I 
am  very  sorry  I  touch  a  tender  spot  in  the 
cranium  of  my  hon.  friend  behind,  but  I  could 
not  help  hearing  his  question  "  free  trade." 
Well,  when  that  tiuie  comes  and  this  coun- 
try is  sufficiently  prosperous  and  in  a  position 
to  justify  my  hon.  friend's  policy,  if  I  am 
aUve  at  that  time  and  think  it  is  right,  I 
will  adopt  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  PERLEY— The  time  will  never 
come. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I 
agree  with  you,  but  I  will  not  be  led  into  a 
discussion  of  that  question  at  present.  There 
is  a  fallacy  that  prevails  throughout  the 
country,  and  I  should  not  refer  to  it  had  it 
not  been  for  the  remarks  of  the  senior  mem- 
ber for  Halifax,  when  he  said  the  govern- 
ment jaid  for  the  railways  of  Prince  Edward 
Island.  It  is  generally  supposed  that  that 
is  literally  correct.  If  I  understand  the 
terms  of  union,  Prince  Edward  Island  built 
her  own  railways,  and  the  Dominion  a-sumed 
and  paid  the  expenses  of  running  them,  but 
they  charged  Prince  Edward  Island  in  her 
debt  every  cent  that  it  cost  them  to  con- 
struct the  railways,  so  that  in  fact  it  is  not 
correct  to  state  that  the  Dominion  built  the 
railways  of  that  province.  If  the  Dominion 
had  built  the  railways,  then  the  amount 
allowed  for  their  debt  would  have  been 
larger,  and  consequently  they  would  have 
received  a  larger  income  arising  from  that 
source.  I  have  stated  generally  the  policy 
of  the  government  in  reference  to  this  ques- 
tion, and  I  hope  that  not  only  Prince  Ed- 
ward Island,  but  Nova  Scotia  and  every 
other  part  of  the  Dominion,  will  in  the  future 
as  in  the  past  receive  what  is  justly  due  them. 
I  think  I  can  make  out  a  pretty  good  case  to 
show  that  during  confederation  we  have  done 
justice  to  every  part  of  the  Dominion,  as  rap- 
idly as  it  could  possibly  be  done.  If  we  have 
failed,  it  has  been  for  the  want  of  sufficient 
revenue  to  justify  us  in  doing  it.  We  have 
been  denounced  from  one  end  of  the  country 
to  the  other  as  attempting  to  purchase  differ- 
ent parts  of  the  country  because  we  have 
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aided  railway  enterprises.  The  same  de- 
claration, in  not  so  pointed  a  manner,  was 
made  by  my  hon.  friend  opposite  a  few  min- 
utes ago.  I  say,  with  all  respect  to  him,  I 
repudiate  it.  What  we  do  in  that  respect 
is  done  on  a  well-defined  policy  which  we 
believe  to  be  in  the  interests  of  the  Domin- 
ion as  a  whole. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— After  the  three 
speeches  that  have  been  made  on  the  other 
side,  it  is  not  unreasonable  to  ask  that  I  be 
allowed  to  say  a  few  words.  The  speech 
made  by  the  hon.  leader  of  the  government 
renders  it  necessary  that  something  should 
be  said.  First,  to  deal  with  a  matter  that 
is  not  of  very  much  consequence,  as  to  the 
question  of  oi-der,  I  did  not  attempt  to  stop 
the  hon.  gentleman  from  Murray  Harbour, 
when  he  was  quoting  from  .speeches  made  in 
the  other  House,  I  simply  called  his  atten- 
tion to  the  fact  that  he  was  not  in  order. 
Now  the  first  Minster  has  undertaken  to 
indicate  that  there  is  a  way  of  getting  out 
of  that  difficulty.  T  wish  to  call  the  hon. 
gentleman's  attention  to  the  fact  that  the 
way  that  he  has  suggested  is  not  the  way 
that  is  approved  of  by  authorities  on  parlia- 
-Bientary  procedure.  I  take  Bourinot's  work, 
which  is  recognized  as  an  authority  ia  this 
country,  and  I  turn  to  page  426  and  find 
this  language : — 

It  is  a  part  of  the  unwritten  law  of  Parliament 
that  no  allusion  should  he  made  iu  one  House  to 
the  debates  of  the  other  chamber,  a  rule  always 
enforced  by  the  Speaker  with  the  utmost  strict- 
ness. Members  frequently  attempt  to  evade  this 
rule  by  resorting  to  ambiguous  terms  of  expression 
— by  referring,  for  instance,  to  what  happened  '  in 
another  place  '  ;  but  all  such  evasions  of  a  whole- 
some practice  will  \te  stopped  by  the  .Speaker, 
when  it  is  very  evident  to  whom  the  allusions  are 
made.  It  is  perfectly  regular,  however,  to  refer 
to  the  official  printed  records  of  the  other  branch 
of  the  legislature,  even  though  the  document  may 
not  have  l)een  formally  asked  for  and  communicat- 
ed to  the  House. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH -My  hon.  friend 
has  been  a  big  o'!ender  in  that  way  himself 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— No,  I  am  not  in  the 
habit  of  referring  to  speeches  made  in  the 
other  House  at  all.  If  I  should  offend  in 
that  way  it  is  the  hon.  gentleman's  duty  to 
call  me  to  order.  When  I  sin  he  should 
condemn  me,  not  now.  In  the  present  in- 
stance it  is  particularly  to  be  regretted  that 
so  much  reference  should  have  been  made  to 
speeches  delivered  in  the  other  chamber. 


Hon.    Sir  MACKENZIE     BOWELL 

What  I  quoted   was  from    a  report  i-  • 
Citizen  of  this  city. 

Hon.    Mr.    POWER — I    am    not  h. 
habit  of  raising  frivolous   points  of  -^r 
It  is  a  sort  of  thing  I  never   have  be  »•' 
in,  and  I  simply  want  to  maintaiu  tke  :• 
tion  which  I  assumed.     In  the   preset.!  '■.•  - 
itis  particularly  unfortunate.   It  haf)pe'i>".. 
there  is  not  in  this  House  a,  single  gen'^rti. 
from  Prince  Edward  Island    -who  fapf••^ 
the  op[:osition.     In  the  other  eliambrr  ic> 
are  two  gentlemen  who  represent  the  §■■.»- 
ment,  and  it  seems  to  me  that  those  two  si'V 
men  were  quite  equal  to  upholding  the'.-^:- 
uf  the  government,  in  that  chnmber.  «::b  .' 
calling   in  the  assistance   of  the  able  i.* 
patriotic  gentlemen  who  represent  thati-  •- 
in  the  Senate.    That  is  my  view.      Snm<KL  . 
has  been  said  about  the  tunnel,   and  a  ?>• 
deal  has  been  said  about  the  railway  tv-tl ' 
I  got  the  impression  that  the  hon.  gentl<?c.<.' 
from  Murray  Hai)x>ur  had   in  his  hew!  ::- 
idea  that  your  humble  servant  was  uppiw 
to  both  those  schemes.  If  the  hon.  genties- 
will  rpfer  to  the  di>^cussion  on   the  tui:- 
question  on  the  last  occasion    when  it  >  ■- 
brought  up  by  the  hon.  gentlenaan  who  i<  t-- 
the  Lieutenant-Governor  of  Prince  E<lw»~' 
Island,  he  will  find  that  T  «»id  not  •••tj'-' 
the  tunnel  scheme,  hut  on  the  contranr  <.<■:- 
tended  that  the  claims  of  Prince  E^»i-"- 
Island  were  such,  that  if  the  tunnel  diJ  D"" 
cost  more  than  the  hon.  gentleman indicat". 
here — that  is  $5,000,000— it  was   the  Av 
of  the  government  to  go  on  and  constrao;  .• 
I   have   an    impression,   however,    spe«k:-i 
from  memory,  that  I  did  suggest,  in  a  j-^' 
ing  way,  that  it  was  barely  possible  that  tL- 
tunnel  was  intended  largely  for  the  puir""* 
of  making  a  road  from   the  S«:iat«  to  <■ ' 
ernment  House  at  Charlott  town  ;  anii  tv 
result   .as  to  a  certain  extent  indicated  tl.i' 
what  was  said  in    jest  was  true,    becac' 
hon.  gentlemen  will  observe  that  during  li' 
last  session  or  two  we  have  not  heard  »«• 
much   about   the   tunnel.     I    am   surjirlv. 
that  we  do  not  have  the  earnest  advocacy  • ' 
the  tunnel  now  which  we  had  when  theb'i". 
gentleman    who    formerly    sat    here    fr< 
Alberton  was  a  member. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL- 
What  goal  did  the  hon.  gentleman  ut  Ur 
Opposition  expect  to  reach  when  he  mad' 
the  promise  before  the  last  election  t 
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Hon.  Mr.  POWER — I  am  not  responsible 
■r  his  utterances.  I  am  not  speaking  of 
Yiixt  the  government  promised,  because  I  do 
ot  think  the  government  did  make  any 
roinise  ;  I  am  speaking  of  the  gentleman 
'ho  a<lvoca;ed  ihe  claims  of  Prince  Ed- 
•ard  Tsland  at  that  time.  I  gather  from 
he  speeches  made  by  the  hon.  gentleman 
rom  Prince  Edward  Island,  and  also  from 
ht'.  speech  made  by  the  hon.  leader  of  the 
;o\-ernment  to-day,  that  the  tunnel  is  retired, 
,t  leiist  into  temporary  obscurity. 

Hon.    Mr.     OGILVIE— Permanent    ob- 
scurity. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— We  shall  not  hear 
of  it,  I  fancy,  until  the  eve  of  another  gen- 
eral   election.     The    hon.    gentlemen   from 
Prince  Edward   Island    now  advocates   the 
construction   of    certain    branches   of    the 
island  railway.     In  this  they  have  my  most 
hearty  support.     I  feel  that  Prince  Edward 
Island  has,  perhaps,  had  less  justice  done  to 
it  since  it  entered  into  confederation,  than 
any  other  province  of   the   Dominion.     No 
province      has      a      stronger      claim.       I 
venture      to      say,       that       the       policy 
which   may   have   served  other  portions  of 
the  country  has,  to  a  great  extent,  injured 
Prince  Edward  Island.     That  province  has 
got  very  little   in  the  way  of  public  works, 
and  the  only  thing   which  this  government 
can  do  of  much  consequence  for  Prince  Eld- 
ward  Island   is   to  construct  those  branch 
railways  which  have  been  spoken  of.     I  re- 
gret that  the  hopes  which  were  ent«rtained 
some  months  ago,  when  the  hon.  gentleman 
from  Marshfield  was  taken  into  the  govern- 
ment, that  his   entry  into  the  government 
would  mean  that  something  of  a  substantial 
character    was  to  be    forthwith   done   for 
the  Prince  Edward  Isleind    railways  have 
been  disappointed. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
You  are  outbidding  me  altogether. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Not  at  all.  I  am 
not  promising  anything.  I  am  simply  giv- 
ing my  opinions  as  a  private  member,  and 
those  are  the  opinions  which  I  expressed 
years  ago  on  the  floor  of  this  House.  I 
say  there  have  been  millions  of  dollars  spent 
in  other  portions  of  the  country  with  no 
substantial  benefit  either  to  the  country  at 
large  or  to  the   sections   where  the  money 


has  been  spent,  which  would  have  con- 
structed all  the  branches  that  are  now  asked 
for  in  Prince  Edward  Island.  Nowadays  a 
million  dollars  is  a  small  thing.  It  would 
not  much  more  than  build  a  lock  on  one  of 
the  large  canals.  I  interrupted  (I  admit 
it  was  not  proper)  the  hon.  gentleman 
from  Murray  Harbour  by  saying  that  Can- 
ada had  built  the  railway.  My  reference 
then  was  not  to  the  original  Prince  Edward 
Island  Railway  but  to  the  two  extensions 
which  have  been  constructed  of  late  years 
by  Canada. 

Hon.  Mr.  PROWSE— Only  one. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  was  under  the 
impression  that  there  were  two.  With  re- 
spect to  the  hon.  gentleman  who  is  recognized 
by  the  liberal  party  as  their  leader 
for  the  maritime  provinces,  I  do  not  think 
he  deserves  the  condemnation  bestowed  up- 
on him  by  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Murray 
Harbour.  That  hon.  gentleman  spoke  of 
him  as  a  man  whose  hatred  for  the  Liberal- 
Conservative  party  exceeded  his  love  for  his 
own  island.  That  is  a  very  strong  indict- 
ment, and  one  which  I  do  not  think  the 
hon.  gentleman  was  justified  in  marking.  If 
any  member  of  this  House  will  take  the 
trouble  to  read  the  speeches  of  that  gentle- 
man in  the  other  chamber  he  will  find  that 
that  gentleman  is  just  as  much  in  favour 
of  the  construction  of  branch  lines  in  Prince 
Edward  Island  as  any  member  of  this 
House ;  but,  perhaps,  having  the  experience 
of  the  tunnel  before  him,  the  hon.  leader  of 
opposition  from  Prince  Edward  Island  ex- 
pressed some  natural  doubt  as  to  whether 
those  branches  were  really  intended  to  be 
con>-tructed  or  whether  they  were  being 
used  largely  to  influence  the  electors  at  the 
next  general  election.  I  am  glad  to  hear 
from  the  first  minister  that  it  is  the  inten- 
tion of  the  government — as  foon  as  the 
finances  of  the  country  are  in  a  better 
condition — I  do  not  know  that  he  qualified 
his  statement — to  proceed  to  construct  those 
branches.  Of  course,  if  the  statement  is 
made  in  an  unqualified  way,  it  is  so  much 
more  satisfactory.  With  those  branch 
railways  constructed,  Prince  Edward  Island 
will  have  had  a  reasonable  justice  done  to 
her,  for  the  time  being  at  any  rate. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON  (P.E.L)— After 
the  remarks  which  have  been  made  by  my 
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hon.  friend  the  Premier,  and  the  very  able 
addresses  that  hon.  gentlemen  have  listened 
to  from  two  senators  from  Prince  Edward 
Island,  and  other  gentlemen  who  have  ad- 
dressed this  House,  it  was  not  my  intention 
to  have  offered  any  observations,  but  my 
hon.  friend  from  Halifax  was  kind  enough 
to  say  in  the  course  of  his  few  remarks,  that 
the  anticipations  of  the  people  of  Prince 
Edward  Island  with  regard  to  my  accession 
to  the  Cabinet  have  not  been  realized.  That 
leads  me  to  say  a  few  words  with  regard  to 
the  treatment  of  my  province  by  the  present 
government  and  by  their  predecessors.  I 
think  I  am  warranted,  from  the  observation 
which  my  hon.  friend  made  and  to  which  I 
have  just  alluded,  in  contrasting  in  a  few 
particulars  the  treatment  which  Prince  Ed- 
ward Island  has  received  from  the  Liberal 
party,  and  that  which  it  is  receiving  from 
the  Liberal-Conservative  Party.  When  the 
island  entered  confederation  there  was  a  con- 
dition in  the  terms  of  union  to  which  my  hon. 
friend  from  Murray  Harbour  referred,  that 
we  were  to  have  efficient  steam  communica 
tion,  winter  and  summer,  between  the  main- 
land and  the  Dominion  of  Canada.  The 
Mackenzie  administration  came  into  power 
immediately  after  the  Lsland  entered  confed- 
eration, and  on  them  devolved  the  duty  of 
dealing  with  that  question.  It  is  in  the 
recollection  of  everybody  in  Prince  Edward 
Island  that  their  dealing  with  the  question 
was  singularly  unfortunate.  They  did  not 
seem,  for  many  years  at  all  events,  to  have 
any  conception  of  their  duty  in  the  matter. 
They  employed  an  old  steamer  known  by 
the  name  of  the  "  Albert,"  a  wood  boat 
and  unfit  to  carry  passengers  in  any  sea  or 
anywhere,  and  kept  her  for  years  on  that 
service,  a  mockery,  delusion  and  a  snare. 
Later  on  they  put  in  the  "  Northern  Light," 
and  I  have  always  said,  although  the  "  North- 
em  Light "  failed  in  her  purpose,  it  was  an 
honest  attempt  on  the  part  of  that  govern- 
ment for  which  they  deserve  credit.  The 
Conservatives  came  into  power,  and  although 
many  of  us  felt  that  they  did  not  deal  as 
promptly  and  efficiently  with  that  service 
as  they  should  have  done,  still  we  have  this 
fact  that  they  have  put  a  steamer  on  that 
route  that  is  equal  to  anything  that  is  to  be 
found  in  the  world  today  for  such  a  service. 
She  is  a  wonderful  boat  and  accomplishes 
wonders.  She  does  not  effect  perfect  and 
efficient  communication — that  appears  to  be 
almost  impossible  by  navigation — but  she  is 


an  admirable  boat  and  she  is  dcnng  to:.  • 
ful  work  in  the  way  of  maintaining coeie 
ication  between  Prince  Edward  Island  ; 
•he  mainland. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Was  notberiiLB- 

iat«  predecessor  a  good  boat  1 

Hon.  Mr. FERGUSON— The  '-Non---. 
Light"? 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Yes. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— I  have  al> 
said  that  she  was  a  failure  so   far  a-  xi. 
taining  communication  was  concerned 
was  a  blunder  from  beginning  to  end  !■: 
construction.     The  principle  on    whiih  • 
was  to  climb  the  ice  and  break   it  do«x  ■ 
quired  that  she  should  have  about   15  '.-■ 
deeper  water  in  her  stem  than  in  her  <--. 
She  had  no  weight  in  her  stem  and  •' 
not  break  the  ice  down.    The  "  StanJei  " 
complishes  this  in  a  wonderful  manner.    '■' 
hon.  friend  says  that  the  hopes  and  exi*> : 
tions  with  regard  to  my  entering  the  can!-- 
have  not  been  realized.  That  leads  me  k^  «■ - 
some  thing  about  the  "  Stanley."  The  '••S'l: 
ley  "  was  put  on  that  route,  and  the  sro''  oa- 
ment  maintained  rates  which werealm<.ist  ;r - 
hibitory — the  rates  that  had  beentnaintu^-*. 
by  the   Mackenzie    government    when  t'v 
"  Northern  Light "   was  running.     As  f  "•■' 
as  I  l)ecame  a  member  of  the  govemmrn*.  '. 
advised  the  Minister  of  Marine  and  FLshen- 
to  reduce  the  rates  and  make  them  the  ai.- 
in  winter  as  in  summer  for  passengers  ai 
freight.     My  colleague  adopted  my  sbk^- 
tion,  and,  I  am  happy  to  say,  the  result  »• 
been  most  satisfactory,  developing  the  tr.i  '- 
of  the   island.     The  rates  have   been  very 
reasonable,  and  the  result  has  been  not  odIt 
satisfactory    in   developing   communirati' ;; 
between  the  island  and  the  mainland,  buu  I 
think  the  returns  will  show  satisfact'Hy  i^ 
the  way  of  giving  better  financial  return*  {■>: 
the  service  than  years  before.  I  mention  tJ'j- 
as  one  thing  that  the  government  have  \itn. 
doing  for  the  island  in  the  matter  of  coi> 
munication .    I  must  mention  another  matt<Y 
which  has  been  referred  to  by  the  premier- 
that  is,  the  facility  of  communication  irhia 
Prince     Edward     Island    now    enjovs  is 
connection  with  the  rest  of  the  world!    I'p 
to  the  present  summer  over  two  days  wew 
consumed — I   think  nearly   three  days  ^ 
some  routes — in  passing  from  Prince  Ed- 
ward Island   to  Montreal,  the  commettii 
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>ita.l,  or  to  Ottawa,  the  political  capital. 
Ca.na.da.  Now,  a  Prince  Edward  Islander 
'in  Tignish  or  Charlottetown  may  in  the 
>rning  take   his  breakfast  at  home,  step 

a  train  and  reach  Montreal  the  follow- 
;  morning  and  return  the  next  day.  A 
ntleman  in  Prince  Edward  Island  had 
casion  to  write  to  me  thinking  that  I  was  at 
yta-wa  ;  he  posted  his  letter  on  Tuesday 
arning,  and  it  came  here  and  was  returned 

me  in  Prince  E!dward  Island  on  Thurs- 
ly,  having  been  only  sixty  hours  on 
le  way  from  the  time  it  left  Prince 
idward  Island  until  it  was  returned  to  me 
1  that  province.  I  mention  this  to  explain 
hj'  the  people  of  Prince  Edward  Island  are 
etter  pleased  than  they  were,  and  this  has 
oen  accomplished  without  any  increased 
xpense  whatever,  but  by  means  of  getting 
etter  connections.  After  thd  Mackenzie 
overnment  went  out  of  power,  in  1882,  the 
overnment  of  the  day  introduced  a  measure 
ur  building  a  branch  railway  to  Cape 
Traverse,  the  only  railway  built  at  the  ex- 
>ense  of  Canada  in  Prince  Edward  Island, 
ileven  miles  of  road,  and  when  that  amount, 
?1 82,000,  was  being  voted  by  Parliament, 
the  Hon.  Mr  Mackenzie,  then  leader  of  the 
Opposition,  said : 

I  think  we  have  done  very  well  by  the  island, 
anil  wc  have  carried  out  the  terms  of  union  to  the 
ntuiost  possible  extent. 

At  that  day  the  Hon.  Mr.  Mackenzie,  the 
leader  of  the  Liberal  party,  after  having  been 
in  the  government  himself  and  after  having 
furnished   nothing   better   for  the  purpose 
of  that  communication  than  the  old  steamer 
"Albert,"     and    the    "Northern    Light," 
speaking  no  doubt  for  his   party,   declared 
in    Parliament :     "  We     have    done    very 
well  for  Prince   Edward    Island,    and    we 
have  carried  out  the  terms  of  union  to  the 
utmost  possible  extent."      The  Liberal-Con- 
servative party  have  been  in  power  since 
1878;  in  the  opinion  of  the  people  of  Prince 
Edward  Island,  they  have  not  done  all  that 
the  province  is  entitled  to.     I  am  free  to 
say  that  there  is  a  strong  feeling  in  the  island 
in  regard  to  public  works  which  I  hope  will 
be  recognized  in  the  near  future,  but  the 
people  of  Prince  Edward  Island  felt  this  that 
whenever  they    raised    any   question   and 
approached  the  Conservative  government  at 
Ottawa,  that  the  heart  of  that  party  beat 
true  not  only  to  Prince  Edward  Island,  but 
to  every  part  of  Canada,  and  that  from  time 


to  time  they  were  ready  to  give  some  very 
important  concession  to  Prince  Ekiward 
Island  such  as  appeared  to  be  due  and  when 
the  time  appeared  to  be  ripe  for  it.  I  refer 
in  this  connection  to  the  claim  which  was 
put  forward  on  behalf  of  the  iahind  by 
myself,  representing  the  provincial  gov- 
ernment, in  the  year  1886,  and  I  might,  if 
time  would  permit,  read  the  Order  in  Coun- 
cil under  which  the  matter  was  adjusted 
at  that  time. 

The  government  of  Canada  passed  an 
Order  in  Council  setting  forth  that,  owing 
to  the  isolation  of  Prince  Edward  Island, 
the  province  had  not  reaped  much  benefit 
from  the  railways  which  had  been  built  in 
other  parts  of  Canada,  and  on  that  account 
and  as  the  policy  for  subsidizing  railways 
had  not  been  up  to  that  time  extended  to 
Prince  Edward  Island,  they  placed  $20,000 
a  year  to  the  credit  of  the  province.  It  was 
a  fair  and  reasonable  adjustment  for  the 
province  at  that  time.  Nearly  ten  years 
have  passed  since  then  and  still  the  policy 
of  railway  construction  has  been  going  on 
all  over  Canada,  and  Prince  Edward  Island 
is  still  as  it  was  then,  and  the  time  has  ar- 
rived, in  the  opinion  of  the  people  of  Prince 
Edward  Island,  when  the  matter  should  be 
taken  up  and  considered  again.  But,  while 
that  has  been  the  policy  of  the  Conservative 
party  not  only  towards  Prince  Edward 
Island  but  towards  the  rest  of  Canada,  the 
Liberal  party  have  been  setting  up  as  against 
that,  that  it  is  wrong  and  corrupt  on  the 
part  of  the  government  to  offer  subsidies  to 
railways  or  enter  upon  the  construction  of 
great  public  works,  because  it  is  in  effect 
bribing  members  or  bribing  the  provinces. 
That  has  been  the  policy  of  the  Liberal  party 
in  the  past,  and  I  have  never  heard  that 
they  have  put  themselves  on  record  in  any 
other  form.  The  policy  of  the  Conservative 
party  is  a  Canadian  policy,  by  building  pub- 
lic works  in  every  province  to  develop  and 
promote  the  best  interests  of  Canada.  I 
might  here,  perhaps,  be  allowed  to  refer  to 
another  matter  in  which  the  government 
have  done  a  very  valuable  service  to  the 
people  of  Prince  Edward  Island,  and  that  is 
in  the  dairy  industry. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— What  has  that  to 
do  with  railways  1 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— My  hon.  friend 
does  not  want  me  to  go  into  this,  but  he 
has  called  for  it  himself. 
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Hon.  Mr.  POWER— The  hon.  gentleman  ]  the 
is  altogether  out  of  order.     He  can    give  \  tion 
notice   and    go   into  the  dairy   question  in  1 
Prince  Edward  Island  when  he  pleases,  but  [ 
that  has  nothing  to  do  with  the  railways. 


Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— The  hon.  gen- 
tleman was  good  enough  to  say  that  the 
hopes  which  had  been  entertained  with 
regard  to  the  advantages  the  province 
might  obtain  through  my  becoming  a  mem- 
ber of  the  cabinet  have  not  been  realized. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— The  hon.  gentleman 
does  not  quote  me  correctly.  I  said  the  ad- 
vantages expected  from  the  construction  of 
these  branch  railways ;  I  simply  dealt  with 
the  question  of  railways. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— As  my  hon. 
friend  now  puts  his  words,  and  I  accept  the 
statement  that  he  make^,  and  as  he  did  not 
intend  the  statement  to  go  any  further  than 
the  branch  railways,  I  forego  what  I  was 
about  to  say  with  regard  to  the  dairy  in- 
dustry. I  will  reserve  that  for  some  other 
occasion.  It  has  been  alleged  that  it  is 
wrong  and  immoral  to  raise  a  question  with 
regard  to  public  works  immediately  on  the 
eve  of  an  election.  With  regard  to  that 
question  I  must  say  for  myself,  and  I  am 
sure  I  may  say  it  for  my  hon.  friend  who 


election    and     the      pFomineni  r 
which    was   called    to  that  sper:. 
duced  the  people  to   ca.Il    a   meetio; 
place  called  Caledonia   in    Febmarj.  1 
which  I  was  invited  to   attend  as  al- 
Mr.  Davie,?.     The    meeting    was  cai.r: 
the  purpose  of  promoting  this  railway « . 
Mr.    Davies  had    advocateW.        The  {»■• 
were   strongly   opposed    to    the  root*  ; 
posed.      It  would  not    have    toucbf''  • 
Murray  Harbour  section  at   all,  and  • 
have  been  of  little  benefit    to   then-    \ 
Davies  promised  them  unequivocally  :L 
he  were  elected  to  the  House  he  woa.'i  •■ 
port  the  building  of  a  railwaj    from  >  ■. 
port  to  Murray  Harbour.      I  was  a  ca^ 
ate  at  that  time,  and  the  matter  to<ik  -. 
a  shape  that  I  made  a  similar  promi».  : 
if  I  were  elected  to  Parliament  I  w.mj ; 
what  I  could  to  advance  that  project.    ). 
Davies  was  elected  and  I  was   no^  »dj  • " 
during  the  four  years  that  followed  hf  !r 
said  one   word   in  Parliament   abou:  ' 
railway  until  the  present  session.      It    ■ 
not  become  the  friends  of  gentlenien  • 
have  acted   in   this   extraordinary  nui. 
with  regard  to  that  very  question,  to  ao'.- 
gentlemen  on  this  side  of  the  House  of  tri. 
ing  up  this  question  on  the  eve  of  an  elecv  ' 
The    people    of    Prince   Edwaid  fsiani 
believe,  are  unanimous,  from  one  end"! 
to  the  other,  in  believing  that  their int'T?!' 


baa  made  this  motion,  that  we   have  not 'would  be  best  promoted  by  building  tr-" 


raised  these  questions  on  the  eve  of 
election.  They  are  not  questions  of  to- 
day or  of  yesterday :  they  are  questions 
that  have  been  before  the  people  for 
many  years,  but  the  very  gentlemen  who 
are  good  enough  to  accuse  my  hon.  friend 
from  Murray  Harbour  they  say  I  did  not 
make  promises  about  railways  which  is 
quite  correct — but  in  accu.sing  him  they  say 
he  has  been  acting  wrongly  and  that  it  is 
dishonourable  to  advocate  the  con.struction 
of  railways  or  other  public  works  when  the 


an   branch  lines,  and  they  are  equally  un»nin>.  - 
on  another  point,  that  whatever  is  duet<''> 
Province   of   Prince    Edward    Island  »"' 
regard  to  branch  railways  shall  be  doa^  ■' 
that  way  and  not  in  the  way  of  gi\'ing  grar 
or  increased  subsidies  to  the  provincial  i-' 
ernment.     In  1887,  when  I  was  a  inem-»" 
of  the  government,  I  expressed  a  soiue»: 
different  view.     I    have    learned   to  to'' 
better   since   that   time,    although  I   t'-*: 
impressed  the  view  that  the  local  govenuo'-' 
should  be  considered  in   the  matter  :  !■'■'  • 


elections  are  pending.     This  recalls  to  my  |  have  found  that  the  520,000  a  year  w^ 


recollection  that  in  the  year  1890,  just  be- 
fore the  last  general  election,  in  the  hist 
session  of  the  last  Parliament,  a  gentleman 
whose  name  has  been  referred  to  in  this 
debate  made  a  speech  in  Parliament  in  which 
he  strongly  advocated  the  construction  of  a 
branch  railway  in  Prince  Edward  Island 
from  a  place  known  as  Peakes  Station 
on  the  main  line  of  the  Prince  Edward 
Island  railway  to  Wood  I.sland  break- 
water.    That     speech     was    made     before 


we  then  secured  to  the  province  wa.«  lil; 
drop  in  the  bucket  of  the  extra vaj.'ani.v'' 
the  Liberal  government  that  is  now  chiKr 
with  the  administration  o(  the  affairs  of  tL>' 
province.  It  is  very  much  better  that  •!• 
government  of  Canada  should  deal  *>''' 
Prince  Edward  Island  as  they  have  An  '■ 
with  other  provinces  in  the  matter  of  po'''' 
works.  I  have  no  doubt  the  peopi'"  '■ 
Prince  Edward  Island  will  leave  this  im;.''" 
as   they   have   left   other   questions  '>t>i:> 
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ict  their  interests,  in  the  hands  of  the 
'ernixient  of  Canada  and  that  they  will  be 
rly  dealt  with. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 
SHEKIES  ACT  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

IN  COMMITTEE. 

The  House  resolved  itself  into  a  Commit- 
s  of  the  Whole  on  Bill  (67)  "An  Act 
rther  to  amend  the  Fisheries  Act." 


(In  the  Committee.) 

On  clause  2, 

Hon.  Mr.  PERLEY  moved  : 

That  all  the  words  in  the  first  clause  after  the 
jrds  "  Provided  always"  in  the  twenty -second 
i<\  twenty-third  lines  be  struck  out  and  the  fol- 
winjj  words  substituted  therefor  : — 
"  TLat  this  subsection  shall  not  apply  until  the 
•St  «\ay  of  May,  1897,  to  any  river,  |mrt  of  a  river 
•  mill  OS  to  which  the  prohibitory  provisions  of 
le  second  subsection  of  section  fifteen  of  the  Fish- 
:ius  Act  and  of  the  subsection  substituted  therefor 
y  section  six  of  chapter  fittj'-one  of  the  Statiites 
f  181)4  had  not  been  enforced  prior  to  the  first  day 
I  May,  1895,  but  shall  so  apply  on  and  after  the 
lid  first  day  of  May,  1897.'^ 

The  hon.  Minister  stated  yesterday  that 
.'bat  would  apply  to  one  mill  would  apply 
o  another,  and  I  want  this  to  apply  in  that 
cay  in  keeping  with  what  I  said  yesterday. 
!n  place  of  giving  power  to  the  Minister  to 
liscriminate  for  the  time  being,  it  should  be 
>ermanent,  and  this  should  apply  to  all  mills 
knd  all  streams  alike. 


Hon.  Mr.  ANGERS — During  two  years 
Hon.  Mr.  PERLEY— Yes. 
Hon.  Mr.  ANGERS— Oh  no. 


Hon.  Mr.  PERLEY— To  all  mills  where 
it  has  not  been  enforced.  I  do  not  mean 
that  it  should  apply  to  those  where  the  law 
is  enforced,  but  where  it  is  not  enforced  I 
mean  it  should  apply  to  all  of  them. 

Hon.  Mr.  ANGERS— A  portion  of  the 
amendment  is  in  the  right  direction,  but  is 
too  general  to  be  accepted.  There  is  no  ob- 
jection to  extending  the  exemption  to  any 
river  which  is  not  exempted  now,  provided  a 
case  is  made  before  the  Governor  in  Council, 
I  was  told  by  an  hon.  member  of  this  House, 
tliat  there  were  streams  which  ran  into 
the  St.  Croix  River  which  had  not  to-day 
36 


the  exemption,  but  which  were  entitled  to 
it  owing  to  the  special  circumstances  that  it 
was  not  injurious  to  fishing,  and  not  inju- 
rious to  navigation,  and  I  told  him  certainly 
that  the  Governor  in  Council  would  have  no 
objection  to  extending  the  exemption  to  such 
cases,  but  that  it  should  be  upon  a  special 
request.  Now  the  amendment  proposed 
would  apply  this  exemption  to  all  the  rivers 
of  the  Dominion. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Oh  no. 


Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Not  at  aU. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN— Only  to  those 
rivers  where  the  law  is  not  enforced. 

Hon.  Mr.  ANGERS— Without  there 
being  any  request  it  would  apply.  If  I  am 
wrong  I  will  hear  the  explanation. 

Hon.  Mr.  PERLEY— To  all  the  rivers 
not  at  the  present  time  under  the  operation 
of  the  Act  I  understood  from  the  remarks 
made  by  the  hon.  gentleman  that  in  two 
years  we  will  do  away  with  the  saw-dust 
altogether.  The  argument  was  that  the 
saw-dust  did  not  hurt  the  navigation  but 
made  the  rivers  deeper.  If  that  is  the  case, 
it  compels  small  millmen  to  make  provision 
to  keep  the  saw-dust  out  of  the  stream  when 
two  years  hence  you  will  deal  with  the  sub- 
ject definitely.  The  amendment  only  makes 
the  game  rule  apply  to  all  the  mills,  the 
small  as  well  as  the  great,  and  there  is  noth- 
ing about  it.  I  understood  the  hon.  Minis- 
ter stated  that  this  would  be  satisfactory. 

Hon.  Mr.  ANGERS— The  delay  of  two 
years  asked  for  here,  which  I  explained 
when  I  introduced  the  bill,  is  for  the  pur- 
pose of  classifying  the  rivers  and  getting  the 
necessary  information.  There  are  hundreds 
of  rivers  in  the  Dominion  of  Canada  where 
the  exemption  would  be  perpetuated,  because 
it  does  not  affect  navigation  or  fish  life,  and 
upon  those  streams  the  saw-mills  should  not 
be  put  under  the  obligation  of  burning  the 
sawdust.  That  is  plain,  and  I  said  that 
when  I  introduced  the  bill.  The  proposed 
amendment  would  go  in  the  contrary  sense, 
and  I  think  the  proviso  in  the  bill  meets 
the  case  in  a  better  and  fairer  manner,  leav- 
ing the  discretion  with  the  government  of 
granting  the  exemption  whenever  a  case  is 
made  out.  If  you  apply  it  to  all  rivers, 
a' though  in  your  opinion  streams  of  little 
importance,    you  may  be  destroying    fish 
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life  to  a  great  extent.  Let  me  give  you 
a  few  instances.  Take  the  case  of  a  trib- 
utary of  the  Casoapedia  River,  where 
there  is  no  navigation  and  where  there 
is  very  little  fish  life,  but  still  it  runs 
into  the  Cascapedia  River,  the  most  valuable 
salmon  river  in  the  world.  If  saw-dust 
were  allowed  there,  it  would  be  carried  into 
the  river  and  destroy  the  fishingfor  which  the 
government  is  getting  a  large  annual  rent. 
Now  would  it  be  right  to  allow  it  in  that 
instance  1  That  is  a  case  in  point  to  show 
that  the  exemption  should  not  be  made  in 
the  sense  asked  for.  Let  me  give  you  an- 
other instance  on  the  opposite  side.  Take 
the  Chaudiere  River,  in  the  county  of  Beauce. 
It  is  a  river  where  there  is  no  fish  life  at  all, 
except  pike  which  is  a  fish  of  no  value  for 
the  table.  There  are  hundreds  of  small 
streams  with  fine  water  powers  flowing  into 
that  river  where  the  exemption  may  be 
granted  and  granted  for  ever  without  des- 
troying either  navigation  or  fish  life.  There- 
fore the  House  must  see  that  there  must  be 
a  classification  of  those  rivers  and  I  told  the 
House  the  other  day  when  introducing  the 
bill,  that  the  government  was  busy  having 
their  commissioner,  Mr.  Wakeham  or  Mr. 
Prince  (my  impression  is  it  is  Mr.  Wakeham) 
investigating  all  those  cases  in  Nova  Scotia, 
New  Brunswick  and  Cape  Breton,  and  in 
Quebec  and  Ontario,  so  as  to  be  in  a  posi- 
tion two  years  hence  to  come  before  Parlia- 
ment with  a  classified  schedule  of  all  those 
rivers  and  show  the  House  where  ex- 
emption could  be  granted  without  doing 
injury  either  to  navigation  or  to  fish  life. 
Under  these  circumstances,  I  think  the  pro- 
viso in  the  bill  should  be  accepted  by  the 
House  and  that  you  should  leave  it  to  the 
Government,  who  hitherto  have  wisely  exer- 
cised that  discretion  to  declare  when  such 
an  exemption  should  be  given  till  1897.  By 
that  time  the  Minister  of  Marine  will  be  in 
a  position  to  come  before  the  House  with  a 
complete  measure. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  think  the  hon. 
Minister  has  completely  misapprehended  the 
effect  of  the  amendment  which  he  so  lavishly 
condemns.  I  shall  read  it,  and  if  hon.  gen- 
tlemen have  copies  of  the  bill  before  them 
they  will  see  the  meaning  : 

That  all  the  words  in  the  first  clause  after  the 
words  '*  Provided  always  "  in  the  twenty-second 
and  twenty-third  lines  be  struck  out  and  the  follow- 
ing words  substituted  therefor : 


"  That  this  subsection  shall  not  afflj  cr. 
first  day  of  May,  one  thonsand  eight  hond.T' 
ninety-seven,  to  any  river,  port  of  a  riser '.:  ■ 
as  to  which  the  prohibitory  prov-iaions  of  ilhf  »- 
subsection  of  section  fifteen  of  the  Fufacrp 
and  of  the  subsection  substituted  therBot  \'. 
tion  six,  of  chapter  fifty-one  of  t  be  Statcte;  • '.  • 
had  not  been  enforced  prior  to  the  first  d»j  <.'.  r 
1895,  but  shall  so  apply  on  and  after  the  sl  ' : 
day  of  May,  1897." 

Now,  hon.  gentlemen  will  notice  thi::: 
amendment  does  not  propose   to  exetcp  ~ 
rivers.     It  proposes  to  exempt  those  r.  •- 
as  to  which  the  law  has  not    been  eaf'r." 
up  to   the  present  time — to    exempt  u- 
rivers  for  two  years  more,  and  then  it  r- 
on  to  say  that  the  law   shall    apply  ca  c 
after  1st  May,  1897.     It  gives  millers  *>- 
that  where  they  have  been  exempt  fros  r  < 
operation  of  the  law  they  are   to  coor.--- 
exempt  until  the   1st  May,  1897,  and  lU 
then  the  exemption  ceases.     I  think  tl  i: . 
a  provision  which  should  commend  iuti ' 
the  good  sense  of  this  House.      I  caiJr<: . 
ten  tion  yesterday  to  the  objectionable  cu 
of    this    provision    that    the    Gov  ra-  r  - 
Council  must  be  applied  to.     If  the  k«  i-. 
not  been  in  forced  in  the  past  as  to  any  r  _ 
or  any  river  why  should  the  party  intere~"- 
be  obliged  to  come  to  the  govenuneni  l 
and  ask  them  not  to  enforce  the  law  uo' :. 
the  next  two  years  J    Yet,  if  hon.  gentlet.- 
will  turn  to  the  next  clause  in  the  bill  "•- 
will  see  that  any  exemption  granted  by  "-> 
Minister  of  Marine  and  Fisheries  under  r. 
section   2   of  section    15   of  the   Flsk^- 
Act   and    inforce    on     the    30th    dav  / 
April,    1895,    shall    remain    in    force  u." 
the  30th  day  of  June,   1897,  unless  Ktr- 
revoked  by  the  Governor  in  Council   Ti- 
amendment    would    make    the   law  cjrj>.- 
There  is  no  necessity  to  go  to  the  go^er.- 
ment  to  see  whether  it  shall  be  enforit 
Parliament  says  it  shall  not   be   enfortn- 
where  it  has  not  heretofore  been   enforv<»- 
until  the  first  of   May,  1897.      I  think  J  ; 
a  statesmanlike  and  reasonable  proposift'- 
and  if  I  were  a  member  of  the  govenuuC 
I  should  like  to  have  Parliament  take  tls' 
position  instead  of  saying    "  let  everyh-i; 
who  wishes  to  have  his  mill  exempt*^' cic 
to  the  government    and    get    permisstc-i 
Why  should   the  government,    who  bi< 
other  work   to  do,  be  tormented  with  su.. 
matters  ?     I  think  this  might  be  entitled  ^ 
amendment  for  the  relief  of  the  govemmti" 

Hon.   Mr.  ALLAN — I   cannot  ewiifo- 
hend  exactly  the  object  of  the  amendiut: 
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i,t  my  hon.  friend  is  proposing.  As  I 
derstand  it,  the  two  clauses  of  the  bill 
avide  for  two  totally  different  cases.  If 
may  take  the  second  section  first,  it 
ovides  than  any  exemption  already  granted 
'  the  !M!iiiister  of  Marine  and  Fisheries 
saaing — I  presume  those  exemptions  which 
e  at  present  inforce — shall  remain  in  force 
itil  1897  unless  previously  revoked  by  the 
ovemor  in  Council.  Then  subsection  2, 
ause  1,  provides  in  the  case  of  any  appli- 
ition.  "which  may  be  made  for  exemption, 
here  the  law  has  not  been  enforced  that 
le  Grovernor  in  Council  shall  have  the  power 
E  exempting  such  streams.  They  are  two 
ifferent  things. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
?his  seems  to  me  about  as  insidious  an  am- 
sndment  as  could  be  prepared.  If  this  am- 
endment is  adopted,  then  you  leave  all  the 
treams  that  are  not  prohibited  in  the  same 
position  as  they  are  at  present,  and  you  leave 
ill  the  streams  which  it  is  supposed  the  law 
does  not  apply  to  at  present  in  the  same 
position  thai  they  would  be  in  prior  to  the 
passage  of  this  Act.  If  I  understand  the 
law  as  it  stands  upon  the  statute-book,  there 
are  no  streams  exempt  from  the  operation  of 
the  law.  It  is  imperative,  and  no  matter 
where  the  stream  is,  whether  it  be  of  the 
character  to  which  my  hon.  friend  on  my 
right  (Hon.  Mr.  Angers)  has  referred,  where 
there  are  no  fish  at  all  or  not,  it  applies  to 
that  just  as  well  as  it  does  to  the  tribut- 
aries that  empty  into  the  gulf  or  the  streams 
that  lead  into  the  salmon  rivers  which  are 
very  valuable. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALLAN — That  is  the  law  as  it 
stands  now. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
Yes,  it  applies  to  every  stream.  The  object 
of  this  law  is  to  exempt  by  an  order  in 
council  any  river  in  which  fish  life  does  not 
exist  to  any  extent,  and  where  the  emptying 
of  saw-dust  into  the  river  would  not  injure 
fish  life  or  navigation,  and  it  enables  the 
Governor  in  Council  to  say  to  the  Ottawa 
mill-owners — because  that  is  really  the  prin- 
cipal intention — that  for  two  years  they  can 
continue  throwing  the  saw-dust  in  as  they 
have  been  doing  in  the  past,  and  after  that 
it  will  cease.  That  is  really  the  object  of 
this  hill  and  if  you  pass  this  amendment  you 
destroy  the  bill  altogether. 
36i 


Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  understood  the  pur- 
pose  of  the  amendment  was  to  exempt  those 
streams  where  the  law  has  not  been  enfor- 
ced. It  appears  there  are  numbers  of 
streams  where  they  have  got  the  exemption ; 
at  the  same  time  the  fishery  inspector  has 
not  thought  it  worth  while  to  enforce  the 
law,  as  no  substantial  harm  was  done.  The 
question  was  put  to  the  minister  whether 
those  mills  would  be  included,  and  he  said  : 
"  Yes,  all  the  mills,"  and  I  think  it  was 
echoed  by  the  premier.  I  understand  the 
object  of  the  amendment  is  to  include  all 
those  streams  where  the  law  has  not  been 
enforced. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
You  propose  to  strike  out  the  pro^oso.  • 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— No. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
"  That  all  the  words  in  the  first  section  after 
the  words,  '  provided  always '  in  the  22nd 
and  23rd  lines  be  struck  out  and  the  fol- 
lowing words  substituted  therefor."  Then 
you  deprive  the  Governor  in  CouncU  of  the 
power  to  exempt  any  stream  to  which  the 
law  now  applies. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— No,  no. 

Hon.  Mr.  PERLEY— No. 

Hon.    Sir  MACKENZIE   BOWELL— 

But  I  say  yes.  You  exempt  the  streams 
on  which  the  law  has  not  been  en- 
forced in  the  past.  Suppose  there  is 
a  stream  in  some  particular  county  to  which 
the  law  has  not  been  applied.  You  want  to 
exempt  that.  That  is  very  true,  but  you 
leave  the  Ottawa  River  just  where  it  was 
under  the  law. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— No,  no. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
What  is  the  use  of  saying  "  No,  no." 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— The  law  has  not 
been  enforced  as  to  the  Ottawa  River. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
But  it  will  be.  If  the  Ottawa  RiveV  has 
not  been  exempt  from  the  operation  of  the 
law  at  any  time  it  is  because  the  law  has  not 
been  put  into  force.  You  might  just  as 
well  say  that  if  a  man  steals  a  horse  and 
is  not  arrested  and  put  in  jail,  that  there- 
fore, he  is  exempt  from  theft,  it  is  pre- 
cisely the  same  in  this  c«we.  I  do  not  object 
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personaJIj,  and  I  do  not  think  my  hon.  friend 
does,  to  amending  the  bill  if  the  House  thinks 
that  the  proviso  does  not  cover  it.  We  would 
not  object  to  the  amendment  on  its  merits, 
but  it  strikes  out  one  of  the  principal  clauses 
in  this  biU  which  gives  power  to  the  govern- 
ment to  exempt  those  very  streams. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— If  we  could  agree  on 
a  principle  it  would  be  easy  to  refer  to  the 
law  clerk  to  have  a  proper  amendment  made 
at  the  next  reading  of  the  bill,  so  that  it 
shall  apply  to  streams  where  the  law  has 
not  been  enforced  in  the  past,  simply  be- 
cause it  was  not  worth  while  and  there  was 
no  injury  done  to  the  fisheries. 

Hon.  Mr.  ANGERS— The  meaning  of  the 
law  is  that  it  will  apply  to  the  streams 
where  the  exemption  has  been  given  so  far 
and  will  cover  cases  where  new  exemp- 
tions may  be  asked  for.  Now,  if  the  amend- 
ment which  has  been  drafted  by  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  Wolseley  was  adopted — I 
must  compliment  him  upon  the  skill  he  ha^ 
shown  in  the  drafting  of  it 

Hon.  Mr.  PERLEY— I  do  not  need  any 
compliment.  I  meant  to  exclude  the  Ottawa 
River. 

Hon.  Mr.  ANGERS— I  know  the  hon. 
member  is  an  experimental  farmer  and  very 
successful  in  the  west,  but  it  strikes  me  he 
is  also  a  very  skilful  draughtsman,  and  I 
think  the  amendment  has  been  drafted 
with  a  very  great  deal  of  skill.  He  deserves 
my  compliment  if  his  object  was  to  defeat 
the  bill.  If  the  amendment  is  accepted,  the 
Governor  in  Council  will  have  no  right  to 
prevent  the  throwing  of  saw-dust  in  the 
future  into  a  stream  where  there  is  no  mill 
to-day.  Now  that  is  the  point.  If  you  ac- 
cept the  amendment  you  declare  all  streams 
exempt. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Oh,  no. 

Hon.  Mr.  ANGERS — Yes,  you  exempt 
them  ftll,  and  allow  everybody  to  throw  saw- 
dust in  every  stream  and  you  do  not 
provide  for  a  case  where  a  new  mill  is 
put  on  a  stream  where  there  is  none 
to-day,  and  where  it  would  be  destructive 
to  the  fisheries  if  you  did  put  a  mill 
there.  You  make  every  stream  and  river 
exempt    under    your    amendment,    whilst 


it  should  be  left  to  the   discredcn  • ;  - 
Governor  in  Council  to  declare  in  reier-: 
to  such  a  stream  whether  the  ssv-dns;  ■'. 
be  thrown  in  the  stream  or  not.    Uodfr 
amendment  the  Governor  in  Cound!  « 
have  nothing  to  say  until  after  1897  ii 
erence  to  it,  and  after  1897   nobody  » 
have  a  right  to  throw  any  saw-dost  b 
stream    whether  it  was  contrary  to  In 
not.     I  think  the  proviso   laid  down  h. : 
bill  should  be  accepted.     I   ^hall  reaii  r  - 
the  House,   because  I  think  the  H<)ax:r 
forgotten  the  ground  it  covers  : 

Provided  always  that  the  Governor  in  (• .; 
may  exempt  from  the  operation  of  tbit  tj'tK  •  . 
wholly  or  partially,  any  stream  or  straat  : 
respect  to  which  he  considers  that  its  enfur*- 
is  not  requisite  in  the  public  interest ;  bn:  li  •' 
exemption  shall  be  granted  or  shall  bare  ai:; : 
or  efiFect  after  the  thirtieth  day  of  June,  lar '. 
and  eight  hundred  and  ninety-seven. 

Between  thisanotthenParliament  will  "b- 
to  deal  with  the  subject,  and  the  p''-'- 
ment  will  then  be  in  a  position  to  come  ■■ 
with  a  classification  of  rivers  so  as  W  .- 
clare  which  should  be  exempted  and  *:> 
should  not. 

It  being  six  o'clock,  the  Speaker  l?fi ;  ■ 
chair. 

After  Recess. 

The  consideration  of  the  bill  was  nsn:*" 
in  committee  of  the  whole. 

Hod.  Mr.  CLEMOW— Before  the  He- 
proceeds  with  the  consideration  of  tic  i- 
I  wish  to  call  attention  to  a  report  of  ye*-' 
day's  proceedings  which  appears  in  ti- 
evening's  Journal.  I  find  I  am  given  cno" 
for  making  a  speech  in  the  following  woii 

Senator  Clemow,    in  renewing  the  Jist^" 
said  tliat,  owing  to  the  change  ofpublicopic"' 
Ottawa  on  the  question,  he  would  favonrtbtt  ■ 
ent  bill,  which  would  exempt  the  operatioa "!  •• 
year's  bill  for  a  period  of  two  years. 

Now,  that  is  quite  the  contrary  of 'In'- 
did  say.  That  speech  was  made  by  "■ 
hon.  member  from  Ottawa,  and  I  d"  '- 
want  to  take  credit  for  anything  that  he  ti- 
said.  I  do  not  want  to  take  credit  for  bfi»- 
able  to  change  my  opinion  so  greatly  tn" 
one  year  to  another  as  the  hon.  gentlein^ 
has  done.  I  want  him  to  have  ti<  '■ 
credit  of  it  himself. 

Hon.  Mr.  GOWAN— Since  six  o'cloJ  | 
have  been  considering  the  amendments.  ^'- 
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lile  I  feel  very  strongly  on  the  subject  of 
e  bill  generally  and  regret  very  much  that 
is  nuisa-nce  must  be  continued,  I  feel  that 
e  measure  is  for  good  on  the  whole  and  I 
ould  be  sorry  to  see  it  defeated,  as  it  must 
evitably  be,  if  this  amendment  be  carried, 
tie  amendment  is  certainly  couched  in  lan- 
lage  that  requires  a  good  deal  of  study  to 
aderstand.     I  have  studied  it  during  the 
iterval    and  doubt  whether  I  quite  under- 
hand it  yet.     I  think  it  was  Talleyrand  who 
iid  that  language  was  given  to  man  to  con- 
eal  his    thoughts.     The  best  consideration 
hat  I  have  given  to  the  amendment  induces 
ae  to  think  that  it  is  not  one  which  should 
>e  accepted  by  this  House,  and  although  I 
eel  very  strongly  upon  the  other  point,  I 
hink  it  would  be  unworthy  of  me,  if  I  failed 
o  give  to  the  House  my  conclusion  after  the 
aest     consideration    I    have    been   able   to 
oestow  upon  the  point  since  we  last  met. 
The  difficulty  to  ordinery  men  in  understand- 
ing    provisions    of   law    is    over   amplified 
expression — the  number  of  words  employed, 
and  it  has  been  suggested  by  some  of  those 
who  have  given  most  attention  to  the  con- 
struction  of  law  that  the  best  process  of 
arri'\'ing  at  the  meaning  is  by  eliminating  as 
many  words  as  possible.     I  have  had  before 
me  since  six  o'clock  the  amendment  to  the 
proposed  bill  and  the  section  in  connection 
with   it.     Reducing    both    to    the    fewest 
words,  to  bring  out  their  meaning,  I  would 
say    the   first   section   of   the   bill  may  be 
divided  into  two  propositions  :  1.  It  makes 
certain   pollution   of   rivers  and  streams  a 
penal  offence,  and  provides  for  the  imposition 
of  penalties  for  commission   of  any  act.  pro- 
hibited. 2.  It  enables  the  Governor  in  Coun- 
cil, in  the  public  interest,  to  exempt  certain 
streams  from  the  operation  of  the  law   for 
a    period    not  beyond   30th    June,    1897. 
The  amendment  proposed  does  not  touch  the 
first  proposition — but  for  the  second  pro- 
position substitutes  a  provision,  which  may 
be  shortly  read  as  follows  : — As  to  streams 
in  which  the  law  has  not  been  enforced  prior 
to  the  1st  of  May  last,  the  prohibition  con- 
tained in  the  first  prohibition  shall  not  ap- 
ply.    Thus  the  amendment  arbitrarily  limits 
the  penal  clause  to  certain  streams,  and  takes 
away  all  power  from  the  Governor  in  Coun- 
cil to  make  any  exemption  or  modification 
in  respect  to  the  numerous  rivers  and  streams 
alloverCanada — or  lying  bet  ween  Canswla  and 
a  foreign  country.     By  the  existing  section 
and  that  proposed  in  the  bill  power  is  vested 


in  the  government  (in  the  public  interests) 
— to  be  brought  into  play  at  any  time,  and 
no  government  having  regard  to  the  objects 
of  the  enactment  could  accept  such  a  posi- 
tion as  the  amendment  embodies — it  would 
be  an  abnegation  of  its  functions.  There 
the  suggested  amendment  presupposes  the 
government  have  exhausted  its  duties  under 
the  Fisheries  Act  in  this  particular,  and  has 
not,  and  cannot  have,  further  information 
upon  which  it  would  be  important,  in  the 
public  interest,  to  have  and  exercise  further 
the  power  of  exemption  ;  which  is  contrary 
to  the  fact,  according  to  the  statement  of 
the  honourable  the  Minister  of  Agriculture, 
and  he  mentioned  several  instances.  I 
could  not  feel  free  to  vote  for  this  amend- 
ment. In  such  matters,  we  must  necessarily 
confideingovernmental  discretion,  trusting  it 
will  be  wisely  and  justly  exercised  in  the 
spirit,  and  according  to  the  true  intent,  of 
'  the  law — exercised  without  fear,  favour,  or 
affection.  I  am  against  the  bill  only  so  far 
as  it  continues  to  exempt  the  Ottawa  River, 
I  am  not  disposed  to  kiU  it  by  this  means, 
and  so  must  vote  against  the  proposed 
amendment. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— It  is  pleasant  to 
argue  with  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Barrie, 
even  though  one  differs  from  him,  because 
the  hon.  gentleman  appears  to  understand 
the  effect  of  the  amendment.  The  hon.  gen- 
tleman intimated  that  it  was  diflScult  to  see 
the  meaning  of  the  amendment,  and  he  gave 
us  to  understand  that  he  had  taken  all  the 
time  since  6  o'clock  to  find  out  and  put  down 
just  what  it  meant.  Now,  the  committee 
will  pardon  me  if  I  trpspass  on  their  time  to 
indicate  that  the  meaning  of  the  amendment 
is  not  so  very  difficult  to  ascertain.  The 
hon.  gentleman  is  perfectly  right  in  saying 
that  the  first  portion  of  the  enactment  for- 
bids certain  things,  and  that  a  certain  por- 
tion of  the  bill  before  the  House  gives  power 
to  the  government  to  exempt,  at  their  dis- 
cretion any  river  or  part  of  a  river  that  they 
please,  from  the  operation  of  the  Act,  up  to 
the  first  of  July,  1897.  Let  us  take  the  law 
as  it  stands  at  present — section  6  of  chapter 
51  of  the  Acts  of  1894,  that  is  the  law  as  it 
is  at  present.  The  first  portion  of  the  sub- 
section there  provides  penalties,  just  as  the 
first  clause  of  the  bill  before  the  House  does. 
Then  the  Act  of  last  year  goes  on  to  provide 
that  the  penal  provisions  of  the  section  shall 
not  apply  until  on  and  after  the  first  of  May, 
1895,  tothesaw-millownersandthe  employees 
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of  any  saw-mill  situated  on  any  stream  'which 
is  wholly  orpartiallyexemptedfromtheopera- 
tiousof  the  section therebyrepealed, so thatup 
to  the  first  of  May  of  the  present  year  all  mills 
which  had  previously  been  exempted  from 
the  operation  of  those  prohibitory  provisions 
were  exempted  uner  the  Act  of  last  year. 
The  bill  before  us,  which  has  come  up  from 
the  House  of  Commons,  makes  this  provision : 
as  the  law  stands  at  the  present  moment,  all 
those  millers  come  under  the  prohibitory 
provisions  of  the  first  portion  of  this  clause. 
The  bill  before  the  House  provides  that  the 
Governor  in  Council  may  except  from  the 
operation  of  this  subsection,  wholly  or 
partially,  any  stream  or  streams  with  respect 
to  which  he  considers  that  its  enforcement 
is  not  necessary  in  the  public  interest,  but 
no  such  exemption  shall  have  effect  aft(r 
the  30th  of  June,  1897,  so  it  is  left  com- 
pletely to  the  discretion  of  the  Governor  in 
Council  to  exempt  any  mill  they  please  or 
refuse  to  exempt  any  mill  at  all.  The  Gov- 
ernor in  Council  may  say  to  the  owners  of 
mills  which  have  been  exempted  in  the  past 
that  they  shall  not  be  exempted  in  the 
future.  They  can  say  that  any  mill-owner 
who  has  been  obliged  to  comply  with  the 
law  in  the  past  shall  not  be  obliged  to  comply 
with  the  law  in  the  future.  Is  it  a  dignified 
position  for  Parliament  to  take  to  place  such 
power  in  the  hands  of  the  Governor  in 
Council  ?  Parliament  in  its  wisdom  is 
supposed  to  settle  the  law,  and  we  should 
settle  it.  We  settled  it  last  year,  and 
this  bill  proposes  to  unsettle  it  again.  The 
amendment  strikes  out  the  proviso  which  is 
in  the  bill  before  the  House  and  says  that 
this  subsection  shall  not  apply  until  the 
first  day  of  May,  1897,  to  any  river  or  part 
of  a  river  or  mill  as  to  which  the  prohibitory 
provisions  of  the  second  subsection  of  section 
1 5  of  the  Fisheries  Act  and  the  subsection 
substituted  therefor  by  section  6  of  chapter 
51  of  the  Statutes  of  1894  have  been  en- 
forced prior  to  the  1st  of  May,  1895,  but 
shall  apply  on  and  after  the  first  day  of 
May,  1897.  That  says  distinctly  that  the 
prohibitory  pro^'isions  shall  not  apply  to  any 
river  or  part  of  river  or  any  mill  as  to  which 
the  law  was  not  enforced  prior  to  the  first 
of  May  last.  Take  the  case  of  the  mills  on 
the  Ottawa  River — the  law  has  not  been  en- 
forced as  to  them  at  any  time.  They  were 
certainly  exempt  under  the  law  of  last  year 
up  to  the  first  day  of  May,  1895,  and  they 
will  be  exempt  under  this  amendment  as 


clearly  as  anything  can  possibly  be.    E- 
mill  throughout  the  country  which  h»*  > 
exempt  from  the  operation  of  the  lav  • 
continue  to  be  exempt ;    and    farther  ■: 
that,  it  has  happened  in    the   case  at  > 
small  mills  in  remote  places   thai  the  .• 
has  not   been   enforced  against   them.  -. 
fisheries  oflBcers  having  either  in  writJL: 
otherwise  authorized  the  owners  of  tt- 
mills  to  keep  them  open.  Under  this  an.- -.. 
ment  the  law  could  not  be  enforced  wx. 
those  mill  owners  up  to  the  first  of  May. ; » •' 
That  is  a  clear  and  reasonable   proposi"-. 
and    it    avoids  trouble  for    the  govenic-: 
and  saves  those  mill  owners  the  necess:^  : 
coming  to  Ottawa,  or  corresponding  witi.:. 
department  here,  for  the  purpose  of  c^'-i  •. 
liberty  to  do  what  they  have  been  duiq  : 
the  past.     The  Minister  of  Agriculture  t. 
that  one   of  the  great  objections  to  •.!-■ 
amendment  was  that  there   might  he  5< . 
mill  or  river  which  had  not  been  exanp- 
in  the  past  and  which  the  government  »t^ 
like  to  exempt  during  the  next  two  ya-- 
and  the  hon.  gentleman  said   further  tL. 
there  was  an  officer  out  inquiring  as  t'l  '.- 
characters  of  the  difierent  rivers,  with8v>" 
to  ascertaining  as  to  which  of  the  stress.- 
the  law  should  be  enforced,  and  its  to  vii. 
it   should   not.     The    hon.  gentleman  lu' 
have  later  information  than  I  possess,  bt:  i 
am  satisfied  that  the  hon.  gentleman's  5ii> 
ment  is  not  at  the  present  moment  corw 
While   the   late  Minister  of  Marine  vn 
Fisheries  was  in  office  he  employed  an  <.'&* 
who  went  around  examining  the  daSttt^' 
rivers  in  the  maritime  provinces  with  »  ^k' 
to  doing    what   the     hon.    Minister    aj- 
that  Commander  Wakeham is  doing  now,  it 

when  the  change  took  place  in  the  headsh; 
of  the  Department  of  Marine  and  Yhhmr- 
that  officer  was  recalled  and  the  examinatjc 
discontinued.  At  any  rate  we  have  had  u- 
law  in  force  in  this  form  since  186!?,  av 
surely  27  years  ought  to  be  a  long  enncit 
period  to  allow  governments  of  both  parce 
to  find  out  as  to  what  rivers  the  lav  shooiii 
be  enforced  and  as  to  what  rivers  it  si"""' 
not.  Surely  the  hon.  Minister  does  v\ 
want  two  years  more,  in  addition  to  ttif  -■ 
already  expended  in  this  inquiry,  ^i'''  * 
riew  to  our  own  consistency,  with  &  vie«  ^' 
relieving  the  government  of  an  emla*^ 
ment  which  must  be  very  painful  to  tki" 
and  with  a  view  of  relieving  the  millo'i"';^ 
of  the  country  from  all  anxiety,  we  fh'""' 
pass  this  amendment. 
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Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— While  this  discussion 
s  been  going  on  I  have  been  endeavouring 
catch  the  drift  of  the  opinion  of  the 
ouse,  and  I  think  a  very  few  words  would 
.press  it  and  not  disturb  the  government's 
)licy  in  the  slightest  particular.  The  words 
hich  I  propose  to  add  are  as  follows  : 

Proviiled  also  that  streams  in  reference  to  which 
le  law-  has  not  heretofore  been  enforced  shall  also 
i  exempt  from  the  operation  of  this  subsection  up 
>  the  30th  June,  1897. 

That  is,  I  understand,  what  the  minister 
aid  last  night. 

Hon.  Mr.  ANGERS— I  expressed  a  will- 
ngaess  on  the  part  of  the  government  to 
frant  any  further  exemptions  that  would  be 
lustifiable,  but  they  have  to  be  justified,  and 
[  have  very  serious  objection  to  adding  the 
words  that  the  hon.  member  from  Ottawa 
has  just  read  to  the  House,  because  they 
would  prevent  the  government  'forbidding 
the  throwing  of  saw-dust,  in  case  it  should 
be  found  objectionable  in  the  case  of  a  new 
mill  established  in  the  future. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Oh,  no. 

Hon.  Mr.  ANGERS— The  law  has  not 
lieen  put  in*  force  where  there  are  no  mills 
at  all. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— You  can  put  mills  on 
streams  if  you  like } 

Hon.  Mr.  ANGERS— Yes,  but  thatwould 
be  very  objectionable.     I  have  given  an  in- 
stance from  my  own  experience  and  know- 
ledge— I  mentioned  the  Cascapedia,  of  which 
the  Escuminac  River  is  a  tributary.     The 
salmon  do  not  go  up  that  tributary.     There 
is  very  little  fishing  in  it  at  all.     A  few  sal- 
mon trout,  perhaps,  go  up,  which  are  always 
objectionable  in  a  salmon  river  because  they 
feed  on  the  spawn.    On  the  Escuminac  River 
there  is  a  most  valuable  water  power,  but 
there  is  no  mill  on  it  at  present.     If  a  mill 
was  put  on  it  to-morrow,  under  the  proviso 
of  the  hon.  member  from  Ottawa,  the  govern- 
ment could  not  prevent  it,  and  you  would  be 
turning  saw-dust  into  the  Cascapedia  River 
right  where  the  salmon  enter  it.     I  have 
been  there  myself,  and  I  know  the  place.    It 
would  he  most  objectionable,  because  you 
would  be  destroying  40  or  50  miles  of  the 
most  valuable  salmon  fishing  in  the  country. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— The  Escuminac  has 
not  been  exempted. 


Hon.  Mr.  ANGERS — No,  but  under 
that  proviso  it  would  be  exempt.  If  a  new 
mill  was  put  up  there  we  could  not  prevent 
them  throwing  in  the  saw-dust  and  you 
would  be  ruining  the  salmon  river.  I  think 
the  wording  of  this  proviso,  as  it  is,  covers 
the  case  fully.  The  hon.  member  from 
Halifax  stated  that  under  the  late  Minister 
of  Marine  an  oiScer  had  been  inquiring 
about  the  value  of  the  rivers,  but  that  this 
is  not  being  done  now.  I  refer  the  hon. 
member  to  words  uttered  by  the  present 
Minister  of  Marine  and  Fisheries,  the  Hon. 
Mr.  Costigan,  as  reported  at  page  2646  of 
the  Hansard.  He  will  see  there  that  the 
same  inquiry  which  was  being  made  under 
Sir  Charles  Hibbert  Tupper  is  now  being 
continued.  Of  course,  it  is  not  continued 
from  day  to  day,  because  Mr.  Wakeham 
has  other  occupations.  He  is  on  the 
International  Commission  in  relation  to  the 
fisheries  between  the  United  States  and 
Canada  on  the  Upper  Lakes,  and  his  work 
is  not  completed  from  day  to  day,  but  he  is 
still  vested  with  his  mission,  and  as  circum- 
stances allow,  the  investigation  will  be 
going  on.  The  hon.  member  can  read  the 
statement  for  himself  in  the  debate  on  this 
bill  in  the  other  House.  I  do  not  see  that 
the  House  has  been  offered  an  acceptable 
amendment.  I  quite  agree  with  the  hon. 
member  from  Barrie,  and  I  must  confess 
that  he  has  acted  with  a  great  deal  of  gen- 
erosity in  this  matter.  Although  opposed  to 
the  principle  of  the  bill  in  itself  he  con- 
fesses that  from  his  own  interpretation — 
and  it  is  my  own  also— if  this  amendment 
was  accepted  it  would  be  practically  a  defeat 
of  the  bill. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  have  altered  the 
proviso  that  I  proposed  so  as  to  make  it 
read  as  follows : 

Provided  also  that  the  existing  mills  on  streams 
in  reference  to  which  the  law  has  not  heretofore 
been  enforced  shall  also  be  exempt  from  the  opera- 
tions of  this  subsection  up  to  the  30th  June,  1897. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMILLAN— That  would  not 
apply  to  new  mills  1 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Of  course  not.  They 
would  not  have  built  mills  for  two  years. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALLAN — I  cannot  see  the  ad- 
vantage of  either  amendment  that  has  been 
propmed.  As  1  understand  this  bill,  both 
in  the  case  of  those  streams  which  are  ex- 
empted and  in  the  case  of  the  Ottawa  River, 
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it  puts  a  stop  to  those  exemptions  altogether 
in  1897.  Then,  with  regard  to  this  sub- 
section 2  of  clause  one,  it  seems  to  me  those 
amendments  would  have  just  this  effect: 
My  hon.  friend  said  no  man  would  put  up  a 
mill  for  two  years,  that  is  not  altogether  so 
improbable,  but  apart  from  that,  if  any 
change  in  circumstances  should  render  it 
desirable  in  any  way  to  limit  this  exemption 
with  regard  to  any  stream  running  into  a 
salmon  river,  or  in  which  it  might  be 
desirab'e  to  preserve  the  trout  fishing 
it  would  effectually  take  out  of  the  hands 
of  the  government  the  power  of  enforcing 
the  exemption  with  regard  to  such  streams. 
That  is  the  effect  it  would  have,  and  I  do 
not  see  anything  to  be  gained  by  it. 

The  committee  divided  on  the  amendment 
proposed  by  the  Hon.  Mr.  Perley,  which  was 
rejected. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  now  submit  my 
amendment.  I  am  quite  prepared  to  put  it 
.4a  any  shape  that  will  be  acceptable.  There 
is  this  fact  which  is  undeniable — that  there 
are  streams  now  in  existence  in  the  mari- 
time provinces  where  the  law  has  not  been 
enforced,  small  streams  where  there  has 
been  no  exemption  because  it  was  not 
thought  worth  while.  This  proposed 
amendment  of  mine  applies  to  those  cases 
and  those  only.  The  case  put  by  the  hon. 
senator  from  Toronto  does  not  apply,  for 
the  reason  that  there  are  a  number  of  mills 
on  streams  where  exemption  has  not  been 
applied  for,  but  where  from  time  immemor- 
ial the  mills  have  been  working  with  the 
knowledge  of  fisheries  inspectors,  and  no 
action  has  been  taken  against  them. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALLAN — They  would  go  on 
in  the  same  way. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— No  ;  they  would  have 
to  apply  for  an  exemption  and  therefore  I 
thought  if  the  words  were  added  : 

And  provided  also  that  existing  mills  on 
streams  in  reference  to  which  the  law  has  not  been 
heretofore  enforced  shall  also  ))e  exempt  from  the 
operation  of  this  section  until  the  30th  June, 
1897. 

Hon.  Mr.  ANGERS— Let  them  apply  for 
exemption. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  hon.  gentleman 
said  distinctly  that  the  law  would  not  be 
made  to  apply  to  those  small  mills. 


Hon.   Mr.    ANGERS — My  convessi- 
was  with  the  hon.  gentleman  bom  H 
well.     I  said  that  the    government  s-. 
have   no   objection   to   granting  exec; 
during  that  period  of  two  years  if  affi-c 
was  made,  but  that  the  government  si  ■ 
exercise  its  discretion  in.  the  matter.  ' '. 
may  tldnk  the  mill  refuse    is  not  in/r*. 
and  the  officer  of  the  department  may ::  • 
it  is,  and   it  is  left  to  the  discretio.  \i  ■ 
Governor  in  Council.     In    the  past  this  c- 
cretion  has  been  judiciously  and  wjsth  -: 
ercised  and  I  think  it  should   be  <ooti£>- 
for  that  period. 

Hon.      Mr.      McCLELAN— I     aa 
favour  of  some  such  amendent  as  thi- : 
the  reason  that  I  gave  yesterday.    3'"  f 
emption  was   applied   for  in    the  c»se«  • 
which  I  referred.     They  ^ere    small  i:_- 
I  instanced   a  case  in  which   a  mtU^o^.-r 
was  put  to   a  very   great  expense  thwe. 
the  temporary  enforcement  of  the  lav.    ': 
many  cases  it  is  quite  an  inconvenieoM  ' 
mill-owners  to  go  to  the  expense  of  mati. 
application  for  exemption.    Where  tieft!u 
been  no  enforcement  for  years,  I  am  «:.- 
fied  that  there  will  be  no  actual  enf'jp- 
ment  in  years  to  come,  and  this  amendw;' 
is  simply  to  provide  for  those  p«rtictt/a;'^ 
tablishments  that  they  shall  not  come  u*i- 
the  operation  of    the   law   for  two  tw* 
thus   putting  every    one    on    an  eqniST 
You  now  propose   exempting  some  ta-c- 
fifteen  rivers  besides  those  which  have  \*s<- 
tofore   been  exempted  by  Order  in  Coan- 1 
Why  not  include  those  others  wbioA  Aj'- 
not  been   under  the   operation  of  the  Iw. 
because  the   law    has    not  been  enfon« 
However,     the  minister    has    assured  *■ 
privately,   and    in  his  place  in  the  Sens:- 
that  the  enforcement   of  the  law  fH^'- 
take  place  and   that  these  people  will  ^*- 
be  put  to  the  inconvenience  that  theyffl'.'i' 
otherwise      be      subjected     to    by    It* 
fisheries  officers. 

Hon.  Mr.  ANGERS— If  a  thing  is  'Oft^ 
having  it  is  worth  speaking  for.  Mv  ^ 
swer  is  again  that  if  there  are  such  cases  i< 
the  hon.  gentleman  points  out,  whw '" 
would  not  be  injurious  in  the  opinion  of  tl* 
Fisheries  Department  to  fish  life,  let  thm 
apply  for  the  exemption.  That  is  f*i 
enough. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (E.G.)-*" 
are  other  things  as  important  as  saff-d"*' 
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^e  have  had  quite  enough  of  that  article 
>r  the  last  two  or  three  days.  There  is  an- 
Dlier  question  of  some  importance,  and  that 
'  the  pollution  of  the  rivers  in  British  Col- 
n\bia  by  the  throwing  in  of  offal.  I  sup- 
ose  the  Minister  will  be  able  to  tell  us 
'hat  is  the  intention  of  the  government 
riih  regard  to  the  Fraser  and  other  rivers, 
•hether  they  are  going  to  allow  this  offal  to 
►e  thro'wn  in  1 

Hon.  Mr.  ANGERS— The  hon.  member 
or    "Victoria   drew    the    attention    of   the 
Souse  at  the  beginning  of  this  debate  to  the 
'act     that     he   now    refers    to     a    second 
time.      The  attention  of  the  House  was  so 
much   absorbed  by  th^   Ottawa  River,  and 
this  bill  has  been  so  entirely  discussed  from 
the    point  of  view  of  the  Ottawa  interest, 
that  1  really  forgot  to  give  the  hon.  member 
an  answer  to  his  question  in  relation  to  the 
throwing  of  fish  offal  into  the  Fraser  River. 
Application  had  been  made,  I  know  indi- 
rectly, for  the  privilege  of  throwing  into  the 
river  what  is  called  the  offal  from  the  can- 
neries.    My  present  information  is  that  the 
application  has  not  been  sustained,  and  I 
may  tell  the  House  that  I  think  the  practice 
is  mott  objectionable.     Fish  offal  is  more 
objectionable  thansaw-dust,from  the  fact  that 
it  poisons  the    water  and  destroys  the  fish. 
On  the  Atlantic  coast  the  fishermen  who  fish 
for  cod  are  not  allowed  to  cut  and  throw  the 
offal  into  the  ocean,  or  near  the  shore,  for 
the  reason  that  it  destroys  cod-fishing.     On 
the  same  principle,  I  think  that   the  offal 
should  not  be  thrown  into  the  Fraser  River 
or   any   of  the    salmon   rivers    of    British 
Columbia.     My  information  is  that  on  the 
Fraser  River  the  offal  every  day  amounts 
to  200  tons.     That  is  an  enormous  quan- 
tity ;    it    is    established    that    during    the 
good  fishing  season   which  lasts  about  six 
weeks — 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)— Yes, 
six  weeks  or  two  months. 

Hon.  Mr.  ANGERS — that  it  amounts  to 
about  200  tons  a  day.  I  wish  to  draw  the 
attention  of  the  Hou.ss  to  the  valuable  in- 
dustry that  could  be  built  up  by  establishing 
factories  for  making  artificial  manure  of  this 
offal.  It  is  spoken  of  as  likely  to  be  used 
for  that  purpose.  However  I  shall  make  it 
my  duty  to  draw  the  attention  of  the  Minis- 
ter of  Marine  to  this  subject,  and  shall  be  in 
a  position  later  on  to  give  the  hon.  gentle- 


man a  definite  answer,  but  I  give  him  now 
my  own  personal  opinion  as  to  the  objection 
to  throwing  fish  offal  into  the  river. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  withdraw  the  amend- 
ment if  the  sense  of  the  House  is  not  in 
favour  of  it. 

The  amendment  was  withdrawn 

Hon.  Mr.  CLEMOW — I  have  an  amend- 
ment to  propose  to  subsection  1  which  I  do 
not  think  will  meet  with  any  objection ;  it 
is  simply  that  the  30th  April,  1897,  be  sub- 
stituted for  the  30th  June,  1897.  The  saw- 
ing season  only  commences  on  the  30th  May, 
and  it  is  unnecessary  to  extend  so  late  as 
June. 

Hon.  Mr.  ANGERS— Is  it  worth  while 
to  amend  the  bill  for  that ) 

Hon.  Mr.  CLEMOW— Yes. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALMON — If  there  is  an  amend- 
ment is  there  not  a  chance,  at  this  late  stage 
of  the  session,  of  its  not  passing  through  the 
Commons. 

The  amendment  was  declared  lost  on  a 
division. 

On  clause  2, 

Hon.  Mr.  CLEMOW— I  move  that  all 
after  the  word  "  council  "  in  the  36th  line 
of  subsection  2  be  struck  out,  because  it 
exempts  the  parties  who  have  been  violating 
the  law — ^whitewashing  them.  They  are  to 
be  relieved  from  the  penalties  incurred  for 
the  acts  committed  by  them  within  the  last 
two  months  in  direct  violation  of  the  law. 
I  do  not  think  it  is  a  correct  principle.  It 
is  establishing  a  bad  precedent,  and  I  do 
not  want  it  to  be  recorded  on  the  statute 
that  the  people  of  this  country  disregard  Acts 
of  Parliament  when  they  are  in  existence,  and 
particularly  so  when  the  principal  offender  is 
is  an  adviser  of  Her  Majesty  in  the  Ontario 
Grovernment.  This  House  should  de- 
nounce actions  of  that  sort.  This  House  will 
agree  with  me  that  that  clause  should  be 
stricken  out,  and  whatever  penalties  the 
mill-owners  have  incurred  in  the  past  should 
remain.  No  actions  have  been  taken  yet, 
but  I  do  not  want  it  to  go  abroad  that  this 
Parliament  will  countenance  outrages  of  this 
kind  to  be  perpretrated  upon  the  people 
with  impunity.  Our  people  are  law-abiding 
and  support  any  law  in  existence,  but  we 
find  these  mill-men  deliberately  violating  the 
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law  and  now  we  are  asked  to  pass  an  Act  to 
relieve  them  from  the  consequences  of  their 
conduct.  I  want  a  vote  on  this  question, 
and  if  it  is  not  carried  in  committee  I  shall 
be  prepared  to  move  this  amendment  on  the 
third  reading  so  that  we  may  have  a  full 
vote  of  the  Senate  on  this  matter  put  on 
record.  That  is  why  I  move  the  amendment 
now.  There  are  legal  gentlemen  here  who 
will  tell  me  whether  I  am  right  or  wrong  in 
desiring  that,  as  far  as  this  Act  is  concerned, 
there  should  not  be  a  condonation  of  those 
violations  of  the  law. 

Hon.  Mr.  ANGERS— The  object  of  the 
clause  is  to  relieve  the  parties  from  the  pen- 
alties. The  language  of  it  is  clear.  There 
are  two  reasons  for  doing  this ;  one  I  gave 
the  other  day,  that  when  the  Senate  last 
year  introduced  an  amendment  to  the  Bill 
from  the  House  of  Commons,  this  House 
was  not  supplied  with  the  necessary  infor- 
mation J  because  if  they  had  been  they 
would  not  have  introduced  the  amendment. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— That  is  a  reflection 
on  the  action  of  Parliatcent  and  it  is  very 
unparliamentary. 

Hon.  Mr.  ANGERS— No,  it  is  not  a  re- 
flection on  the  action  of  Parliament  last 
year,  because,  as  I  have  explained,  it  came 
late  in  the  session  at  a  time  when  a  number 
of  the  members  of  this  House  hAd  gone  and 
the  subject  did  not  receive  the  discission 
and  attention  that  it  required.  That  is 
what  I  stated,  and  I  give  that  as  a  justifica- 
tion for  the  mistake  we  made  last  year. 
That  is  one  argument.  I  now  invoke  the 
action  of  the  Senate.  They  have  adopted 
the  first  clause  by  a  large  majority  of  this 
House.  We  have  acknowledged  that  it  was 
right  that  the  exemption  should  be  made. 
That  is  the  case  before  us ;  yesterday 
we  voted  it,  to-day  we  have  adopted  the 
clause,  and  that  is  the  second  reason.  The 
third  reason  why  the  penalty  should  not  be 
exacted  is  that  previous  to  the  penalties  be- 
ing incurred  the  Parliament  of  Canada  was 
seized  with  this  very  bill  which  had  been 
introduced  in  the  House  of  Commons  and 
which  was  under  discussion  there,  and  under 
the  circumstances,  when  the  people  whom 
this  law  affects  were  informed  that  Parlia- 
ment was  proceeding  with  a  bill  to  exempt 
them  from  the  fines,  is  it  reasonable  to  ex- 
pect that  they  would  have  closed  their  mills 


to  the  great  disadvantage  of  the  poU.Ti- 
the  first  of  May  until  to-day  t  I  lear^  r 
the  House  to  say,  for  those  thtw  ra-. 
whether  it  is  not  right  that  the  nah-'jr. 
should  be  exempt  from  the  penalties.  7: 
is  my  reason  for  supporting  the cUu'^'.C' 
bill  and  opposing  the  amendment. 

Hon.  Mr.  GO  WAN— The  reason  g-rr. 
the  hon.  Minister  does  not  comme&d  :> 
to  my  mind.     As  I  understand  him,  b»  • 
that  parliament  had  acted  hastily  and : 
a  mistake,  but  surely  he  will  not  saj  '.- 
the  mistake  of  parliament  coold  in  uit '. 
excuse  the  mill-owners  from  violating  cf- 
law  with  impunity.     The  second  gmaD-;' 
hon.    Minister  gives  for  relieving  the.  ' 
those  penalties  is  that  the  matter  h»i  •- 
early   brought   up   for    amendment  ir  • 
House  of  Commons,  and  that  thereforr  "- 
mill-owners  might   naturally  suppose " 
the  law  would  pa.ss.     I  cannot  see  tb' :. 
mill-owners   had     any   right    to  cm 
because  the  matter  was  introduced  in  : 
liament,  that  it  would  therefore  becocK  r 
That  would  be  a  very  dangerous  princiR-' 
lay  down,  and   a  very   dangerous  ou-: : 
people  to  act  upon.     There  was  a  law*' 
statute  book  and  and  it  ought  to  ha^^ '" 
obeyed.     I  do  not   think  the  fact  that  - 
matter  was  introduced  in  the  House  i" 
an  excuse  for  the   violation  of  a  plaic  - 
These  men  have  violated  the  law  and  i ' 
it  is  proposed   to  indemnify  them  for  it- 
violation.      The  amount  of  the  finei-; 
material  to   consider.     As  my  hoa  t>- 
says,  there  may  be  no  effort  to  enfoite '  • 
collection  of  these  fines  but  still  you  er^ 
lish  a  precedent.      I  think  that  yoo  ^i 
a  very  sound  principle  in  making  »  pf^' 
to  these  gentlemen,  as  practically  you  o. 
the  amount  for  which  they  are  liable. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— The  hon.  gentlts 
from  the  Rideau  division,  inspeakin?"'-' 
improper  action  of  a  gentleman  whol- 
pened  to  be  a  mill-owner  and  member  "f" 
Ontario  government,  omitted  a  very  inK 
ant  circumstance,  which  I  shall  supply-  ^■' 
less  I  am  misinformed — and  the  Prime  »-^ 
ister  or  his  assistant  minister  her*  "^ 
correct  me  if  I  am  wrong 

Hon.  Mr.  ANGERS— There  is  no  «^'' 
ant  minister  here. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  am  credibif  ■> 
formed   that  the  Minister  of  Marine  «• 
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.slier-ies  gave  these  millers  an  assurance 
.»t>  tilie  law  would  not  be  enforced  as  to 
in.t>,  a.nd  that  this  measure  would  be  in- 
ctduced.  Adding  this  circumstance  to  the 
TCVLinstances  mentioned  by  the  minister,  I 
link  it  would  be  an  unfair  thing  to  take 
lva.n.t>age  of  the  fact  that  those  gentlemen 
slied  upon  the  Government  and  Parliament 
>  do  this. 

Jlon.  Mr.  ANGERS— The  House  was 
irtuaJly  seized  with  the  bill  previous  to 
heir  incurring  any  large  portion  of  the  fine, 
E  any  at  all,  as  I  understand. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLEMOW— The  hon.  gentle- 
nan  said  that  last  year,  when  the  bill  was 
lefore  the  House,  there  was  a  small  atten- 
iance.      My  recollection  is  that  there  was  a 
jood  attendance  and  it  was  pretty  well  dis- 
:;ussed.     He  also  says  that  the  action  of  the 
Senate  was  not  borne  out  by  facts.     The 
iction  of  the  Senate  was  borne  out  by  facts 
elicited  seven  years  prior  to  that.     Every 
act     was    done     with     the     full    approba- 
tion     of    the     Senate     and     the     govern- 
ment,   and    not  a  step    was    taken    with- 
out  their  concurrence.     He  speaks  of   the 
first  clause  being  passed  and  that  therefore 
the  bill  is  to  become  law.     It  is  not  a  law 
because  we  submit  to  it  to-night.     It  is  not 
a  law  until  it  receives  the  royal  assent,  and 
I    intend   to  put  a  notice  on  the  paper  to 
take    the    sense  of    the   House    on    those 
two   points.     It  has  not  yet  received  the 
Governor's    approval    and   those   men  are 
just     as  much   nt    fault    in   violating  the 
law  now  as   they   were  a  month  ago.     I 
think  it   is  an  outrage  on  this    country. 
I  am  afraid   if  we  continue  legislating  in 
this  line,  we  will  get  the  opprobrium  that 
attached  some  years  ago  to  the  people  in  the 
south    of    Ireland.     They    say  there  that 
money  and  influence  would  relieve  them  from 
the  penalty  for  any  criminal  act  committed 
by  them.     I  am  sorry  to  see  an  act   put 
on  the  statute  book  to  exonerate  men  for 
breaking  a  law  which  they  understood  per- 
fectly well.     I  know  not  whether  the  Min- 
ister of  Marine  gave  them  an  assurance  that 
they  would  not  be  interfered  with,  but  I 
claim  that  he  had  no  right  to  do  so  any 
more  than  I  would  have.     Any  assurance 
that  he  could  give  was  as  valueless  as  waste 
paper  until  it  received  the  sanction  of  Par- 
liament.    Under  all  the  circumstances  the 
House  will  see  that  my  proposition  is  a  fair 


one,  and  that  these  men  should  remain  under 
the  condition  in  which  they  are  at  present, 
in  standing  before  the  public  as  violators  of 
a  law  enacted  for  the  protection  of  the  in- 
terests of  the  great  majority  of  the  people  of 
this  country. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCALLUM— I  would  say  to 
the  hon.  gentleman  from  Rideau,  that  I  was 
prepared  to  vote  with  him  if  he  had  divided 
the  House  the  other  night,  but  now  I  am 
opposed  to  him  entirely.  It  would  be  a 
strange  thing  if  this  Senate  were  to  punish 
the  mill-mun  by  taking  a  little  money  out  of 
them.  Surely  we  have  not  come  down  to 
that.  It  is  very  important  to  keep  the 
Ottawa  river  open,  but  my  vote  will  not  be 
cast  to  punish  these  men  and  take  money 
out  of  them,  because  there  is  no  doubt  they 
have  been  throwing  saw-dust  into  the  Ottawa 
for  years,  and  thought  they  had  a  right  to 
do  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLEMOW—It  is  not  the 
money  at  all  ;  it  is  the  principle  that  these 
men  have  been  violating  the  law,  and  it  is 
not  right  for  us  to  relieve  them. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL — It  strikes  me  that  as 
parliament  has  decided  to  adopt  the  prin- 
ciple of  this  bill,  and  as  it  will  certainly  be 
enacted  into  law,  it  would  be  a  very  strange 
kind  of  procedure  to  have  the  millmen  sub- 
ject to  the  penalty,  when  by  passing  the  bill 
!  we  acknowledge  that  last  year  we  made  a 
I  mistake  and  put  on  the  statute-book  a  law 
which  was  not  a  good  law,  and  which,  upon 
further  consideration,  we  now  repeal.  Surely 
it  would  be  a  necessary  and  logical  deduc- 
tion from  passing  this  bill  that  it  would  be 
wrong  to  impose  a  penalty  upon  people  who 
broke  a  law  which  we  acknowledge  to  be  a 
bad  law  that  should  not  have  been  enacted 
at  all.  If  you  take  away  those  words  we 
give  a  chance  to  any  person  so  disposed  to 
make  trouble  with  the  millowners  by  taking 
action  against  them. 

Hon.  Mr.  ANGERS— In  principle,  I 
agree  with  the  doctrine  laid  down  by  the 
hon.  member  for  Barrie,  that  those  people 
have  incurred  the  fine,  and  it  is  because  of 
that  doctrine  that  the  government  come 
now  with  this  very  bill  to  relieve  them. 
The  matter  is  not  new ;  we  have  already 
passed  in  many  instances  bills  of  indemnity. 
A  man  through  misfortune  may  infringe  the 
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law,  but  we  do  not  cut  his  head  off.  Instead 
of  doing  that,  we  come  to  Parliament,  influ- 
enced by  considerations  of  equity  and  justice, 
and  obtain  legislation.  As  has  been  pointed 
out,  we  made  a  mistake  last  year  ;  the  lan- 
guage of  the  bill  now  justifies  me  in  saying  so, 
and  should  we  subject  those  men  to  the 
spite  of  one  or  two  people  and  have  them 
liable  to  the  penalty  for  ever  ?  If  we  relieve 
them  from  the  obligation  we  should  also 
relieve  them  from  the  penalties  which  might 
be  enforced  through  the  spite  and  ill-will  of 
others. 

The  amendment  was  lost. 

The  clause  was  agreed  to. 

Hon.  Mr.  OGILVIE,  from  the  committee, 
reported  the  bill  without  amendment. 

BRITISH  COLUMBIA  RAILWAY 
BELT  LANDS  BILL 

SECOND  READING. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BO  WELL  mov- 
ed the  second  reading  of  Bill  (M)  "  An  Act 
for  the  settlement  of  certain  questions  be- 
tween the  government  of  Canada  and  British 
Columbia,  relating  to  lands  in  the  railway 
belt,  British  Columbia."  He  said  :  The 
House  will  remember  that  British  Columbia 
granted  to  the  Dominion  of  Canada  a  belt  of 
land  of  20  miles  on  each  side  of  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  to  aid  in  the  construction  of 
that  line.  The  terms  of  union  are  to  be 
found  in  extenso  on  page  88  of  the  statutes 
of  Canada  for  1872.  Certain  questions  have 
arisen  in  connection  with  the  handing  over 
of  this  belt  to  the  Dominion,  notably  with 
regard  to  the  delimitation  of  the  belt,  the  set- 
tlement of  the  title  granted  by  the  province 
and  the  question  of  the  registration  of  pat- 
ents issued  by  the  Dominion  Government. 
Negotiations,  having  for  their  object  the 
clearing  up  of  all  points  of  difference,  were 
suspended  at  the  time  of  the  death  of  the 
late  Sir  John  Thompson,  but  have  been 
resumed  by  the  Minister  of  the  Interior. 
Before  proceeding  further  in  the  matter  it  is 
desirable  that  the  minister  should  be  invest- 
ed with  authority  which  will  enable  him  to 
conclude  an  agreement  with  the  province 
which  shall  have  the  effect  of  setting  at  rest 
all  the  questions  in  dispute.  I  will  not 
weary  the  House  with  a  statement  of  what 
those  differences  are,  but  I  can  explain  in  a 


few  words  the  object  of    the   bilL    A:  - 
union  of  the  provinces,   when  the  Dob  - 
agreed    to   construct  the    Canadian  ?k 
Railway,     it     was     agreed,     as   put    ' 
the  aid  to  be  given  to    that  rulwav.  ■ 
the  British   Columbia  Govemmeot  ;b- 
cede  to  the  Dominion  twenty  miles  i£  : 
territory  or  land  on  either   side  c^  tb''  a 
way.    Great  difSculties  have  arisen  in  *i-  j- 
limitation  of  that  belt,  from  the  hei  xhi- 
is  so  winding  and  crooked.      To  takf  -. 
twenty  miles  following  exactly  the  cdar*  • 
the  road  was  found  to  be    not  only  ii  • 
venient  but  almost  impossible.     An  i^ 
ment  was  entered  into  between  the  pre*- 
government  of  British  Columbia,  the  Mi- 
ter  of   the    Interior,    myself,    and  a&c- 
member  of  the  Cabinet,  by    which  tie  W 
to  be  ceded  should  be  laid   out  in  eq:-- 
blocks ;  that  is,  it  will  run  to  the  nortJ:  c 
to  the  south  on  either  side,  and  it  will  bf  • .' 
off  in  square  blocks  or  townships  as  tbeur 
may  be.     In  some  cases  it  may  not  be--' 
ten  or  twelve  or  fifteen  miles  from  tfcf  -:• 
of  the  railway,  while  in  other  cases,  p<^ii;  ■ 
immediately  adjoining  that  township  it  ^ 
run  back  to  the  twenty  or  twenty-five  our 
This  was  the  best  and  about  the  only  miv 
that  C9uld  be  adopted  to  come  toanamiii' 
settlement  upon  that  question.     Then  *.!;-•* 
was  another  difficulty  which  has  also  '«-- 
amicably  ari-anged.     It  was  the  sale  by  i*« 
British    Columbia   Government  of  »rui 
lands  after  the  line  of  the  road  b»d  bi^ 
located.     Under  the    tetms   of  union  '-• 
land  lying  within  the  twenty  miles  belai.'^ 
to  the  Dominion.     Take  Revelstoke  -^  »" 
illustration.     Had  that  place  been  sold  pR- 
vious  to  the  location  of  the  line,  the  gov-*: 
ment  of  British  Columbia  would  have  b>>; 
I  entitled  to  the  proceeds  arising  from  th^ 
\  sales.     A  dispute  arose  on  that  qaetti--. 
I  which  was  taken  to   the   courts,  and  "• 
I  courts  decided  against  the  British  Colunio.i 
I  Government.    The  British  Columbia  GoviT.- 
I  ment  and  the  Dominion  have  come  to  u 
;  arrangement.     The  Dominion  Govemmir|'.'- 
I  does  not  exact  what  might  be  considered  tt' 
I  full  value  of  the  town  lands  and  other  larnis. 
I  at  the  present  moment,  but  they  haveagtw*- 
1  to  accept  from  the  British  Columbia  (iovert- 
I  ment  the  amount  which  they  received  !«' 
1  the  property  at  the  time  they  sold. 


Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)-Tli« 
is  the  Revelstoke  lands  ) 
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Hion.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
»s,  it>  applies  to  all  in  case  there  are  any 
ners.  Another  difficulty  arose  :  when  the 
iininion  Gk>vernment  contested  this  point 
th  the  British  Columbia  Government, 
ey  refused  to  register  any  titles  t'  at  were 
ven  to  the  lots  in  Revelstoke  in  their 
gist.ry  office.  They  have  agreed  now, 
ider  this  settlement,  to  treat  patents  given 
f  the  Dominion  Government  in  the  same 
anner  as  they  do  their  own.  The  latter 
ause  gives  power  to  settle  any  other  diffi- 
xlty  arising  in  the  settlement  of  this  great 
aestion.     The  third  clause  provides  : 

3.  Any  agreetnent  so  entered  into  may  make 
Licli  provision  as  may  be  thought  proper  for  the 
ittlenient  of  controversies  and  claims  arising  out 
f  grants  made  by  the  government  of  the  province 
f  lands  in  the  railway  belt  after  the  line  of  the 
aid  railway  had  been  finally  settled. 

Then  it  gives  power  to  the  Governor  in 
!!?ouncil  to  ratify  the  provisions  of  any 
igreement  entered  into  in  pursuance  of  this 
xat.  That  is  about  the  principle  of  the 
oill  and  I  think  the  House  will  recog- 
nize the  importance  of  passing  a  bill  of 
this  kind  to  legalize  and  put  beyond  all 
future  dispute  any  question  as  to  which  a 
settlement  may  be  come  to  between  the 
parties. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)— There 
is  a  very  important  question  which  I  lost 
track  of,  and  that  is  the  question  of  the 
royalty  or  sovereignty  of  that  belt.  If  the 
province  gives  a  grant  of  land  to  me,  the 
sovereignty  remains  in  the  province,  but  the 
province  having  given  a  grant  of  land  to 
the  Dominion,  where  does  the  royalty  lie  1 
I  believe  this  question  arises  on  account  of 
the  minerals  in  Kootenay.  Who  collects 
the  revenue  for  the  mining  license  within 
the  railway  belt? 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I 
speak  under  correction  in  answering  that 
question,  but  if  my  recollection  serves  me 
right,  the  law  lords  of  the  Privy  Council  de- 
cided that  the  minerals  belong  to  the  pro- 
vince. 

Hon.  Mr.  LOUGHEED— The  precious 
metals ! 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Precious  metals  only. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
The  precious  metals  belong  to  the  province 


and  not  to  the  Dominion,  precious  metals 
which  may  be  situated  in  the  20  miles  belt. 
So  far  as  the  Kootenay  is  concerned,  that 
belongs  to  the  province  of  British  Colum 
bia,  because  it  is  beyond  the  20  miles. 

Hon.Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)— So  that 
the  royalty  of  the  belt  belongs  to  the  prov- 
ince still } 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— No,  the  precious  met^ 
als  only. 

Hon.Mr.MACDONALD  (B.C.)— That  ia 
the  chief  thing.     Coal  does  not. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— No. 

Hon.  Mr.  LOUGHEED— The  coal  and 
the  base  metals  were  held  by  the  Privy 
Council  to  be  vested  in  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment, and  the  precious  metals  in  the  prov- 
ince. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)— I  think 
the  plan  adopted  is  a  very  good  one  for 
laying  out  the  reserve.  Of  course  the  line 
is  so  full  of  sinuosities  that  it  would  be 
difficult  to  have  two  correct  lines  through- 
out. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
Yes. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.  C.)— There 
is  only  one  better  way  and  that  is  to  relin- 
quish the  whole  belt  to  the  province.  That 
would  be  the  simplest  way  out  of  the  diffi- 
culty. I  suppose  the  administration  of  those 
lands  costs  the  government  more  than  they 
get  out  of  them.  It  would  be  a  very  simple 
matter  to  hand  over  the  whole  reserve  and 
let  the  province  make  their  own  surveys 
and  arrange  other  matters.  However,  I 
suppose  that  is  something  to  be  thought  of 
hereafter. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
Perhaps  we  might  do  in  this  case  as  we  did 
on  a  former  occasion,  give  the  30-3iile  belt 
and  take  in  exchange  part  of  the  Peace 
River  district  which  lies  east  of  the  Rocky 
Mountains  and  is  within  British  Columbia. 
The  hon.  gentleman  will  remember  that  we 
did  receive  two  or  three  million  acres  of 
land  in  that  section  of  the  North-west 
Territories,  and  the  suggestion  made  by  the 
hon.  gentleman  might  possibly  be  advisable 
— we  might  take  the  balance  of  the  land 
that  lies  east  of  the  Rocky  Mountains  be- 
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longing  to  British  Columbia  up  to  the  Peace 
River  district  and  give  British  Columbia  the 
rocks. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD— Yes,  that 
might  be  done. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to  and  the  bill 
was  read  the  second  time. 

THIRD  READINGS. 

The  following  bills  passed  through  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  without  amendment, 
and  were  read  the  third  time  and  passed : — 

Bill  (113)  "An  Act  to  amend  chapter  10 
of  the  statutes  of  1892  respecting  the  Har- 
bour Commissioners  of  Three  Rivers." — (Sir 
Mackenzie  Bowell.) 

Bill  (122)  "  An  Act  further  to  amend  the 
general  Inspection  Act." — (Sir  Mackenzie 
Bowell.) 

PUBLIC  WORKS  ACT  AMENDMENT 
BILL. 

IN  COMMITTEE. 

The  House  resolved  itself  into  a  Committee 
of  the  Whole  on  Bill  (123)  "An  Act  to 
amend  the  Public  Works  Act." 

Hon.  Mr.  PERLEY,  from  the  committee, 
reported  the  bill  without  amendment. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I 
will  let  the  third  reading  stend  until  to- 
morrow, until  I  ascertain  whether  the  word 
"  works  "  covers  land  as  well  as  buildings. 

Hon.  Mr.  ANGERS— The  French  edition 
does  not  agree  with  the  English  version. 
The  third  reading  was  fixed  for  to-morrow. 

The  Senate  then  adjourned. 


THE  SENATE. 

Ottawa,  Thursday,  July  4th,  1895. 

The  SPEAKER  took  the  Chair  at  Three 
o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 
BANKERS'  LIFE  ASSOCIATION  BILL. 

KEPORTED   FROM   COMMITTEE. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALLAN,  from  the  Committee 
on  Banking  and  Commerce,   reported  Bill 


(26)  "  An  Act  to"  incorporate  the  Bci; 
Life  Association  of  Canada."     He  a^i 
appears  from  the  minutes    that  xhs  ptev, ; 
report  was  concurred  in  -with  the  eiw  . 
of  the  name.     That  was  the   only  rsas* 
was  reported  back  to  the  committee,  mc  ■ 
committee  have  now  substituted  the  t  - 
"  Merchants  "  for  "  Bankers."     If  the  H  .- 
approves   of  that  name  there  is  no  res* 
why  the  report  should  not  be  oonccmd 
at  once. 

Hon.  Mr.  LOUGHEED  moved  thw  :i 
report  be  concurred  in. 

The  motion  waa  agreed  to.    • 

THIRD  READINGS. 

Bill  (81)  "An  Act  to  incorporate  •:• 
Ontario  Accident  Insurance  Co." 

BUI  (90)  "  An  Act  respecting  the  Osb"^ 
Railway  Co."— (Mr.  Dobson.) 

THE  MONTREAL    HARBOUR  O.'.V 
MISSION. 

INQDIBT. 

Hon.  Mr.  DESJARDINS— In  the  '.'- 
ette  of  this  morning  I  notice  the  follovio/  - 

THE  MONTREAL  HARBOUR  WORK> 

Messrs.  Hy.  Bulmer,  Andrew  Allan  uid  Mi> 
Villeneuve,  of  the  Montreal  Harbour  Commije- 
were  to-day  in  connection  with  harbor  nuiiffr 
They  had  an  interview  with  Mr.  Ouiinet,  Mm*'' 
of  Public  Works,  who  is  earnestly  ende&voun.. 
to  meet  the  wishes  of  the  commissioners,  u  rrl 
as  with  the  Finance  Minister.  It  is  desired  t<  ■' 
tain  from  the  government  an  advance  of  $iit>.'>' 
on  harbour  4per  cent  bonds  for  the  purpn*  ■' 
prosecuting  the  plan  of  harbour  improvement » • 
in  baud,  and  an  early  answer  to  the  request  L<n- 
quested.  The  report  of  the  engineers  who  n<xv^' 
examined  plan  No.  6,  although  not  yet  HU'-- 
public,  is  understood  to  favour  its  execution  W''' 
some  slight  modifications. 

I  have  been  asking  for  documents  kttlj 
in  relation  to  this  subject,  and  it  is  very  n 
portant  that  they  should  be  laid  before  ttie 
Senate,  so  that  members  can  have  tbor. 
when  the  question  comes  before  the  Hon* 
as  there  is  a  difference  of  opinion  on  th'. 
question  of  plan  number  six,  and  I  shouli! 
like  to  know  what  they  will  do. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWEIX- 
I  saw  Mr.  Bulmer  in  the  corridor  yestenlay. 
but  he  did  not  intimate  to  me  what  ^ 
reasons  were  for  visiting  the    city.    H( 
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^^1:11^  possibly  have  had  an  interview 
til  the  Finance  Minister,  perhaps 
^tili  Mr.  Ouimet,  but  of  the  result 
tha.t>  interview  I  have  no  knowledge.  I 
gret>  very  much  that  the  papers  have  not 
3en  'brought  down  at  an  earlier  date  so  that 
y  hon.  friend  could  see  them  in  order  to 
i^&ble  him  the  better  to  discuss  this  question, 
ub  I  -will  make  inquiry  immediately  and 
-y  to  hurry  them  up. 

'ISHERIES  ACT  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

THIRD    READING. 

Hon.  Mr.  ANGERS  moved  the  third 
eadingofBill  (67)  "An  Act  further  to 
imend  the  Fisheries  Act." 

Hon.  Mr.  CLEMOW — I  gave  notice  yes- 
terday of  some  amendments  which  I  intend- 
ed to  propose  to  this  bill,  but  I  presume  it  is 
unnecessary  to  continue  my  opposition  any 
further.     I  regret  that  there  has   been  so 
much  discussion  on  this  subject,  and  I  have 
no  desire  to  prolong  it.  I  only  hope  that  the 
evidence  which  has  been  submitted  to  the 
House  will  have  the  eSect  of  putting  an  end 
to  this  saw-dust  nuisance  in  the  near  future. 
I  was  compelled,  by  force  of  circumstances, 
to  pursue  the  course  that  I  have  followed  for 
some  years  in  relation  to  this  question.    The 
Senate  took  up  the  mattersomenineyearsa^o 
and  came  to  a  deliberate  conclusion  that  some- 
thing should  be  done  to  relieve  the  public  of 
a  nuisance  which  was  becoming  intolerable. 
I  think  the  Senate  will   recognize   the  fact 
that  I  have  performed  a  public  duty  in  this 
matter.     I  only  regret  that  some  action  was 
not  taken  years  before.     It  is  unfortunate 
that  the  report  of  a  committee  of  this  House 
on  the  question  had  so  little  effect.     Their 
views  ought  to  have  had  considerable  force, 
particularly  in  the  Senate,  composed  as  it  is 
of  men  who  are  able  to  give  a  calm  deliber- 
ate judgment  on  matters  affecting  thegenei-al 
interests  of  the  country.     I  hope  that  the 
govemnient     will     take    the    matter    into 
their  consideration  and  that  such  arrange- 
ments will  be   made   aa   will   put  an   end 
to  this  serious  evil.     I  know  from  personal 
experience  that  this  section  of  the  country 
is  suffering  very  severely  by  the  depositing 
of  saw'dust  in  the  river,  and  on  that  account 
we  are  perfectly  justified  in  the  siepa  we  have 
taken  to  remedy  the  evil.     Two   years  will 
soon  pass  over,  and  then  we  will  see  whether 
those  millmen  have  any  idea  of  meeting  the 
views  of  parliament.     I  hope  that  the  gov- 


ernment will  have  sufficient  backbone  to  see 
that  they  do,  but  unless  they  put  on  the 
screws  in  the  meantime,  the  millmen  will 
make  no  change  and  we  will  find  them  going 
on  in  the  same  way  with  a  constantly  increas- 
ing evil.  It  would  be  a  lamentable  thing  if, 
after  all  the  efforts  which  have  been  put 
forth  to  put  a  stop  to  the  nuisance,  we  should 
find  ourselves  no  better  off  at  the  expiration 
of  two  years.  The  government  no  doubt 
heve  faith  in  the  millmen,  but  I  frankly  say 
I  have  none  at  all,  and  my  opinion  is  that 
they  have  not  the  Elightest  intention  of  mak- 
ing any  change  until  they  are  compelled  by 
some  power  greater  than  any  that  exists  to- 
day. It  seems  that  they  can  transgress  the 
law  with  perfect  impunity  ;  they  will  always 
have  influence  enough  to  secure  protection 
from  the  consequences  of  their  acts.  I 
apologize  to  the  Senate  for  having  taken  so 
much  of  their  time  in  the  discharge  of  a  duty 
which  was  an  exceedingly  disagreeable  one 
to  me.  I  have  done  my  best  in  the  public 
interest,  and  while  the  result  may  not  be 
satisfactory  to  me,  I  hope  in  the  end  it  will 
be  satisfactory  to  the  country.  At  all  events, 
I  shall  take  steps  to  let  the  public  know  the 
facts  of  the  case  and  the  extent  of  the  nuis- 
ance, after  the  close  of  the  session. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALMON — I  cannot  allow  the 
third  reading  of  the  bill  to  take  place  with- 
out an  expression  of  the  regret  which  I  feel, 
and  which  I  am  sure  is  shared  by  many 
members  of  this  House,  that  I  have  been 
obliged  to  take  a  different  view  of  this  ques- 
tion from  that  of  the  hon.  gentleman  from 
Rideau.  I  have  no  doubt  he  has  been  in- 
fluenced by  the  most  conscientious  motives. 
Necessarily  be  must  have  made  enemies  for 
himself  amongst  the  mill-owners  with  whom 
he  has  social  intercourse,  and  he  deserves 
great  credit  for  the  pertinacity  with  which 
he  has  pursued  what  he  thought  was  the 
right  course.  Many  of  us  agree  with  him 
that  the  sawdust  in  the  river  is  objectionable 
for  many  reasons,  but  we  cannot  close  our 
eyes  to  the  financial  injury  which  would 
take  place  to  the  owners  of  the  mills,  to  their 
employees  and  to  the  country  generally  if 
this  bill  were  not  allowed  to  become  law.  I 
have  been  obliged  to  vote  against  the  hon. 
member,  but  in  doing  so  I  can  assure  him  of 
the  personal  regard  which  I  have  for  him. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the  bill  was 
read  the  third  time  and  passed. 
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PUBLIC  WORKS  ACT  AMENDMENT 
BILL. 

THIRD   READING. 

Hon.    Sir    MACKENZIE      BOWELL 

moved  the  third  reading  of  Bill  (123^  "  An 
Act  to  amen'l  the  Public  Works  Act."  He 
said  :  I  find  on  reference  to  the  interpreta- 
tion clause  of  the  Public  Works  Act  that 
the  term  "  public  work "  includes  work  or 
property  under  the  control  of  the  govern- 
ment. Hence  the  wording  of  the  bill  is 
correct. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the  bill 
was  read  the  third  time  and  passed. 

SECOND  READING. 

Bill  (124)  "  An  Act  further  to  amend  the 
Act  to  readjust  the  representation  in  the 
House  of  Commons." — (Mr.  Angers.) 

BRITISH  COLUMBIA  RAILWAY 
BELT  LANDS  BILL. 

THIRD   READING. 

The  House  resolved  itself  into  a  Commit- 
tee of  the  Whole  on  Bill  (M)  "  An  Act  for 
the  settlement  of  certain  questions  between 
the  government  of  Canada  and  British 
Columbia  relating  to  lands  in  the  railway 
belt,  British  Columbia." 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  rise  for  the  pur- 
pose of  asking  whether  there  has  been  any 
legislation  in  the  past  in  connection  with 
this  matter.  It  seems  to  me  there  must 
have  been.  There  is  no  reference  in  the 
bill  to  any  such  legislation,  and  if  there  has 
been  legislation  in  the  Parliament  of  Canada 
there  should  be  some  mention  of  it  and  the 
bill  should  be  drawn  with  reference  to  that 
legislation.  Is  it  possible  that  all  the  agree- 
ments have  been  made  on  the  part  of 
Canada  without  legislation  t 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
Under  the  terms  of  union,  it  was  necessary 
for  the  British  Columbia  legislature  to 
legislate  in  order  to  transfer  to  the  Domin- 
ion the  20  miles  belt  on  either  side  of  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway.  That  legislation 
did  take  place.  I  referred  to  that  last 
night  when  introducing  the  bill.  On  refer- 
ence to  the  statutes  of  British  Columbia,  it 
will  be  seen  that  there  was  granted  to  the 


Dominion  of  Canada,  the  20  mile  belt.  ' 
terms  of  union,  in  which  it  is  provided  i 
the  Dominion  shall  construct  the  Caia£_ 
Pacific  Railway  through  the    Rocky  M.~ 
tains  to  the  coast,  provided    that  thi; 
mile   belt  should  be  conceded   by  Brii- 
Columbia  as  a  bonus,  if  I  may  so  term  it.  i 
aid  of  the  construction  of  the  railwaj.  n 
the   British    Columbia   legislatare  grasv- 
that  belt  by  an  Act  of  Parliament.    Tl.- 
Bill  is  simply  to  enable  the  CSovermnen:  • 
define  the  line  of  the  territoiy  \rhidi  vt  i> 
to  receive  on  either  side  of   the   rood  i^ 
also  to  provide  that  they  shall  register :  - 
titles  which  we  may  give  to  lands  eitsa:?. 
within  that  belt. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— As  I  nnderet-. 
the  First  Minister,  one  of  the  objects  t^ibi- 
legislation  is  to  enable  the  goveranient  c 
Canada  and  the  government  of  Bric-l 
Columbia  to  agree  that  the  lands  need  »•' 
be  necessarily  situated  on  either  side  ot  ti: 
railway  but  may  be  of  different  widths  r 
different  places.  It  would  be  well  to  kt'' 
the  British  Columbian  Act  before  as  to  sw 
if  it  contains  provisions  as  to  the  war  tb- 
land  should  be  laid  out, 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.  C.'- 
After  this  Bill  becomes  law  the  British 
Columbia  legislature  will  pass  an  Act  col- 
firming  the  bargain  and  that  will  settle  tk- 
whole  matter. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— There  has  not  be*n 
any  legislation  on  the  subject,  but  thenr 
has  been  a  vast  deal  of  litigation  which  ha 
been  going  on  for  a  great  many  years.  Tik 
Federal  Government  undertook  to  sell  lauls 
and  the  British  Columbia  Government  d^ 
sired  to  save  the  pre-emptive  right  of  a  mil 
ber  of  parties  who  had  settled  on  this  Uod. 
Unfortunately,  the  two  governments  hau 
not  had  that  proper  understanding  thi; 
they  should  have  had  on  the  subject  The 
British  Columbia  Government  disputed  thai 
the  railway  belt  took  anything  more  than 
the  surface  of  the  land.  That  question  hid 
to  go  to  the  Privy  Council.  The 
British  Columbia  Government  passe<i 
an  Act  at  their  last  sittir.;;. 
in  February,  in  whicn  they  gi'e 
very  similar  powers  to  their  (iovenmr 
in  Council  and  they  declare,  just  as  this  bili 
declares,  that  the  agreement  made  betwefo 
the  Governor  in  Council  and  the  Grovemor 
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eneral  in  Council  shall  have  the  binding 
Tect  of  an  Act  of  Parliament.     It  also  stip- 
lates  that  some  45,700  acres  that  the  firit- 
ih.  Columbia  Government  had  sold  shall  be 
xempt  from  this  land,  and  that  an  amount 
>ro  tanto  is  to  be  allotted  to  the  Dominion 
Government  from  land  outside.     I  quite  ap- 
>rove    of   the  way   that  it  has  been  settled, 
because  it  would   have  cost  more  than  the 
jhinj;  is  worth  to  make  the  surveys  as  the 
winding  character  of    the  railway  required, 
and  therefore  a  very  proper  limitation  is  be- 
ing adopted  in  making  parallelogram  blocks 
on  each  side.     The  provisions  of  the  British 
Columbia   Act  are  similar  to  those  in  the 
bill  before  us  except  that  there  is  no  refer- 
ence to   the   45,700  acres,  which   I  do  not 
think    is    necessary,    because   it  was  under- 
stood that  the  British  Columbia  Government 
were  to  get  a  title  to   that  in  order  to  give 
titles  to  those  in  occupation.     The  Act  al<o 
provides  that  the    Order   in  Council  of  the 
British   Columbia  Government  shall   have 
the  effect  of  an  Act  of  the  provincial  legis- 
lature. 

Hon.  Mr.  LOUGHEED,  from  the  com- 
mittee, reported  the  bill  without  amendment. 
The  bill  was  then  read  the  third  time  and 


I 


BILLS  INTRODUCED. 

Bill  (91)  "An  Act  to  amend  the  law  re- 
specting the  Lobster  Fishery."  (Sir  Mac- 
kenzie Bowell.) 

Bill  (134)  "An  Act  to  legalize  payments 
heretofore  made  to  the  general  revenue  fund 
of  the  North-west  Territories  of  certain 
iines,  penalties  and  forfeitures."  (Mr. 
Angers.) 

The  Senate  then  adjourned. 


THE  SENATE. 


Ottawa,  Friday,  5th  Jidy,  1895. 

The  SPEAKER  took  the  Chair  at  Three 
o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 
THIRD  READINGS. 

Bill  (97)  -'An  Act  respecting  the  Clifton 

Suspension  Bridge  Company." — (Mr.  Loug- 

heed.) 
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Bill  (26)  "An  Act  to  incorporate  the 
Bankers  Life  Association  of  Canada." — (Mr. 
Lougheed.) 

Bill  (24)  "  An  Act  further  to  amend  the 
Act  to  readjust  the  representation  in  the 
House  of  Commons." — (Mr.  Angers.) 

THE  MANITOBA  SCHOOL  QUESTION. 

INQUIRY. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT — The  session  is  drawing 
to  a  close  and  many  members  are  anxious  to 
know  if  we  are  to  have  any  more  important 
legislation,  particularly  with  reference  to  the 
Manitoba  school  question  ? 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
I  think  I  shall  be  enabled  to  give  the  House 
definite  information  upon  the  particular  point 
to  which  the  hon.  gentleman  has  called  atten- 
tion at  the  opening  of  the  ses.sion  on  Monday. 
I  may  intimate  that  there  will  be  no  new 
legislation  of  any  importance  that  I  am 
aware  of  in  addition  to  that  which  is  already 
before  the  two  branches  of  Parliament  this 
session. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Do  I  understand  that 
the  government  have  not  yet  decided  upon 
the  legislation  with  regard  to  the  school 
question  ? 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
I  do  not  think  I  gave  any  intimation  as  to 
whether  they  have  decided  or  not.  I  said 
I  hoped  to  be  able  on  Monday  to  give  the 
House  definite  information  as  to  what  course 
would  be  pursued  by  the  government.  My 
reference  to  other  legislation  meant  to  other 
than  that  to  which  thehon.  gentleman  referred. 

LOBSTER   FISHERY   LAW    AMEND- 
MENT BILL. 

SECOND   HEADING. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL 
moved  the  second  reading  of  Bill  (91)  "  An 
Act  to  amend  the  law  respecting  the 
Lobster  Fishery."  He  said  : — Before  this 
bill  is  read  the  second  lime,  perhaps  I  had 
better  give  a  short  explanation  as  tf>  what 
is  proposed  by  this  bill.  The  changes  are 
not  of  a  very  important  character  in  one 
sense,  but  they  may  be  important  to  those 
engaged  in  the  trade.  The  license  for  can- 
ning is  still  maintained  in  the  proposed  bill. 
The  law,  as  it  stands  now,  imposes  a  uniform 
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fee  of  $10.  The  bill  proposes  to  have  the 
fee  graduated  in  this  manner  :  A  graduated 
fee  of  $2  for  100  case=,  each  case  to  contain 
48  1 -pound  cans.  A  factory  putting  up  200 
cases,  $4  ;  300  cases,  $6 ;  500  cases,  $10 ; 
800  cases,  $16,  and  any  fraction  of  100 
cases  will  pay  $2 ;  hence,  250  cases  will 
require  a  fee  of  86.  It  makes  this  distinc- 
tion, instead  of  chargit)g  each  factory  a  fee 
of  $10,  the  amount  is  graduated  in  the 
manner  which  I  have  indicated.  The 
present  law  provides  that  lobster  traps  shall 
have  laths  or  slats  one  inch  and  a  half 
apart.  The  present  bill  does  away  with 
that  restriction  as  to  the  size  of  the  slats, 
for  the  reason,  as  I  am  informed,  that  it  is  a 
matter  of  no  consequence  what  the  size  of 
the  slats  is,  and  it  is  better  not  to  hamper 
the  trade  in  that  respect.  At  present,  the 
boats  and  gears  must  bear  the  owner's  name 
and  number  of  the  boat.  The  department 
has  found  that  that  regulatipn  is  somewhat 
onerous  on  the  small  boats  engaged  in  this 
trafle,  and  hence  there  is  a  clause  to  repeal 
that  regulation,  particularly  as  we  are  deal- 
ing in  this  bill  with  the  lobster  factories 
and  not  the  fisheries,  except  in  regard  to 
the  placing  of  the  name  and  number  upon 
each  boat  that  is  used  in  the  business. 
The  present  law  provides  that  a  case  must 
bear  the  official  stapap  with  the  name, 
address  and  year  of  the  packing  before  be- 
ing removed  from  the  country.  The  House 
will  remember  we  had  a  long  discussion  up- 
on that  question  some  one  or  two  sessions 
ago.  It  has  been  found  that  to  exact  full 
compliance  with  this  would  be  detrimental 
to  the  trade  in  foreign  countries.  The  pre- 
sent law  provides  that  the  cases  must  bear 
official  stamps,  but  without  the  particulars 
which  I  have  indicated,  of  the  name  of  the 
packers  and  the  year  in  which  it  is  packed. 
That  portion  of  the  clause  is  repealed.  The 
department  has  come  to  the  conclusion  that 
in  the  interest  of  the  trade  a  stamp 
placed  on  the  package  indicating  that  it 
has  been  properly  packed  at  the  proper  sea- 
son andin  good  order,  isquite  sufficient.  I  do 
not  mean  to  say  that  it  is  fancy,  but  people 
purchasing  in  another  market  think  that 
lobsters  which  may  have  been  canned  one 
or  two  years  would  not  be  as  good  as  those 
which  were  canned  the  year  in  which  they 
are  placed  upon  the  market.  It  is  contend- 
ed, however,  that  if  they  are  hermetically 
sealed,  so  that  the  air  cannot  reach  the  fish 
and  if  they  have  not  been  exposed  to  the 


sun,  that  the  lobsters  are  just  as  good  t- . 
they  had  l^een  packed  only  a  month  or  v 
before.  I  believe  the  department  has  nr 
to  this  conclusion,  after  a  good  deal  t4  -j 
vestigation,  and  upon  the  reoomm«i(lit' 
of  the  scientific  men  that  they  hare  emjii  - 
ed  in  that  department.  Clause  '•  a  "  zw~ 
power  to  the  Minister  to  permit  cases  t>>  i> 
removed  from  one  factory  to  another  b-i--' 
they  are  stamped,  and  it  is  to  meet  tb«  i-l^ 
of  where  those  engaged  in  the  busine$.s  la'* 
two  or  three  small  places  in  which  tber  <' 
packing,  and  one  large  one,  they  can  al  l- 
taken  to  the  larger  factories  and  therr  r- 
ally  packed  and  labeled.  Number  6  i-- 
vides  that  when  lobsters  are  imported  fr- . 
any  other  country  they  must  bear  a  <^<efu.' 
I  stamp,  which  is  specified,  as  being  import^': 
I  Other  parts  of  the  bill  are  the  samf  s.«  tr* 
law  now  upon  the  statute  book.  In  lir:-:. 
the  special  points  in  the  present  bil!  ir- 
graduated  fees,  a  stamp  sufficient  for  ;b 
purposes  of  the  department,  but  bearing  r- 
name,  address  or  j'ear  of  packing,  which  b- 
been  found  to  be  objectionable  to  packers 
and  not  necessary  in  the  interests  nftbr 
trade. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— From  the  verj-  hastj 
examination,  I  have  been  able  to  give  tb 
bill,  I  am  inclined  to  consider  it  ratlier  il 
improvement  on  the  present  law.  Tbe  gi"t 
eral  tendency  of  the  bill  is  in  the  directio: 
of  less  interference  with  the  trade  than  thfrr 
has  been  under  previous  legislation.  Thrre 
is  just  one  point  as  to  which  there  may  w 
some  question.  Hon.  gentlemen  will  rrmciii' 
ber  that  when  the  bill  to  amend  the  Fist 
eries'  Act  came  before  this  Hou-se  last  year. 
it  contained  a  provision  with  respect  to  thf 
marking  of  packages  of  lobsters  which  vi< 
deemed  objectionable,  and  an  amcndmrnT 
was  made  by  this  House  which  required  tint 
every  case  or  package  should  be  stAinpJ 
with  the  name  of  the  packer,  and  with  the 
year  in  which  the  packing  took  place.  In- 
stead of  that  now,  there  is  to  be  a  stamp— 
not  such  a  stamp  as  was  required  by  the  bill 
of  last  year,  but  something  in  the  nature  oi 
a  postage  stamp — a  stamp  which  costs  t»o 
cents,  and  the  packer  simply  puts  one  d 
those  stamps  on  the  outsideof  theca.se  vbenit 
is  packed.  Probably  we  shall  have  time  t*' 
consider  this  before  the  bill  goes  into  commit- 
tee, but  there  is  some  doubt  as  to  whether  it 
is  a  judicious  thing  to  say  that  tin- 
packer  shall  not  be  obliged  to  put  his  name 
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>  cbrticle  which  he  puts  up.  I  dare  say 
I  loe  more  advantt^eous  to  the  packer 
»  put  his  name  on,  but  in  the  interests 
i  consumer  and  the  public,  I  am  dispos- 
t-liink  it  would  be  better  that  the  name 
e  packer  should  be  on  the  case.  A 
»T-  will  not  put  his  name,  as  a  rule,  on 
or  iish,  and  any  one  who  buys  canned 
3rs  would  look  upon  the  name  of  the 
ST    as    being  a  guarantee  of  the  quality 

0  fish  in  the  package.  I  see  the  force 
e  statement  made  by  the  first  Minister 
tliere  is  some  objection  to  putting  the 

o£  packing  on  the  package,  because 
-e  the  can  is  properly  sealed  the  fish  will 
liti  good  for  an  indefinite  period,  and 
ivps  the  putting  of  the  date  of  the  pack- 
311  the  package  might  unduly  injure  the 
of  the  goods.  My  present  impression  is 
.  the  name  of  the  packer  ought  to  be  on 
package.     It  may  be  that  when  we  go 

1  coramitteo  my  view  will  be  changed. 
Ion.  Mr.  KAULBACH— There  being 
king  done  within  a  few  miles  of  where  I 
de,  I  know  this  bill  will  have  the  ap- 
val  not  only  of  the  packers,  but  also  of 
so  who  catch  the  fish.  It  was  an  incon- 
lience  to  many  of  our  fishermen  to  be  re- 
red  to  have  their  gear  and  boats  and 
ps  marked,  named  and  numbered,  and 
liad   no  beneficial  effect.     I   have  doubts 

regards  the  regulation  respecting  the 
be  and  the  name  of  the  packer.  My 
pression  is  that  age  does  deteriorate 
;  fish  in  the  cans.  Some  years  ago  some 
is  were  left  in  my  cellar  which  were 
rgotten.  They  were  there  five  or  six 
ars  and  when  they  were  taken  out  they 
jre  not  fit  for  food.  It  may  have  been 
le  to  bad  defects  in  the  sealing  or  the 
lality  of  the  tin,  but  I  think  it  was  rather 
om  age.  I  am  under  the  impression  that 
>ns  should  be  marked  with  the  name  of 
le  packer.  Every,  man  who  packs  fish 
lould  take  a  pride  in  putting  up  fish  of 
jod  quality.  There  are  three  or  four 
ackers  in   the  county  of  Lunenburg,    and 

know  one  especially  that  I  preferred 
anned  lobeters  done  up  to  all  others.  The 
'ublic,  the  consumers,  will  be  at  a  loss 
lereafter  to  discriminate  between  that  com- 
•any's  packing  and  the  others,  unless  they 
lave  a  registered  made  work.  Therefore,  I 
iay  that  we  should  have  the  name  of  the 
3acker  and  the  date  of  the  packing.  In 
ivery  other  way  I  think  the  bill  is  an  im- 
provement. 
37J 


Hon.  Mr.  PROWSE— It  is  rather  unfor- 
tunate that  this  industry  should  be  legis- 
lated for  and  upon  so  very  often  as  it  has 
been  of  late  years.  Almost  every  session 
we  have  a  bill  before  us  making  alterations 
with  a  view  to  improve  the  law  in  refer- 
ence to  this  fishery.  Notwithstanding  all 
that,  the  experience  of  packers  is  that  the 
industry  is  becoming  less  remunerative  every 
year,  and  it  is  only  a  question  of  time,  and 
that  a  very  short  time,  when  the  industry 
will  become  unprofitable  altogether.  I  do 
not  think  it  is  possible  that  lobster  packing 
will  exhaust  the  fish,  but  I  believe  in  a 
short  time  it  will  exhaust  and  ruin  the 
packers.  It  is  not  the  competition  so  much 
as  the  reduction  in  size  of  the  lobsters  still 
found  in  our  waters.  The  lobsters  are  very 
productive  and  have  a  better  instinct  in 
preserving  their  young  in  a  successful  way 
than  any  other  fish,  as  they  carry  about  the 
spawn  with  them  until  they  become  ani- 
mated from  the  shell.  Their  instinct  induces 
them  to  seek  shelter  under  i-ocks,  where 
other  fish,  especially  made  to  live  upon 
the  spawn  of  others,  cannot  get  at  them. 
The  large  amount  of  fishing  carried  on 
around  our  coast  is  using  up  all  the  large 
and  profitable  lobsters,  and  there  is  scarcely 
anything  but  the  small  unremunerative  lob- 
ster to  be  canned.  These  are  being  canned. 
On"  packer  says  "  I  may  as  well  carry  on 
the  business  as  my  neighbour,  as  long  as  I 
can."  I  have  had  some  experience  of  the  busi- 
ness having  managed  lobster  canning  estab- 
lishments for  some  years.  The  lobsters  are 
smaller  in  size  than  they  were,  and  the 
recommendation  is  made  to  try  the  experi- 
ment of  fishing  in  the  fall  of  the  year 
instead  of  the  spring.  I  have  not  much 
faith  in  this  suggestion.  I  do  not  think  it 
would  be  profitable  for  the  packer  because 
the  fall  storms  come  on  and  loss  would  be 
incurred  by  the  destruction  of  traps  and 
ropes  and  so  on.  If  the  traps  were  put  in 
the  water  then,  it  would  exhaust  the  lob- 
sters as  rapidly  as  it  would  in  the  spring,  or 
more  so.  A  great  mistake  has  been  made 
by  the  department  in  extending  the  season 
10  days.  That  is  calculated  to  injure  the 
fishery  to  a  large  extent — not  only 
that,  but  to  destroy  confidence  in  the 
markets  abroad.  I  have  to  refer  to 
another  matter  which  is  an  injury  to  the 
industry,   and  which  no  doubt  the  govern- 

I  ment  has  adopted  with  the   best  intention. 

{ They  have  established  a  sort  of   fisheries 
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department  through  the  provinces  to  give 
reports  of  the  extent  of  the  success  of  the 
fishing  throughout  the  province,  and  if  you 
will  look  at  those  reports  you  will  see  invari- 
ably that  during  the  Brst  part  of  the  season 
lobster  fishing  is  reported  very  good  indeed 
— very  good  on  the  north  side  of  the  island, 
very  fair  on  the  west  side,  middling  on  the 
south — on  the  whole  good,  but  at  the  end  of 
the  season  it  has  been  found  that  the  fishing 
was  less  remunerative  than  ever.  We  sell 
very  little  lobster  in  Canada.  Most  of  it 
goes  to  Great  Britain  and  the  United  States, 
and  these  reports  go  there  also  and  are  read, 
and  it  has  a  very  bad  effect  on  the  speculative 
markets  because  when  the  wholesale  buyers, 
jobbers  and  speculators  see  the  reports  of 
large  quantities  of  lobsters  being  tiken,  it 
limits  the  demand  and  there  is  no  inclination 
to  go  into  speculation.  I  think  the  report's 
from  those  departments  are  doing  no  good 
but  a  great  deal  of  injury  to  the  trade.  I 
believe  the  remedy — and  it  is  well  to  express 
it  here  in  order  that  it  may  go  to  the  coun- 
try and  be  read — is  to  close  duwn  the  lobster 
packing  industries  altogether  for  one  year 
out  of  every  four  or  one  year  out  of  every 
three.  I  say  this  from  my  experience  some 
years  ago  when  I  was  managing  two  lobster 
factories.  In  operating  one  factory  there 
was  a  loss  in  the  operation  during  one  year 
of  $800.  The  result  was  I  closed  up  that 
factory  for  one  year.  The  season  following 
it  paid  very  well  and  continued  to  pay  well 
for  years  afterwards.  It  gave  the  lobster  on 
that  part  of  the  coast  a  chance  to  grow 
and  increase.  That  has  been  my  experience, 
and  I  think  the  suggestion  is  worthy  of  con- 
sideration, if  it  is  going  to  benefit  the  indus- 
try, ttiat  they  shall  close  down  every  third  or 
fourth  year,  but  before  doing  so  there  should 
be  one  year's  notice  given  to  the  packers,  in 
order  that  they  may  use  up  their  cans  and 
material  on  hand.  One  remark  in  reference 
to  what  was  said  by  the  hon.  member  from 
Lunenburg  respecting  the  deterioration 
of  canned  lobster  and  the  necessity  of  put- 
ting the  names  of  packers  and  the  date  of 
packing  on  the  cans.  I  l)elieve  that  a  can 
of  lobster  thoroughly  and  completely  herme- 
tically sealed,  excluding  the  air  altogether, 
will  remain  as  good  as  when  it  was  packed 
until  that  can  becomes  leaky  by  the  can 
rusting.  Then  the  air  has  an  opjwrtunity  of 
getting  into  it  and  it  soon  becomes  bad.  The 
can  itself  is  made  of  very  thin  tin.  As  the 
can  becomes  rusty  and  the  air  gets  to  the  fish, 


putrefaction  takes  place  in  a  short  -. 
The  hon.  member  kept  his  lobsters  -.: 
cellar,  which  is  just  the  place  to  p"- 
those  conditions.  The  lobstfTS  Kaj  >  - 
up  in  first  class  order  and  beeone  v,ir 
in  a  short  time  in  the  tsellar.  Tbt  \ns. 
time  it  takes  depends  entrrelj  «n  tk«  - 
ness  of  the  tins. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Has  not  ten:p?r, 
something  to  do  with  it  f 

Hon.  Mr.  PROWSE — I  do  not  u:-. 
No  doubt  a  damp  f&ce  has.     Witi  ' : 
ence  to  putting  the  name  of  the  fut-- 
each     can,    the    jobbers,     speculau<« 
wholesale    dealers   in   lobsters  do  i.-' 
pend  so  much  on  the  name  or  label  <« ; 

jean   as  the  sampling  they  have  tod. '. 

;  the  rule  in  most  markets    that  I  ml 
quainted  with,  especially  in  the  oW  o.v 
is  that  one  box  out  of  every  ten  is  "y' 
and  a  can  here  and  there  is  taken  CLt  • 
examined,  and  perhaps  every  tenti  bi  ' 
of  200  or  500  will  be  served  in  that  «>j  c 
the  deductions  made  from  them  «L'!  '• 
proportion    to   the   number  found  sf-  ■• 
You    may    find  one  or  two  out  of  Iw " 
are  perfectly  useless  and  valueless,  m*  i  ■ 
count  of  the  incapacity  of  the  packer.  "• 
simply    because  of  some   defect  in  t>  -" 
which  nobody  could  have  detected.    N  •'•■ 
oan    prevent     it    except    by    nsins  r* 
care  in   securing  and  buying  the  venr  V 
of    tin,   so  that  placing  the  name  vz ' 
boxes  and  cans  is  not  guaranteeing  tJu'  '■' 
material  is  in  first  class  order. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Does  the  hon. . 
tleman  think  that  a  respectable  packer  i  '■ 
put  his  name  on  a  poor  article  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  PROWSE— No,  I  do  not  ;i 
that  a    respectable   packer   would  pat  - 
name  upon  a  poor  article  at  all,  but  ■■ ' 
I  spectable  packer  may  have  his  name  y-  ' 
\  upon  a  worthless  rotten  can  and  not  k'  • 
I  it,  and  through   no  fault  of  his  "«■"■  '■ 
j  through  the  fault  of  the  tin-maker,  »!> 
I  in  the  old  country  or  wherever  the  t- " 
I  made.     It   is  found    from   experience  '•'- 
thesfe  packers  put  up  from  one  to  t'''-'' 
three  thou.sand  cans  a  day.      There  t  •■ ' 
!  tain  proportion  of  the  can.s  which  j^  • 
I  completely  hermetically  sealed  :  thev  IW' 
small  leak  in  them.     TTiey  are  laidasiA'.'^' 
I  in  a  short  time  you  can  ascertain  ^1"'' 
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•e  is  £L  leak  or  not  by  the  sound  of  a  nail 
He  can.  If  the  leak  is  discovered  before 
fisVi  begins  to  deteriorate,  the  leak  can 
stopped,  and  the  fish  preserved,  and  it  is 
right,  but  there  may  be  some  defects  in 

tizL  -which  it  is  impossible  to  detect — 
3s  much  smaller  than  the  point  of  a  pin, 
ause  these  very  cans  after  they  are  packed 

subject  to  a  severe  test  in  boiling  water, 
i  tbe  air  is  excluded  from  them  ;  they  are 
i  a-side  in  a  pile  for  some  days  and  then 
!y  are  retested  carefully  again  and  some 
.ky  cans  will  be  found  among  them.  Those 
a.t  are  found  to  be  good  and  sound  are 
ipped  away.  There  may  be  an  odd  can 
re  and  there  amongst  the  rest  which  it  is 
Lpossible  to  detect  in  time,  which  would 
jry  soon  become  a  worthless  article,  per- 
ctly  unbearable  as  far  as  the  stench  is 
»ncerned — an  article  which  no  packer, 
X)d  or  bad,  would  ever  think  of  putting  on 
le  market  if  he  knew  it. 

Hon.  Mr.   ALMON — I  should   be   very 
orry  indeed  to  see  the  practice  of  having 
he  name  of  the  packer  on  the  lobster  cans 
tone   away  with,  or  that  the  date   of  the 
>acking  should  be  taken  off  the  cans.     I  am 
jonvinced  of  the  necessity  of  the  packer's 
lame  being  on  by  the  remarks  of  the  hon. 
member  from  Prince  Edward  Island.  He  tells 
you  the  care  which  should  be  taken,and  there- 
fore that  makes  it  more  necessary  that  the 
name  of  the  packer  should  be  put  on.      The 
goods  put  up  by  a  packer  who  takes  all  care 
with  his  work,  will  command  a  better  price 
in  the  market  and  everybody  will  know  that 
he  is  more  likely  to  send  out  a  good  article 
to  the  world  than  the  others.     In  Halifax  I 
know  of  a  man  who  used  to  inspect  fish, 
and  salmon  was  generally  given  to  him  to 
inspect.    The  salmon  which  had  his  brand 
on  commanded  higher  prices  in  the  United 
States,  and  was  more  easily  sold.      I  do  not 
agree  with  the  senior  member  for  Halifax 
in  thinking   that  age  does   not  injure  the 
lobster  in  the  cans. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  did  not  say  that 

Hon.  Mr.  ALMON— Well,  I  disagree 
with  the  statement  that  age  does  not  injure 
the  lobster  in  the  can  even  though  air  is 
excluded.  We  have  frequently  seen  fatal 
cases  of  poisoning  from  eating  lobster  in 
which  there  is  a  change.  However  hermeti- 
cally sealed  the  cans  may  be,  the  poison  may 


permeate.  Those  who  believe  in  microbes 
will  understand  that  the  germs  of  decompo- 
sition may  get  into  the  fish  and  it  takes 
some  time  for  them  to  generate ;  the  fresher 
the  fish,  the  more  valuable  it  is  as  an 
article  for  food.  I  remember  some  remarks 
made  by  the  Hon.  Sir  Frank  Smith,  on  the 
subject  of  canned  articles  of  other  articles  but 
which  bear  on  the  case.  He  explained  how 
necessary  it  was  to  have  the  articles  dated 
properly,  and  if  that  was  necessary  in  the 
case  of  the  article  to  which  he  alluded,  it  is 
also  necessary  in  the  case  of  fish  where 
there  is  poison.  As  long  as  I  have  been  in 
the  medical  profession,  I  never  understood 
exactly  what  occasioned  the  poison ;  and 
what  was  more  important  to  the  person  who 
was  poisoned,  I  never  understood  exactly 
what  would  do  him  any  good  after  takins; 
it.  Therefore,  I  should  be  sorry  to  see  any 
alteration  in  those  two  directions. 

Hon.  Mr.  K AULBACH— It  may  be  as  the 
hon.  gentleman  from  Murray  Harbour  sup- 
poses, and  I  yield  to  his  practical  knowledge, 
that  the  fish  to  which  I  referred  were  injured 
in  consequence  of  defect  in  the  tins;  but  that 
is  a  greater  reason  why  the  name  of  the 
packer  and  the  year  should  be  on  the  tins, 
because  then  the  packer  will  use  a  better 
quality  of  tin,  and  if  a  person  cannot  judge 
of  the  quality  of  the  tin,  he  can  judge  from 
the  time  it  has  been  packed,  and  know 
whether  it  is  safe  to  purchase  such  a  can. 
Therefore  I  think  the  argument  of  the  hon. 
member  is  strongly  in  favour  of  the  name 
of  the  packer  and  the  year  in  which  it  was 
packed  being  placed  on  every  tin.  As  re- 
gards what  he  said  about  having  a  close 
season  I  would  approve  of  it  in  theory,  but 
we  know  that  along  our  shore  the  poorer 
class  of  fishermen  depend  almost  entirely 
for  their  living  on  their  catch  of  lobsters 
and  it  is  a  short  season.  Some  of  them  are 
aged  people,  others  are  young  people  who 
are  not  fitted  to  go  out  to  sea  in  their  boats, 
and  they  occupy  themselves  with  their  fish 
baskets  catching  lobsters,  and  it  certainly 
would  interfere  with  thpir  every  day  living 
if  they  were  deprived  of  an  entire  season's 
fishing.  I  would  rather  see  more  stringent 
rules  as  to  the  size  of  the  lobsters  if  that 
can  possibly  be  done.  If  you  can  make 
our  fish  wardens  or  inspectors  see  that 
none  are  caught  under  the  regulation  size, 
then  there  would  be  no  necessity  for  the 
close  season,  but  the   trouble   is  they   are 
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caught  and  will  be  caught  less  than  the  size 
regulated.  The  men  along  the  shore  who 
catch  lobsters  very  late  in  the  autumn, 
send  or  take  them  fresh  over  to  the  United 
States  and  by  that  means  evade  detec- 
tion of  the  size  of  the  fish.  The  price  is  high 
and  the  temptation  is  to  catch  any  and  all 
lobsters  and  send  them  over  to  the  United 
States  where  they  can  get  a  good  price 
for  them.  Late  last  autumn  a  large 
quantity  went  over  to  Boston  from  the 
county  of  Lunenburg,  and  they  were  found 
there  to  be  under  the  size  the  regulation 
requires  for  the  state  of  Massachusetts.  I 
think  they  required  the  lobsters  to  be  one 
and  one-half  inches  larger  and  the  result 
was  they  were  confiscated  and  the  penalty 
was  so  great  that  no  person  would  claim  to 
own  them,  and  they  were  all  dumped  into 
the  water.  That  stopped  the  catching  and 
binding  to  the  States  of  the  small  lobsters 
below  the  size.  So  that  if  the  government 
will  see  that  the  regulation  as  to  the  name 
of  the  packer  and  the  year  in  which  it  is 
packed  is  enforced  and  that  no  lobster  is 
allowed  to  be  taken  under  the  size,  our 
lobster  fishery  will  be  protected.  We 
sometimes  catch  large  lobsters.  Three 
pounds  is  a  large  sized  lobster.  I  saw  in 
the  paper  the  other  day — and  it  has  been 
verified — that  a  lobster  was  caught  weigh- 
ing 13  lbs.  That  is  an  extraordinary  one, 
and  when  my  honourable  friends  come  down 
to  Lunenburg  I  hope  to  be  able  to  show 
them  the  skeleton  of  it.  They  shall  see  the 
shell  if  J  can  get  it. 

Hon.  .Mr.  PROWSE— I  should  like  to 
reply  to  the  hon.  gentleman  who  has  just 
spoken  and  also  to  the  remarks  of  the  junior 
member  for  Halifax  in  reference  to  poison- 
ing. It  will  be  a  pretty  serious  matter  if 
you  create  the  impression  abroad  that  there 
is  danger  of  being  poisoned  with  canned 
lobsters.  I  do  not  hesitate  to  say  that  in  a 
can  of  good  lobsters  there  is  not  the  slightest 
shade  of  a  chance  of  being  poisoned.  In  my 
opinion  there  is  more  danger  when  people 
buy  a  can  of  lobsters  and  take  part  of  it  out; 
as  soon  as  it  is  exposed  to  the  air,  deteriora- 
tion sets  in  almost  immediately.  As  soon 
as  a  can  is  opened  the  lobsters  should  be 
used  immediately,  and  if  you  keep  it  for  a 
day  or  two  it  becomes  poisonous.  Another 
method  wliich,  in  my  opinion,  may  bring  on 
lead  poisoning  is  where  the  can  is  dry-heated 
on  the  stove.     The  solder  is  made  of  a  mix- 


ture of  tin  and  lead,  and   if  you  i 
lobsters  cooked,  or  even  warmed,  thrj. 
be  placed  in  a  kettle  cf  boiling  vaXf. 
there  is  no  danger  of  the  lead  heL.z  : 
but  if  it  is  placed  upon   a  hot  iU"- 
the  lead  may  produce    a,n   at'id  in  t: 
which  may  produce  lead  poisoning.  Ih; 
doubt  a  doctor  can  understand  ch>'.  .. 
better  than  I  can  explain  it,  but  Xhi  \ 
be   safe,  should  never    be   placed  '.(, 
stove  to  be  heated,  bat  in  a  kettle  •  • 
ing  water.     In  reference  to  the  «a.:."  ' 
made    by    the    hon.    member    for  L: 
burg,  that  care  should  be  taken  a-: 
size   of   the   lobsters,    that   is  a  .'j^--- 
which   would   never  come    from  a  . 
packer.     It  sounds  very  -well  in  tift'r; 
it  is  as  impracticable  as  it  is  for  .1  z^ 
walk  on  his  head.      There  is  not  a  '  ■ 
factory  on  the  coast  of  Nova  Sci<ti».  f' 
Edward  Island,  or  New    Bninswick  •-  - 
that  would  adhere  to  any   law,  if  it  »*■ 
acted,  which  restricted  them  to  a  nitr  : 
lobster.     I  can  understand   the  sitoit  ■ 
the  lobster  fishermen  along  the  co»*t  • 
my  hon.  friend  comes  from,  borderiai' 
adjoining  the  United  States.     There  i'- 
course,  two  lobster  markets ;    then-  .• 
market  abroad,  where  the  canned  !•  ■ 
are  sent,  and  then  there  is  a  li«a'  ir» 
for  fresh  lobsters,  but  the  publio  »t 
could  not  take  advantage  of  this  lc».'S- ' 
ket  and  get  the  lobsters  in  the  shell.  »-'- 
do  in  Boston  and  other  places.     Yobc  '. 
send  them  across  the  Atlantic  in  th.it  •• 
You   have   to   preserve   them.     YS-i*- 
who  are  so  close  to  the  United  State'  - 
ket,  I  can  understand  very  well,  if  :1'  "•  • 
large  lobsters    and    send    them  iav 
fresh   fish  market,   they    will  get  »  U 
some    price,    but    to    apply    that  !•■ 
ordinary    packers    would    be  simplj  '- 
.vense.       It    could    not     be    done.     ^  • 
in  reference  to  the  age  and  the  date  at- ■- 
maker's  name  being  placed  on  those  o*:-- 
would  be  a  very  great  injury  to  the  tn  ■ 
it   would    depress   the   market,  becii-' 
wholesale  dealer  or  speculator  would  ".' 
"I  must  be  very  careful  not  tooTerloaiit; 
self,  because  if  I  carry  any  over  til!  v\ 
year  I  must  sell  them  for  much  1««  <" ''"' 
because   they  will    come   into  coiii[»'tt''' 
with  the  fresh  lobsters  coming  in.'*   h  ■  • 
very  well  from  the  consumers'  stinof- "- 
but  I  take  it  we  are  not  the  consumin;  ;■ 
ulation  ;  we  want  the  market  abroaJ, «' 
is  to  enooura^  and  protect  Uie  indu'> 
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Bcause  the  amount  of  lobsters  consumed  in 
>auada  scarcely  amounts  to  anything  com- 
ared  to  the  great  quantity  exported.  You 
ciight  just  as  well  tell  the  butcher  that  he 
nust  mark  on  every  piece  of  meat  he  sells 
low  old  the  animal  was,  because  everybody 
£.nows  that  a  young  animal  is  better  than 
*n  old  one,  and  so  in  reference  to  almost 
sverything  else.  It  is  going  to  injure  the 
market  and  restrict  speculation  and  business 
jj;enerally  if  you  force  them  to  put  on  the 
date  and  the  maker's  name.  There  is  no 
necessity  for  it,  because  the  purchasers  buy 
their  goods  from  sample,  and  they  will  not 
buy  until  they  open  the  goods,  and  see  what 
they  are  purchasing. 

Hon.   Mr.  FERGUSON    (P.E.I.)— This  ^ 
discussion  has  taken  a  very  wide  range,  and 
a  good  many  of  the  observations  have  not  a 
direct  bearing  on  the  bill  before  the  House.  . 
The  label  or  stamp  which  it  is  proposed  in  I 
this    measure   to   affix  to  the   case  has  no  I 
reference   whatever   to  the   quality   of  the 
goods,  but  is  merely  the  departmental  stamp,  { 
furnished  by  the  Minister  of  Marine  and ' 
Fisheries.     My  hon.  friend,  the  senior  mem- 1 
ber  for  Halifax,  had  an  impression  that  they  I 
would  be  charged  for  thase  stamps.     That  is 
a  mistake ;  they  will  be  supplied  by  the  De- 
]:>artment  of  Marine  and  Fisheries,  and  they 
are  simply  to  indicate  the  time  of  the  catch,  . 
to  enable  the  government  to  l>etter  carry  j 
out  its  regulations  with  respect  to  the  close 
season,  and  also  the  small  fee  proposed  to  be 
imposed  on  the  lobster  packers  in  addition 
to  the  amount   collected  on  the  fish  they 
catch.     The    senior    member    for    Halifax  I 
hintpd  that  it  would  be  desirable  that  the  ' 
name    of    the     packer    should    be     put 
upon  the  case.     The   name   of    the  packer 
is     usually    put     upon    each     can.      The 
stamp  that  is   to  be   provided  for  in  this 
bill  is  to  be  put  on  the  case  which  contains 
quite  a  number  of  cans.     The  label  that  is 
put  upon  the  can  is  altogether  a  private 
matter.     My  hon.  friend  seems  to  think  it 
desirable  that  there  should  be  a  provision  to 
rei]uire  that  the  name  of  the  person  ^vho 
actually  packed  the  fish  should  be  put  u{>on 
the  can.     That  would  be  detrimental  to  the 
smaller  paickers,  because  they  make  contracts 
or  sell  their  fish  to  the  larger  packers  or 
larger  exporters,  and  generally  the  name  of 
the  large   exporter   is   put   upon   the  can. 
Large  purchasers  on  the  other  side  of  the 
Atlantic  would  not  care  to  buy  a  lot  of  cans 


with  a  variety  of  labels  of  the  names  of 
makers  upon  them,  they  look  to  the  name 
of  the  larger  packer  rather  than  a  great 
variety  of  names  of  packers  on  the  cans. 
However,  the  bill  does  not  propose  to  deal 
in  any  way  with  the  labelling  of  the  can. 
It  is  only  a  provision  for  the  departmental 
stamp  upon  the  case  as  a  regulation  for  the 
industry. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACFARLANE— I  have  not 
had  the  experience  of  a  lobster  packer,  but 
I  have  frequently  gone  to  the  factories  where 
the  packing  has  been  carried  on,  and  I  do 
not  agree  with  my  hon.  friend  from  Prince 
Edward  Island  as  to  the  size  of  the  lobster. 
I  believe  what  deteriorates  and  injures  the 
lobster  is  the  extremely  small  size  of  the 
lobster  that  is  canned.  All  kinds  of  fish  go 
into  the  fisherman's  net,  and  he  does  not  sell 
by  the  number  of  fish,  but  by  the  potfnd,  and 
the  little  fish  go  in  to  make  up  the  hundred 
pounds.  He  is  paid  by  the  hundred  pounds 
and  not  by  the  number  of  lobsters  lie  catches. 

Hon.  Mr.  PROWSE— You  are  wrong. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACFARLANE— They  take 
them  by  the  weight.  He  is  paid  by  the 
hundred  but  they  calculate  the  number  by 
the  weight.  If  lobsters  are  taken  in  that 
condition  they  certainly  are  inferior.  But 
what  injures  them  very  much  is 
taking  them  in  the  soft  shell  season. 
They  totally  shed  their  coats  and  the  lobster 
crawls  out  of  his  shell  and  he  is  then  what 
is  called  a  soft  shell  lobster.  The  meat  is 
entirely  shrunk  up,  so  that  it  cm  be  drawn 
from  the  claws.  When  the  lobster  is  in  that 
condition  it  is  really  not  fit  for  food  of  any 
description. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— The  canners 
won't  pack  them. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACFARLANE— I  have  fre- 
quented some  factories  when  they  were 
operating.  The  fisherman  puts  his  trap  in 
eight  or  ten  fathoms  of  water  and  when  he 
takes  his  trap  up  there  are  probably  one 
hundred  small  lob-tters  ;  he  throws  them  all 
into  his  boat  and  takes  them  to  the  shore, 
and  when  he  makes  his  selection  for  the 
packer  they  are  thrown  aside  and  perish. 
If  an  arrangement  can  be  made  to  have 
good  careful  inspectors  who  know  what  they 
are  doing  and  know  how  the  fishery  ought 
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to  be  carried  on,  to  oversee  operations,  much 
good  could  be  accomplished.  I  believe  a 
great  deal  of  the  injury  is  caused  by  the 
inferior  style  of  the  packing,  and  from  the 
style  of  lobster  that  is  put  in  the  tin. 

Hon.  Mr.  ARSENAULT— There  has 
been  quite  a  lot  of  money  expended  to  pre- 
serve the  lobster  fishery.  I  do  not  see,  from 
one  year  to  another,  that  it  is  improving 
very  much.  We  have  on  the  coasts  of 
Prince  Edward  Island  an  inspector  of  fish- 
eries who  goes  round  the  island  in  a  boat  to 
see  if  people  are  fishing  illegally.  We  have 
fish  wardens  who  go  round  the  shores  once 
or  twice  a  week  for  the  same  purpose.  Then 
we  have  the  "  Stanley  "  with  a  large  number 
of  men  on  board.  If  they  happen  to  find 
traps  set  out  at  the  wrong  season  they 
take  them  up  and  destroy  them.  Al- 
though it  costs  quite  a  lot  of  money  to 
protect  the  fishery  there  is  always  some 
illegal  fishing  done.  That  is  because  the 
fishing  season  is  not  the  same  in  all  localities. 
I  have  heard  the  department  blamed  to-day 
for  giving  an  extension  of  10  days  to  the 
lobster  fishing.  I  say  t.jat  extension  will  be 
good  in  some  places  and  no  good  in  other 
places,  because  they  are  done  fishing  long 
before  the  time  or  the  extension  begins, 
where  they  begin  to  catch  the  fish  as  soon 
as  the  ice  leaves  the  shore.  They  get  a 
thousand  and  two  thousand  for  each  boat  in 
many  places  every  day  in  May  and  June. 
In  other  localities  a  IxNfit  with  two  men  gets 
from  200  to  250  a  day.  Up  to  this  date 
the  largest  catches  in  those  localities  is  200 
to  400.  About  the  10th  of  July  the  lob- 
sters begin  to  come  in,  we  get  a  thousand  to 
1,500  and  even  1,800  per  boat  every  day. 
That  is  why  the  extension  is  allowed  to  that 
locality.  The  coast  to  which  I  refer  is  on 
the  south  side  of  the  island,  from  West 
Point  to  near  St.  Peter's  Island  at 
the  entrance  of  Charlottetown  Harbour. 
That  is  the  case  every  year  and 
has  been  the  same  for  over  1 0  years.  There 
is  no  good  fishing  done  there  until  the  lOtb 
of  July.  Time  and  again  we  have  asked  to 
be  allowed  to  begin  fishing  on  the  15th  July 
instead  of  in  May  as  in  other  places.  We 
are  quite  willing  to  take  the  same 
length  of  time  as  they  take  elsewhere ; 
but  we  want  it  when  the  fish  are  there.  If 
we  do  not  fish  after  the  15th  July  we  will 
get  no  fish  at  all,  and  that  is  why  we  should 
get  till  the  15th  August  in  our  locality. 
At  one   time,    when  there   were  only  one 


or  two  factories,  it  paid  earlier  ii:  - 
season,  but  in  many  cases  the  fisltennai 
those  days  have  become  packers  themse''' 
and  where  the  fishing  is  divided  ap  it  ou- 
not  pay  anybody  at  all,  becautte  it  is  Bi-' :: 
season,  but  if  we  had  the  season  we  u- 
asking  for  we  could  do  something  towvxt 
paying  expenses.  That  is  why  thi-  ?•■ 
extension  has  been  given.  At  first  « 
expected  to  get  20  days,  but  otbers  tj 
have  had  good  fishing  during  May  and  J^ar 
as  soon  as  they  heard  there  were  so  maDV  dr - 
allowed  in  our  place  where  there  had  r>r^ 
no  fishing  before,  asked  for  an  extens..-- 
too.  Therefore  the  department  decideu  s- 
cut  down  the  20  days  and  make  ic  t'^ 
days  and  extend  it  all  over  the  Doinirjtc. 
A  good  many  places  will  not  avail  tbt- 
selves  of  this  extension,  because  it  i>  r 
good  to  them.  They  are  done  fishing  lone  ar? 
On  the  15th  June  in  many  places  ibc  £,•«'- 
ing  is  over.  They  have  no  more  k)tj«tr-< 
and  they  go  to  some  other  fishing.  In  t^- 
locality  that  I  speak  of  there  is  no  ftir-' 
fishing — there  is  no  codfish,  we  have  fo.;. 
the  lobster,  and  the  herring  fishing  in  tbr 
spring.  We  have  been  asking  to  have  d' 
season  changed,  and  I  hope  in  the  future  ttu*. 
we  will  get  the  ear  of  the  department  aial 
succeed  in  getting  in  that  locality  the  seas-i!. 
changed  from  the  15th  July  to  the  Ir 
October,  instead  of  from  the  Ist  May  U>  \ir. 
15th  July.  As  to  all  these  r^ulatiom.  '. 
do  not  see  that  there  is  very  much  in  tht-ia 
The  name  of  the  packer  on  the  case  wiiti-. 
do  no  good.  As  has  been  said,  all  those  csk- 
are  labelled  with  the  labeLo  of  the  exporter^T 
large  packers.  The  exporters  have  their  lal>*l- 
and  send  them  to  the  small  packers  and  s^ 
them  put  on  the  goods.  When  the  name  i<v3 
the  label,  I  do  not  see  much  use  in  havioi; 
it  on  the  outside  of  the  case.  As  to  tL^ 
license  fee,  I  don't  see  any  good  or  prut*v 
tion  in  that.  Other  fishermen  can  fish  ai! 
summer,  and  are  getting  a  bounty  fur  fish- 
ing instead  of  paying  for  a  license,  and  th«7 
are  not  subject  to  a  fine  either.  Tlie  snuil 
lobster  packer  has  to  pay  for  his  licens*. 
and  if  he  happens  to  catch  a  few  fish  out- 
side of  a  very  short  season,  he  is  heani) 
fined,  and  in  the  case  of  his  not  having 
made  enough  money  to  live,  and  to  pay  ibi- 
fine,  he  is  sent  to  jail.  I  don't  think  thi^  i- 
fair,  and  I  am  sure  that  the  license  $>-<teiL 
is  no  protection  whatever  to  the  fisheries 
but  only  an  additional   burden   to  the  |>oi): 
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tin  used  by  the  smaller  packers  in  putting 
up  their  fish,  and  it  was  useless  to  put  up 
lobster  in  tin  packages  unless  they  used  the 
very  best  quality  of  tin.  There  are  certain 
regulations  in  this  bill  which  I  think  are  in 
the  proper  direction,  if  we  are  going  to  make 
any  alteration  in  the  law  at  all — that  is, 
in  respect  to  the  fee  that  is  to  be  paid 
by  the  different  packers,  reducing  it  from 
$10  on  every  packer,  and  making  it  $2  per 
100  cases,  or  fraction  of  100  cases.  It  will 
be  an  advantage  to  those  who  put  up  a 
small  number  of  cases,  whereas  it  will  prob- 
ably tax  the  large  packers  to  something 
more  than-  they  are  paying  at  present.  The 
to  the  labels  on 
There  is  one  reg- 


ion. Mr.  MACDONALD  (P.KI.)— This 
:iual  legislation  that  we  have  been  going  on 
'Ax  is  rather  detrimental  to  the  lobster  tish- 
l  1:Ha.n  otherwise.  It  was  only  a  short  time 
5  -we  made  a  regulation  with  respect  to 
3  numbering  and  naming  of  the  different 
a.ts  engaged  in  this  business.  Just  as 
:>n  as  that  has  taken  effect  and  people 
ve  gone  to  the  expense  of  putting  their 
kuaes  and  numbers  on  their  boats,  We  re- 
al that  section  a8  if  it  was  no  good  at  all. 
nother  thing  that  we  change  is  the  regula- 
^n  '>vith  respect  to  the  size  of  the  openings 
stween  the  slats  of  the  traps.  Many 
i.ckers  who  got  their  traps  last  year  had 

lem  made  under  the  new  regulation.  Now  !  regulation  with  respect 
■vat.  is  done  away  with,  and  they  can  again  I  cases  is  a  very  good  one. 
se  the  old  form  of  traps.  Those  things  lead  1  ulation  in  this  bill  respecting  the  preserva- 
)  dissatisfaction  on  the  part  of  the  people  I  tion  of  the  ova  of  the  lobster.  I  regret  that 
ngaged  in  the  fishery.  It  is  the  experience '  did  not  go  much  further,  for  while  the  packer 
f  the  people  who  are  engaged  in  the  busi- 1  is  putting  up  his  lobsters,  hp  should  be  re- 
less — and  we  have  two  representative  men  quired  to  save  the  ova  in  a  floating  box  at 
161*6  who  have  had  a  good  deal  of  experience  I  the  end  of  the  stage  and  when  hatched  they 
n  it,  the  hon.  senator  from  Murray  Har-  could  be  allowed  to  go  and  live  in  the 
K>ur  and  the  hon,  gentleman  from  Abra-  water.  That  has  been  done,  I  believe, 
lam's  Village  agree  in  saying  that  the  fishery  in  some  instances  by  the  packers  themselves, 
isbecominglessremunerativeevery  year.  The  and  very  successfully  indeed.  It  entails 
cause  of  that  is  over-fishing.  There  are  too  very  little  cost  on  the  packers,  and  it  is  a 
many  people  engaged  in  the  fishery.  Too  ■  measure  that  would  lead  to  replenishing  the 
many  traps  are  set  out,  and  the  consequence  waters  with  a  larger  number  of  lobsters 
is  the  lobsters  are  becoming  scarcer  every  than  are  taken  out.  The  penalties  imposed 
year,  and  if  we  do  not  shut  down  on  this  under  this  section  appear  to  be  such  as  will 
business,  or  make  strict  regulations  with  re-  [  enable  the  department  to  enforce  the  various 
gard  to  the  system  of  fishing  and  enforce  regulations,  and  I  think  it  is  a  very  good 
them  the  fish  will  disappear  entirely  .  arrangement  that  a  return  should  be  made 
from  the  coast  of  the  province.      It  would  ;  by  each  one  of  (he  packers,  because  the  de- 


be  much  better  if  the  government,   when 

they  fix  the  time  during  which  that  fishery 

is  to  be  carried  on,  would  leave  it  at  that 

and  not  extend  the  time  for  one  day.  It  is  in 

the  interest  of  people  who  are  engaged  in  it, 

who  have  their  traps  and  material,  to  carry  ] 

it  on  as  long  as  they  get  a  fair   supply  of  | 

lobsters.    They   want   to   have  the  season ; 

extended  as  long  as  possible,  but  it  is  against  | 

the  interest  of  the  fishery  generally  to  allow  I 

it  to  go  on  that  way — it  is  much  batter  to  I 

have  a  time  and  not  extend  it  beyond  that 

on  any  account.      There   was    a   ref"  rence 

made  to  the  deterioration  of  lobster  in  the 

can.    In  the  course  of  last  winter  I 


partment  will  see  the  quantity  that  each 
one  has  put  up,  and  be  in  a  position  to  make 
better  regulations  than  they  can  at  present. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and   the   bill 
was  read  the  second  time. 


LEGALIZATION  OF   PAYMENTS    IN 
THE    NORTH-WEST    TERRI- 
TORIES   BILL. 

SECOND   BEADING. 


Hon.     Sir    MACKENZIE    BOWELL 
moved  the  second  reading  of  Bill  (134)  "An 
saw  a  ,  Act  to  legalize  payments  heretofore  made  to 
letter  written  by  a  gentleman  who  is  ex- '  the  General  Revenue  Fund  of  the  North- 
tensively  engaged  in  the  purchase  of  canned  j  west  Territories   of  certain  fines,   penalties 


lobsters  for  the  British  market.  He  main- 
tained that  many  of  the  lobsters  received 
there  were  in  very  bad  order,  and  that  one 
cause  of  it  was  the   inferior  quality  of  the 


and  forfeitures.' 

He  said:  On  the  5th  October,  1887,  an 
Order  in  Council  was  passed  at  the  in- 
stance    and    request    of    the     North-west 
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Legislature,  providing  that  fines  imposed 
for  infraction  of  the  liquor  law  on  the 
North-west  Territories  should  be  ptaid 
over  to  the  general  revenue  fund  of  the 
Territories.  At  the  time  this  Order  in  Coun- 
cil was  passed  there  was  in  the  hands  of  the 
Lieutenant-Governor  a  sum  of  $4,984,  which 
was  stated  to  be  the  amount  collected  up  to 
that  date  for  fines  under  the  Dominion 
Statutes  generally,  the  greater  portion  being 
for  fines  recovered  for  violation  of  the  liquor 
law ;  and  on  the  authority  of  the  order  that 
sum  was  handed  over  by  the  Lieutenant- 
Governor  to  the  general  revenue  fund  of  the 
Territories.  Two  objections  were  raised  by 
the  Auditor  General  to  this  disposition  of 
the  money — first,  that  the  sum  mentioned 
included  moneys  which  were  not  collected 
for  infractions  of  the  liquor  law,  while  the 
Order  in  Council  clearly  had  reference  to 
such  moneys  only ;  and  second,  that  the 
Order  in  Council  was  not  retroactive  and 
could  only  apply  to  the  sums  received  after 
it  was  passed.  The  bill  has  for  its  object 
the  legalizing  of  the  action  taken  under 
the  Order  in  Council. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to  and  the  bill  was 
read  the  second  time. 

BILL  INTRODUCED. 

Bill  (126)  "  An  Act  respecting  Commer- 
cial Treaties  afiecting  Canada." — (Sir  Mac- 
kenzie Bowell.) 

The  Senate  then  adjourned. 


THE  SENATE. 


Ottawa,  Monday,  July  Sth,  1895. 

The  SPEAKER  took  the  Chair  at  Three 
o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 
THE  MANITOBA  SCHOOL  QUESTION. 

INQUIRY. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  should  like  to  ask 
whether  the  leader  of  the  government  is 
in  a  position  to  inform  the  House  as  to  the 
policy  that  the  government  proposes  to 
pursue  with  reference  the  Manitoba  school 
question. 


Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELI  - 
reply  to  the  hon.  leader  of  the  Oj-to 
I  am  prepared  to  state  the  decL-iiiL 
which  the  government  has  arrifeii  •  _ 
Manitoba  school  question.  I  de^,-* 
state  that  the  government  has  ha<i 
its  consideration  the  reply  of  the  Mv 
legislature  to  the  remedial  order  of  th-  . 
March,  1895,  and  after  careful  de\\\^\ 
has  Arrived  at  the  following  concla-ji'::  - 

Though    there   may    be    a   difieirc' 
opinion   as    to    the   exact    meaning  • :  • 
reply  in  question,  the  government   W;  - 
that  it  may  be  interpreted  as  boldiD.- 
some  hope  of  an  amicable  settlemenr  -: '  - 
Manitoba  sc!iool   question  on  the    b.i;  ■ 
possible    action    by    the    >Ianitobs  tV'- 
ment   and    legislature,    and    the    I>oo  ■ 
government  is  most  unwilling  to    i»k-  ■ 
action    which    can   be  interpreted    a.-  " 
stalling  or  precluding  such  a  desirdl>>     " 
summation. 

The  government   has  also  considen*. " 
difficulties  to  be  met  with   in  preparis.  :: 
perfecting  legislation  on  so  importaLt 
intricate  a  que.stion  during  the  l*5t  hr-- 
of  the  session. 

The  government  has,    therefore,  il*--. 
not  to  ask  parliament  to  deal  with  rt-nr-f 
legislation  during  the   present  sessii-n    ^ 
communication  will  be  sent  immediat<4;-  • 
the  Manitoba  government  on   the  sn*'- 
with  a  view   to  ascertaining  whether  t- 
government  is  disposed  tomakeasettlri- 
of   the   question   which   will    be  rea-^ci' 
satisfactory  to  the  minority  of  that  pr>>:' 
without  making  it    necessary    to  cali   : 
requisition  the  powers  of  the  Dominion  P- 
liament. 

A  session  of  the  present  parliament  -'■ 
be  called  together  to  meet  not  later  than :':' 
first  Thursday  of  January   next.     If  at  V-  ■ 
time  the  Manitoba  government  fails  to  ma^ 
a  .satisfactory  arrangement  to  remeilv  • 
grievance   of   the   minority,   the    Doii.ir.: : 
government  will  be  prepared,    at   tht-  ii-i 
session  of  parliament,   to  be  called  a.--  a't>' 
stated,  to  introduce  and  press  to  a  concha 
such  legislation  as  will  afford  an  .tdtvitij: 
measure  of  relief  to  the  said  minority.  Ik.- : 
upon  the  lines  of  the  judgment  of  tlie  I'ri. 
Council  and  the  remedial  order  of  tlio  i!- 
of  March,  1895. 

This  is  clear  and  sufficiently  distinct,  i&i. 
eating  the  policy  of  the  government  aft 
this  very  important  and  intricate  questn ; 
It  must  be   for   Parliament  and  peojil-"^' 
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ct»^  Dominion  to  say  whether  they  approve 
:>'£    t:.his  policy  or  not. 

IBRITISH    COLUMBIA    PENITEN- 
TIARY  INVESTIGATION. 

INQUIRY. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES  (B.C.)  rose  to : 

Oall  the  attention  of  the  Senate,  to  the  Report 
of  .Judge  Drake,  a  commissioner  appointeil  by  (he 
<i«>-v-ernment  of  C'ana'la  to  investigate  charges  of 
ii'rej^ularitiesin  the  British  Columbia  penitentiary, 
r«.rn1    the  presentment  of  the  grand  jury  at  New 
"Westminster    denouncing    the    reinstatement    of 
.7  allies    Fitzsimmons  to  the  position    of    deputy 
'W'o.rden  of  said  penitentiary  as  "  au  insult  to  the 
self- respecting  portion  of  this  community";  also, 
to  the  annual  reports  of  J.  G.  Moylan,  late  inspec- 
tor of  penitentiaries,  and  ask  if  it  is  the  intention  of 
tlie  government  U>  dismiss  the  said  James  Fitissim- 
moiis,  and  to  appoint  a  Royal  Commission  to  iuves- 
t  if^ate  the  official  conduct  of  the  said  J.  G.  Moylan  ? 

He    said :     Before    I   proceed   with   the 
motion  that  is  now  before  the  House,  per- 
haps the  first  minister  will  be  kind  enough 
to  answer  two  or  three  questions  that  have 
a.  direct  bearing  on  the  question  which  I  am 
about  to  discuss.      I  should  like  to  ask  if 
•what    I  saw     in    the    Toronto   Globe   of 
Saturday  last,  that  Mr.  Mosby,  Governor  of 
New     Westminster    jail,     was    appointed 
■warden   of   the    British  Columbia  peniten- 
tiary, that  Mr.  James  Harvey  was  appointed 
accountant,  and  Mr.   McBride,  ex-warden, 
was  superannuated,    is  correct.     The  hon. 
minister  might  also  inform  me  if  Mr.  William 
Keary,    the    ex-accountant,    has  also   been 
superannuated. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
The  item  to  which  the  hon.  gentleman  has 
referred  in  the  newspapers  is  substantially 
correct.  Mr.  Mosby  has  been  appointed 
warden  and  Mr.  Harvey  has  been  appointed 
accountant  and  I  will  add  to  these  answers 
something  which  might  be  asked  later  on, 
that  deputy  Burke  has  been  transferred 
from  the  Stony  Mountain  penitentiary  to 
take  the  place  of  Jlr.  Fit;£simmons.  Fitz- 
simmons is  now  on  leave  of  absence,  but  it 
is  possible  on  f ui  ther  investigation  that  he 
may  be  sent  to  the  Manitoba  penitentiary  ; 
as  to  that  I  am  not  positive.  With  refer- 
ence to  Mr.  McBride,  the  late  warden,  I 
may  state  that  he  has  Ijeen  placed  on  the ; 
superannuation  list,  giving  him  the  full 
benefit  of  the  services  that  he  has  rendered 
as  warden  of  the  penitentiary.  Mr.  Keary 
has  not  been  placed  on  the  superanuation 
list,  he  has  been  dismissed  absolutely. 


Hon  Mr.  McINNES  (B.C.)— Hon.  gentle- 
men for  three  reasons  I  will  discuss  the  ques- 
tion of  which  I  have  given  notice,  as  briefly 
as  possible.  The  first  reason  is  that  the 
temperature  in  this  chamber,  being  over  80 
degrees,  is  uncomfortably  warm ;  in  the 
second  phice  we  are  now  nearing  the  close 
of  the  session,  and  in  the  third  I  am  suffer- 
ing from  a  cold  which  I  contracted  some 
three  weeks  ago.  In  discussing  this  question 
I  am  happy  to  say  it  is  not  one  into  which 
politics,  religion  or  race  enters.  I  say  that 
no  politics  enter  this  question  inasmuch  as 
all  the  representatives  from  British  Colum- 
bia, both  in  the  Commons  and  in  this  House, 
are  a  unit.  There  is  no  religion  involved, 
because  the  majority  of  the  witnesses,  the 
prominent  witnesses  who  testified  against 
the  deputy  warden  were  Roman  Catholics. 
I  hold  in  my  hand  Judge  Drake's  report, 
which  I  will  not  trouble  the  House  by 
reading,  but  I  desire  to  have  it  handed  in 
to  the  reporter  so  that  it  will  be  published. 
In  order  to  make  my  remarks  as  brief  as 
possible,  I  shall  merely  refer  to  a  few 
clauses  in  that  report.  I  may  say,  in  the 
first  place,  that  the  British  Columbia 
penitentiary  was  opened  in  1878.  When 
the  late  Inspector  Moylan  went  out  to 
that  province,  he  saw  fit  to  take  with 
him  5Ir.  James  Fitzsimmons,  who  was  then 
a  guard  in  the  Kingston  penitentiary,  under 
the  plea  that  he  had  had  some  experience, 
and  that  he  would  render  valuable  services 
in  the  opening  of  the  penitentiary.  I  think 
before  I  resume  my  seat  I  shall  be  able  to 
satisfy  hon.  gentlemen  that  nothing  less 
than  a  conspiracy  was  entered  into  between 
Inspector  Moylan  and  Fitzsimmons  to  de- 
fraud the  p;overnment,  and  that  Fitzsim- 
mons should  at  an  early  day  usurp  the 
authority  of  the  warden  and  finally  become 
warden  himself. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I 
apologize  for  interrupting  the  hon.  gentle- 
man, but  do  I  understand  that  he  is  going 
to  hand  the  full  report  of  Justice  Drake  to 
the  reporters  1 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES  (B.C.)— Yes. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I 
think  it  is  establishing  an  exceedingly 
dangerous  practice  in  the  Hou'-e.  If  the 
hon.  gentleman  wants  it  in  with  the  Debates 
we  must  bear  the  infliction  of  having  it 
read. 
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Hon.  Mr.  McINNES  (B.C.)— I  could 
quite  understand  the  force  of  the  objection  if 
it  was  extraneous  matter,  a  clipping  from  a 
newspaper  or  some  such  quotation,  but  this 
is  a  report  that  was  prepared  and  placed 
upon  the  table  by  the  government  them- 
selves, and  I  thought  they  would  not  object 
to  having  the  report  handed  in  and  placed 
in  the  debates.  However,  if  the  hon.  gentle- 
man insists,  I  wUl  read  it  before  I  finish.  I 
was  remarking,  when  interrupted  by  the 
Premier,  that  I  believe  I  can  establish, 
to  the  satisfaction  of  every  hon.  gentleman 
here,  that  a  conspiracy  was  entered  into  be- 
tween Mr.  Moylan  and  Mr.  Fitzsimmons  by 
"which  the  Dominion  Government  would  be 
defrauded  and  the  warden,  Mr.  McBride,  in 
a,  very  short  time  supplanted  by  Fitzsim- 
mons, tbeguard  that  wastaken  from  the  Kings- 
ton penitentiary.  Commissioner  Drake's 
report  is  as  follows  : — 

I  have  the  honour  to  report  that  in  pursuance  of 
the  Royal  Cominisgiou  to  me  directed,  I  opened  the 
same  at  the  Court  house,  New  Westminster,  on 
the  22nd  June,  after  due  public  notice  and  the  sub- 
sequent inquiry  wtis  held  at  the  penitentiary. 

The  warden  and  deputy  warden  .Stewart  and 
guards  were  all  represented  bycounsel,  and  I  re- 
ceived valuable  assistance  from  Mr.  Charles  Wil- 
son, who  acted  for  the  Crown. 

The  inquiry  took  a  wide  range,  as  I  did  not  have 
the  advantage  of  the  various  complaints  and  re- 
ports, which  had  been  made  to  your  department 
until  I  had  been  Engaged  for  some  days,  as  soon  as 
I  had  the  opportunity  of  perusing  those  documents 
I  was  able  to  direct  my  mvestigation  with  better 
success.  The  evidence  in  consequence  is  more 
lengthy  than  it  would  have  otherwise  been. 

I  did  not  think  it  necessary  to  go  back  beyond 
1887  in  my  investigation,  as  I  considered  six  years 
ample  time  to  enable  me  to  ascertain  the  mode  in 
which  the  penitentiary  has  been  carried  on. 

As  a  result  of  my  investigation  I  found  consider- 
able friction  existing  between  the  higher  officials 
and  the  deputy  warden,  in  consequence  of  which 
errors  of  judgment  have  been  magnified  and  many 
complaints  made  which  the  exercise  of  a  little  tact 
would  have  avoided,  but  with  making  eveiy  allow- 
ance for  this  state  of  things,  it  is  too  ]>ateut  that  the 
rules  and  regulations  have  been  in  many  cases  en- 
tirely ignored,  and  in  others  only  partially  observetl, 
the  responsibility  for  this  rests  on  all  the  chief 
officers,  except  the  surgeon,  the  chaplain,  school 
master  and  hospital  keeper. 

I  find  that  the  warden's  authority  has  been 
little  more  than  nominal.  On  the  first  establish- 
ment of  the  penitentiary  he  states  he  was  in- 
formed by  the  inspector  that  he  was  to  consult 
the  deputy  iu  all  matters  as  he  was  a  person  of 
experience  in  the  new  duties  which  the  warden 
had  to  perform.  In  time  this  has  led  to  au  usur- 
pation by  the  deputy  of  the  warden's  authority, 
and  the  warden  expressed  himself  as  being  only 
the  warilen  in  name.  His  orders  to  convicts  and 
officers   have  in  some   cases  been    disobeyed    by 


the  express  direction  of   the  deputy.     Tl»e   eSr.- 
has  been  detrimental  to  discipine. 

I  will  detail  the  various  rules  which  have  i>-= 
persistently  ignored. 

1.  No  muster  roll  of  convicts  has  erer  iTt: 
called.     (Rule  92). 

2.  The  duty  of  examining  the  locks,  bolt*  u.. 
bars  twice  a  month  with  a  blacksmith  baa  n^i'.-r. 
been  done  during  the  t  hree  years  the  blacksii 
has  been  here.     (Rule  08. ) 

The  deputy's  explanation  is  that  if  is  va  :%. 
ported  to  him  that  any  repairs  were  reqitir«-i  i- 
instructed  the  blacksmith  to  do  them. 

3.  The  arms  were  found  by  Mr.  Fneter  in  a  r- 
glected  condition  (Rule  93)  and  the  gnariU  -'ik 
that  their  weapons  have  never  been  inspectei 

4.  The  deputy  repeatedly  rebuktHl  the  g-ij-  • 
and  officers  in  the  presence  of  convict*.   {Bak:>-i 

5.  The  deputy  employed  guards  and  ooav;.-- 
in  work  on  the  orphanage  and  supplied  wooil  wtxi. 
iron  and  cement  from  the  workshops,  and  thf  v 
phanage  vehicles  were  repaired  by  the  ooovi--. 
No  entries  of  these  works  or  supplies  appor  n. 
the  books.  On  one  occasion  only  was  reqoitir- : 
made  for  work  to  be  done  in  the  carpenter  air : 
which  was  for  the  orphanage  and  the  cost  ckarjr- 
to  the  deputy.  The  convict  labour  book  oc 
tains  no  entry  of  any  labour  perfom>ed  at  •-'•- 
orphanage.  The  entries  made  on  the  days  vhn. 
it  was  proved  certain  guards  and  convicts  wtr. 
at  the  orphanage  shows  that  they  were  n- 
parently  working  in  the  grounds — Coutts,  a«  ' 
the  guards,  states  that  he  was  employeii  bet*  rrc 
thirty  and  forty  times  at  the  orphanage  and  oibrr 
officers  and  convicts  on  many  occasions. 

6.  One  convict,  Macdonald,  was  frequently  it: 
at  locking  up  time  and  on  one  occasion  was  nats  ir 
without  an  officer  at  eight  p.m. 

7.  The  blacksmith  and  carpenter  instnK-t'*^ 
were  frequently  absent  whole  days  from  itcc 
duties  by  order  of  the  deputy  and  without  xhx 
warden's  knowledge  to  work  on  the  farm,  leaviii£ 
the  convicts  in  the  workshops.  The  warden  suit 
ed  that  they  were  all  trusty  men  but  the  deputr 
admits  that  keys  of  the  corridors  and  l>ack  -("o.' 
were  made  in  the  blacksmith  shop  which  he  for- 
tunately discovered  and  got  possession  nf.  TlM 
fact  sufficiently  shows  the  necessity  of  the  rul«  Ik 
ing  strictly  enforced  (Vide  Rules  291  &  292i. 

As  the  inquiry  progresses  specific  charges  *fn 
made  against  the  deputy  wanlen  and  the  secoat 
tant. 

As  regards  the  deputy,  Mr.  Keary  brings  f't 
ward  a  claim  for  woA  done  in  the  tailors  shuj.* 
for  the  deputy,  amounting  to  §60,  for  whic!; 
no  requisitions  were  given.  It  appears  th»: 
the  work  done  in  the  tailor  shops  used  :<> 
be  entered  in  a  rough  inemoraiiduDi  Xm-i, 
difficult  to  decipher.  But  under  rule  124  the  at 
countant  of  that  period  (1884  to  1892)  shonl.I  hivc 
discovered  the  account  and  entered  it  properly : 
the  deputy  says  he  frequently  asked  the  trade  ir.- 
structor  to  make  out  his  account,  but  it  vai,  n<>: 
done  Ijccause  it  was  contained  in  books  of  previnu; 
trade  instructors,  and  the  accountant  wat  th« 
proper  person  to  apply  to,  and  it  was  now  bmiight 
up  as  a  charge  against  the  deputy.  In  my  npini-m 
it  is  a  mere  uiatter  of  account,  and  if  the  dqiiitj 
was  wrong  iu  not  obtaining  re<iuisitions  for  ihr 
work  done,  the  accountant  was  wrong  iu  not  li»v 
ing  discovereil  the  account  sooner,  and  I  an)  sfreiii 
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chts    Jiacordant  feeling  that  I  have  referred  to  is 

aoooxin  table  for   this  and  some  minor  complaints, 

^>i.it     there  are   other   matters  of  a   more    serious 

un.ture  which  have  not  been  explained  away.     The 

deputy  has  received  at   various  times  from  Mr. 

•3  ustioe  McCreight  for  the  pasturage  and  keep  of  a 

liorse    at  the  penitentiary   over  ^300.     Many  of 

these    sums  were  paid  in  cash,  others  by  cheques. 

the   only  entry  made  in  the  books  is  $80  credited 

to  the  justice  in  April,  1893.     The  amount  paid  to 

the     deputy  if   he  does  not  dispute  is  over  9230. 

The    only  letters  that   passed  on  the  subject  are 

marked  1,  2,  3,4,  5,  and  the  cheques  "A,"  "B," 

"  C'. "     With  regard  to  the  cheque  "  B  "  for  *135, 

only  ^50  was  for  pasturage,  the  fSo  balance  was 

paid  to  the  Sisters  at  Sappcrton,  at    the  justice's 

re«iuest.     While    on    this    subject,    Mr.    Justice 

"McCreight  received  a  letter  ( Exhibit  E)  from  the 

Kev.     Mr.    Morgan,   acting  chaplain.     I  took  an 

eitrly  opportunity  togivehiin  an  emphatic  warning 

as  to  the  impropriety  of  his  conduct. 

The  land  occupied  by  the  penitentiary  buildings 
and  grounds  is  aix>ut  2)2  acres,  part  of  this  is  pas- 
ture land,  part  in  hay,  and  in  1887  there  were  10 
acres  in  cultivation,  now  there  are  about  14  acres. 
The  warden  and  deputy  warden  have  three  cows 
t>etween  them  running  in  the  pasture.  They  also 
have  fowls  but  none  exist  now.  There  were  also 
sheep  aud  pigs  belonging  to  the  government  and 
some  pigs  belonging  to  the  deputy. 

No  entries  appear  in  any  books  belonging  to  the 
institution  of  the  produce  raised  on  the  farm  or 
'what  has  been  done  with  it.  Pigs  to  a  consider- 
able number  have  been  kiHc<l,  hams  and  bacon 
have  been  cured,  sheep  have  been  killed.  There 
ia  some  evidence  that  the  ham  and  bacon  were 
used  by  the  warden  and  deputy  warden.  The 
'leputy  says  that  he  had  pigs  in  the  institution 
but  they  had  no  distinguishing  mark  and  were  fed 
with  the  general  stock.  Two  penitentiary  pics, 
however,  were  sent  by  the  deputy  with  tne 
warden's  sanction  to  the  orphanage — value  about 
$3U  each.  The  deputy  had  sole  management  of  the 
farm.  Mr.  Keary  asked  frequently  for  the  farm 
accounts  but  was  always  refused  and  no  accounts 
have  ever  l)een  kept ;  the  deputy  asserts  that  he 
had  the  roots  and  other  crops  weighed  into  the 
barii,but  no  entries  were  producednor  memorandum 
of  any  kind. 

The  annual  returns  of  the  farm  (which  for  the 
years  1888  to  1892  inclusive  appear  to  have  been 
altogether  omitted  from  the  parliamentary  returns) 
have  been  in  my  opinion  merely  imaginary  :  in  1887 
the  returns  shows  crops  equal  to  13  tons  to  the  acre 
there  being  in  that  year  only  only  10  acres  in  culti- 
vation and  a  gross  return  ot?;J.50  an  acre,  in  1893  a 
gross  return  of  §186  an  acre. 

These  figures  are  extracted  from  the  annual 
report  and  make  a  wonderful  showing  as  compared 
with  Manitoba  which  only  returned  some  $15  an 
acre  excluding  the  hay  which  I  understand  is 
outside  the  farm,  these  figures  taken  in  connection 
with  the  absence  of  any  data  produced  to  me  lead 
me  to  the, conclusion  I  nave  already  expressed. 

It  was  also  proveti  that  bread,  potatoes,  fruit, 
vegetables,  coal,  cement,  and  lumber  have  b°en  at 
different  times  taken  out  of  the  premises  by  order  of 
deputy  warden.  With  regard  to  potatoes  he 
produced  receipts  for  the  year  1801  and  1892  and 
1893  covering  3^  tons  and  says  these  are  the  pota- 
toes that  went  to  the  orphanage.     I  am  unable  to 


check  his  figures  as  the  potatoes  went  out  in  small 
quantities  and  no  account  was  kept. 

With  regard  to  coal,  the  deputy  says  he  sent  the 
orphanage  a  ton,  as  they  were  out  of  coal  in  the 
winter,  and  he  bought  another  ton  to  replace  it, 
and  produces  the  receipts  from  the  vendor  Rogers 
(exhibit  K).  But  a«ain,  from  the  want  of  entries, 
I  am  unable  to  check  him.  The  coal  that  went  to 
the  orphanoge  is  not  entered,  neither  is  there  any 
requisition  for  it,  and  the  coal  that  replaced  it  does 
not  appear  anywhere. 

W'itn  regard  to  the  bread,  fruit  and  vegetables, 
it  was  proved  that  various  articles  of  this  char- 
acter were  taken  away,  but  as  regards  the  fruit  and 
vegetables  the  deputy  claims  that  they  came  out  of 
the  garden,  which  is  laid  out  in  front  of  the  buildf. 
ing  and  that  as  the  garden  was  originally  plant^d- 
by  the  warden  and  himself,  he  considered  he  ^as, 
entitled  to  the  produce. 

A  large  number  of  empty  flour  sacks  (between, 
3,000  and  4,000)  were,  it  was  8tate<l  by  Jamse. 
Miller,  removed  by  the  deputy  warden  which  he 
denies.     I  have  been  unable  to  trace  them. 

Some  evidence   was  given  of  spying   by  guard- 
Smith  on  Mr.  Keary  and   there   is  no  do^ibt  that  a  . 
general  impression  exists  among   the   otlicers  that 
this  is  not  a  solitary  instance  but  it  is  hardly  pos- 
sible to  establish  the  fact  absolutely. 

The  deputy  excuses  himself   for  npn-.compliance 
with  the  regulations  by  stating  that  it  was  arran- 
ged between  the  warden  and  himself  that  he  should 
go  out  to  work  with  the  men  and  that  the  .warden 
should  do  the  deputy's  duty.     This  the   warden , 
denies.     I  can  see  no  reason  for  the   deputy   going 
with  the  convicts   to  clear .  laivJ,   remove  stumps 
and  build  fences,  any   officer,  of .  ordinary   intelli- 
gence could  do  this  work   but   the  deputy  says  hia  . 
officers  were  all  incompetent  which  I  .aee  no  reason  . 
to  believe. 

I  also  inquired  into  the  escapes  and  attempts  to  , 
escape  which  amount  t6,12  .since  1882  (see  exhibit 
O)  and  it  was  stated  by, some  of  the  guards 
that  in  their  opinion,tbe  n^mbe^  of  convicts  sent 
out  in  the  gang  were,  toq  inany.fqr  the  number  of 
officers. 

Three  officers  an4  sometimes  tijvo  had  charge  of  ' 
from  40  to  50  cpnviots  in  .the  ravine— a  difficult 
place  to  control  so  large  (i  number..  This,  however, . 
is  a  matter  on  which  Icannot  express  an  opinion, . 
the  i^iards  employed  an<l  the  .warden  all  concur  in  , 
stating  that  tliey  considered  thif  number  of  convicts 
dangerously  large  to  the  officers  in  charge. 

I  took  the  opportunity  of  seeing  all  the  convicts  . 
who  desired  to  see  nie'and  tlier^  .was  a  very  general 
complaint  of  the  food,  and  the  manner  ,in  which  it  - 
was  served  before  Mr.  .Foster's  presence  last  year.  , 
It  was  alleged  to  be, a  common  occurrence  to  .have 
their  food  placed  on  the  floor  near  or  in  .the.ir  cells 
and  occasionally  kicked   to  them.. by  the  guards. 
The  result  was  that  a  very  large  auioui)t  of  >food  ' 
and  bread  was  wasted,  so  much  so,  that  there  is 
now  a  saving  of  nearly  one  hun<lred  pounds  per 
day  in  breaa  alone  by  feeding  the  men  in  a  decent 
and  cleanly  manner..   There   is  also  a  complaint 
I  that  irons  are  too  frequently  used  in  ,  punishment. 
The  warden  admits  that  when  irons  were  ordered 
they   did   not  always  appear  in   the  punishment 
book.     There  is  a  universally  expressed  satisfaction  , . 
by   all   the   convicts   I  examined   at  the  .  change 
wrought  by  ^Ir.  Foster  in  the  internal,  digcjpline  . 
and  manajjement  of  the  penitentiary. 
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I  made  a  careful  inquiry  into  the  attempted 
escape  of  Kennedy  on  the  14th  December,  1893, 
when  he  was  shot  in  the  leg  and  the  result  I 
arrived  at  is  that  the  shooting  was  unnecessary. 
Kennedy  was  on  a  ladder  trying  to  get  over  the 
fence.  Guard  McMasters  had  hold  of  him  and 
guard  Smyth  came  up  and  shot  him.  From  the 
appearance  of  the  convict's  clothes  which  are  burnt 
with  powder,  the  pistol  must  have  been  used  at 
very  close  quarters.  Guard  Smyth  proljably  lost 
his  head  in  the  excitement  of  the  moment  and  I 
think  used  his  pistol  unnecessarily.  1  examined 
into  the  matter  because  there  appears  to  have  been 
some  ilifference  of  opinion  between  the  guards  as 
to  the  fact  and  contradictory  statement  forwarded 
to  the  Depai-tment  of  Justice. 

I  liave  not  in  the  above  report  dealt  in  detail 
with  all  the  numerous  matters  brought  to  my  notice 
as  they  are  fully  set  out  in  the  evidence,  but  my 
investigation  fully  satisfied  me  that  the  irregulari- 
ties which  were  shown  to  have  existed  would  have 
been  practically  impossible  if  the  regulations  had 
been  adhered  to.  As  I  stated  before  the  officers 
did  not  work  well  together.  The  guards  com- 
plained of  favouritism  in  the  appointment  of  their 
duties  and  there  is  no  doubt  that  the  numerous 
complaints  which  have  been  made  from  time  to 
time  have  had  their  origin  in  a  feehng  of  dissatis- 
faction which  seems  to  have  existed  for  the  last 
two  or  three  years.  Charges  were  made  against 
Mr.  Keary  of  concealment  of  some  books  of  the 
institution  which  had  been  kept  by  a  previous 
account.  He  admitted  the  fact— the  books  were 
subsequently  found  and  the  reason  of  his  action  is 
difficult  to  discover.  He  was  also  charged  by  Mr. 
Fitzsimmons  with  having  asked  him  to  store  some 
feed  for  him  and  the  inference  was  that  the  fee<l 
was  government  property.  Mr.  Keary  says  it  was 
feed  he  had  bought  for  his  hoi-se  and  there  is  no 
reason  to  doubt  it. 

The  buildings  were  not  kept  in  the  condition  of 
cleanliness  that  they  ought  to  be  ;  the  medical 
officers  and  some  of  the  guards  spoke  strongly  on 
this  subject  but  this  is  now  being  rectified. 

The  medical  officers  suggested  that  the  hospital 
keeper  was  too  frequently  taken  for  other  work 
to  the  neglect  of  his  hospital  duties.  At  the  in- 
quiry both  the  warden  and  deputy  warden  were 
present  the  whole  time  and  heard  all  the  evidence 
and  at  their  request  I  called  any  person  they  de- 
sired, and  permitted  the  fullest  cross-examination 
limited  to  the  inquiry.  I  refused  to  allow  the  sis- 
ters to  give  evidence  as  to  what  the  orplianage  had 
received  from  the  deputy  because  in  my  opinion 
it  was  not  necessary  to  know  where  the  govern- 
ment property  had  gone  to,  if  it  was  shown  that 
any  had  been  taken  away  from  the  institution. 

Tlie  late  guard  Finnegan  desired  to  give  evi- 
dence and  1  allowed  him  to  do  so,  and  he  took  the 
opportunity  of  alleging  drunkenness  against  Mc- 
Innes,  the  steward,  and  guanl  Robertson,  but  he 
never  reported  them,  and  also  made  a  charge 
against  Keary  of  using  improper  language,  but  I 
place  very  little  reliance  on  the  statement  of  this 
witness. 

In  ccmclusion  I  may  say  that  the  warden  heis 
rendered  me  every  facility  in  making  the  inquiry, 
and  very  frankly  admits  the  existence  of  dissatis- 
faction, but  says  that  the  deputy  was,  in  his 
opinion,  a  first-oloss  officer  up  to  three  or  four  years 
ago,  when  he  sustained  a  severe  domestic  l>ereave- 


ment,  from  which  time  be  dates  the  ducgti.  m- 
of  his  intercourse  with  the  otficers,  and  V>  - 
interest  in  his  duties. 

Now  the  first  paragraph  that  I  desire  ; 
call  the  attention  of  hon.  gentlemen  t<i  i 
this  report  is  paragraph  6  : — 

I  find   that    the   warden's  authority  has  t-r 
little  more  than  nominal  on  the  first  establi^i  srr 
of  the  penitentiary,  he  states  he  was  inioniKr'.   ■ 
the  inspector  that  he  was  to  consult   the  depcr. 
all  matters,  as  he  was  a  person  of  experitut* 
the  new  duties  which  the  warden  had  loperfiss 

I  may  state  that  I  was  living  in  Sfi 
Westminster  at  the  time  when  Mr.  Moyii 
was  sent  out  there  to  open  that  institcti-t. 
and  Mr.  McBride,  the  newly  appoint^I 
warden,  informed  me  that  Moylan  gave  hi. 
specific  orders  to  carry  out  all  instrnct.'-t- 
given  him  by  Fitzsimmons  as  tu  the  miL 
I  agement  of  the  penitentiary.  McBride  a^.- 
firms  this  statement  in  the  evideci.- 
I  which  he  gave  before  the  comiuis-i*. 
I  That  is  17  years  ago  next  Jjeprei.- 
j  ber,  and  the  reason  why  the  inspM  ■ 
I  insisted  upon  the  appointment  of  3Jr 
!  Fitzsimmons,  who  was  not  deputy  »»J- 
den  but  chief  keeper  and  guard,  was  thi: 
he  had  had  several  years'  experience  in  tb- 
Kingston  penitentiary.  Now,  as  the  oxn- 
missioner  very  properly  states  here,  that  l-ii 
in  a  very  short  time  to  the  usurpation  of  aa 
the  powers  and  all  the  authority  of  ihi 
warden.  I  may  mention  here  that  Mr. 
McBride,  as  I  can  show  from  even  Mr.  Moy- 
lan's  own  report,  had  been  governor  of  tk 
Victoria  jail  as  far  back  as  1864,  or  "il 
years  ago.  He  was  there  for  several  vears. 
and  was  then  transferred  to  the  New  West- 
minster jail,  the  main  jail  of  the  pronnci- 
at  that  time.  We  had  no  penitentiary,  but 
it  was  used  as  a  penitentiary,  and,  as  I  »'il> 
show  later  on,  even  Mr.  Moylan  himself  ad- 
mits that  they  had  life  convicts  there— in^o 
convicted  for  murder  and  other  offence. 
He  discharged  his  duties  as  jailer  in  >'e<' 
Westminster,  to  my  personal  knowledge,  i« 
se-weral  years  before  his  appointment,  io  < 
manner  acceptable  to  everyone.  For  c*' 
years  I  had  the  honour  of  being  mayor  <i 
New  Westminster,  and  in  those  days  they 
had  no  police  magistrate  and  I  had  to  per- 
form the  not  very  pleasant  duties  of 
a  police  magistrate.  It  was  mv  duty 
to  visit  the  jail  at  least  three  or  four 
times  a  week ;  and  the  statement  made 
here  by  Mr.  McBride,  that  he  had  to  take 
a!]  his  instructions,  notwithstanding  he  vas 
warden,  from  the  chief  keeper,  is  absolutely 
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,  and  is  known  to  a  very  large  number 
he    best  citizens  in  New  We8tminst«r. 
next  paragraph  is  as  follows  : — 

le  deputy  employed  guards,  and  in  the  work 
le  orphanage  supplied  food,  wood-work,  iron 
cement  in  the  work-shop. 

^vill  not  comment  on  that  at  present, 
■will  do  so  later  on.  But  just  imagine, 
,.  gentlemen,  in  view  of  the  rules  that  I 
o  already  read  to  you,  that  no  muster- 
was  ever  called  in  the  institution,  that 
loc-ks  were  never  examined,  that  the 
IS  were  found  by  Mr.  Foster  in  a  negiec- 
condition,  and  the  guards  stated  that 
ir  weapons  had  never  been  inspected, 
agine,  hon.  gentlemen,  what  discipline 
lid  exist  in  an  institution  run  in  that  slip- 
kI  manner,  and  also  that  the  deputy,  in 
i  presence  of  the  convicts,  would  rebuke 
t  only  guards,  but,  as  I  heard  myself,  re- 
ke  tlie  warden,  about  one  year  after  the 
stitution  was  opened.  Again,  it  is  proved 
at  a  convict  by  the  name  of  Macdonald, 
d  other  convicts,  were  frequently  out  after 
eking  up  time,  and  once  absolutely  alone, 
in  hon.  gentlemen  imagine  such  a  state  of 
fairs — a  man  serving  a  term  of  probably 
ur  or  five  years  in  the  penitentiary  to  be 
lowed  to  roam  out  alone  1  Again,  what 
ill  hon.  gentlemen  think  of  the  manage- 
ent  of  an  institution  where  the  blacksmith 
ad  carpenter  instructors  were  taken  from 
le  workshops  to  work  a  considerable  dis- 
ince  away  from  these  workshops  clear- 
ig  land,  taking  out  stumps,  building  fences, 
nd  leaving  the  convicts  there  alone  abso- 
ately  masters  of  the  situation  1  The  deputy 
rarden  had  to  acknowledge  that  he  fortun 
.tely  discovered  that  they  had  made  keys  to 
ipen  the  locks  of  the  inner  amd  outer  doors. 


Hon.  Mr.  SULLIVAN- 

lonvicts  escape  ? 


Hon.  Mr.  McINNES  (B.  C.)— No ;  not 
upon  that  occasion,  but  some  ten  or  twelve 
escaped  previous  to  that,  from  1882  to 
1892,  and  the  general  impression  is  that 
many  of  them  were  allowed  or  given  an 
opportunity  to  escape.  The  first  wit- 
ness that  was  examined  before  that  commis- 
sion was  Justice  McCreight,  one  of  the  most 
honourable  and  respected  men  that  we  have 
in  British  Columbia.  He  is  now  over  70 
years  of  age.  He  always  led  the  bar  in 
that  province,  and  is  a  most  conscientious 
and  respected   citizen.     He   was   the   first 


witness  called,  and  he  gave  evidence  that 
was  rather  damaging  to  Mr.  Fitzsimmons. 
To  show  the  influences  that  were  brought  to 
bear  to  shield  the  deputy  warden,  I  will 
read  a  letter  that  was  sent  to  Justice 
McCreight  : — 

EXHIBIT  E. 
Royal  Commission,  Bbitish  Colcmbia  Pesites- 

TIARf. 

New  Westmi.vster,  June  22nd,  1894. 
Hon.  Justice  McCreight, 

Hon.  and  dear  sir, — I  have  heard  with  indes- 
cribable pain  of  all  what  took  place  in  the  court- 
house this  morning.  Vou  have  already  remem- 
liered  the  real  circumstances  connected  with  your 
horse-keep  in  the  penitentiary,  and  you  are  like- 
wise aware  of  the  terrible  injury  you  have  caused 
to  a  perfectly  innocent  man.  The  inquiry  opens 
to-morrow  morning  at  ten  o'clock,  and  as  an  hon- 
ourable man  I  need  hardly  remind  you  that  your 
duty  is  to  undo  as  far  as  possible  and  as  speedily 
as  possible  the  wrong  of  what  you  have  been  un- 
consciously the  cause.  Therefore  you  ought  in 
conscience  to  present  yourself  to-morrow  morning 
at  the  opening  of  the  commission  in  the  peniten- 
tiary, and  ask  to  be  allowed  to  withdraw  under 
oath  all  that  you  are  not  justified  in  adhering  to. 
Needless  to  say  your  statement  will  be  published 
in  all  the  British  Columbia  papers,  and  probably 
in  many  all  over  the  Dominion,  and  the  longer  the 
story  is  allowed  to  go  uncontradicted  the  greater 
will  be  the  harm  done. 

Please  think  over  the  whole  matter  and  act  ac- 
cording to  conscience  and  not  according  to  your 
note-book  which,  on  your  own  admission,  has  mis- 
led you. 

Feeling  sure  that  you  will  be  perfectly  willing  to 
right  the  grievous—though  on  your  part,  uncons- 
cious wrong,  I  am. 

Sincerely  yours, 

W.  M.  J.  MORGAN,  O.M.I. 

This  clergyman,  Father  Morgan,  was 
one  of  the  acting  chaplains  of  the 
penitentiary.  Can  hon.  gentlemen  imagine 
anything  more  outrageous  than  to 
Did  any  of  the  send  such  a  letter  to  one  of  the 
most  respected  and  learned  judges  in 
the  land,  a  man  of  over  seventy  years  of 
age,  asking  him  to  go  on  the  stand  again 
and  contradict  the  evidence  that  he  had 
given  the  day  before — in  other  words 
to  take  back  what  he  had  said  and  substi- 
tute something  else  for  it  ?  I  mention  this 
to  show  that  deputy  warden  Fitzimmons 
and  his  friends  had  recourse  to  every  means 
in  his  power  to  clear  himself  from  the  char- 
ges made  against  him  and  of  which  he  had 
been  subsequently  found  guilty.  Had 
Judge  McCreight  been  some  poor  ignoramus 
of  a  witness,  we  can  imagine  what  the 
result  would  be  :  but  what  did   the  hon. 
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judge  do  ?  Like  an  hon.  gentleman  he  went 
to  the  commission,  and  in  the  presence  of  the 
clergyman  handed  the  letter  to  the  com- 
missioner. Mr.  Justice  Di-ake  read  it 
and  re-read  it,  and  for  five  or  six  minutes 
never  said  a  word.  Finally  he  said,  "  Mr.  Mc- 
Creight,  I  have  been  deliberating  whether  I 
should  commit  Mr.  Morgan  for  contempt  of 
court  or  give  him  an  emphatic  warning 
never  to  commit  such  an  offence  again." 
Ho  disposed  of  the  case  by  severely  repri- 
manding the  reverend  gentleman.  Now,  •  in 
the  13th  paragraph  the  report  says  : 

No  entries  appear  in  any  books  belonging  to  the 
institution  of  the  produce  raised  on  tlie  farm,  or 
what  has  been  done  with  it. 

And  then  it  goes  on  to  enumerate  the 
animals  that  were  slaughtered  and  the  ma- 
terials that  were  dispo.=ed  of.  I  have  also 
here  a  copy  of  the  return  that  has  been 
brought  down  in  the  other  House  in  con- 
nection with  the  evidence  :  one  is  a  report 
from  Mr.  Fitzsimmons  himself,  and  this  is 
his  explanation  of  the  disposal  of  the  mate- 
rial that  went  to  the  orphanage  : 

As  regards  the  orphanage,  when  I  first  came  to 
New  Westminster  1  was  instructed  to  carry  on  as 
I  had  seen  done  in  Kingston.  Kow,  sir,  it  is  cus- 
tomary in  the  various  penitentiaries  to  assist  char- 
itable institutions,  and  nobody  thinks  of  saying 
anything  aliout  it. 

I  was  not  aware  until   the  present   that  „ 

one  of  the  purposes  for  which  penitentiaries  i  sequently  became  TOun^f  for  Mr.  F: 
were  established  in  this  country  was  to  assist !  ^ons  and  Mr.  Moylan  himself.    Ibeni 
chariteble  institutions.      Clause  21  says:      |  j^  ^y  ^and  several  reports  much  longe:' ; 
The  depnty  excuses  himself  for  non-compliance  ]  than  that  of  Commissioner  Drake.    Tk-  '■• 
with  the  regulations  by  stating  that  it  was  arranged  I  is  from  Mr.  Morrison,  who  subsequer.t;f 
between  the  warden  and  himself  that  he  should  go  |  ^^   Fitzsimmons's  counsel.   Itk  .■• 

to  work  with  the  men,  and  that  the  warden  should  I  T   ,      ion,       m,.  i .,. 

do  the  deputy's  duties.     This  the  warden  denies.  |J"'J%  l'»»4-      -Tnis  report  contains  »i«t 
I  can  see  no  reason  for  the  deputy  going  with  the  ;  or  40  clauses,  and  it  was  sent  in  to  tb'-  ■ 
convicts  to  clear  land,  remove  stumps,  and  build  I  Minister  of  Justice,  Sir  John  Tliomf*"- 

fences.     Any  officer  of  ordinary  intelligence  could  |  d^ybt    to    prejudice   and    poison  hi*  r: 
do  this  work.     But  the   deputy   says  his  officers  ■     j.  r^  ■     ■  t^,,  ^i.i, 

were  all  incompetent,  which  I  see  no  reason   to  |  ^g^mst  Commissioner  Drake's  report.  I - 
believe.  I  it  was  very  improper  for  any  |erson t'  ' 

As  far  as  intelligence  is  concerned  I  am  I '?  «"^^  *  '^P^""^  ^°"S  before  the  on  • 
within  the  mark  when  I  say  there  was  not  I  ««">?;:. « ';«?»'•' T*!P'-^.P»'^»n'J"'^"="V 
an  officer  or  guard  in  connection  with  that  i  *^t  ^'"i'^^^l  «^  Justice.     I  n«t  «-«•  '  • 
institution  who  was  not  a  great  deal  more  I  ^«"^'"   ^^^   Ottaw£^   29th  October,, 
intelligent  than  the   deputy   warden.     Cer- 1  addressed    to    Mr    Fitzsimmons  fr."- 
tainly  one  of  his  virtues  or  qualifications  was  If  «P"^y*^"'»«*^'"«**  J'^«''<=«  '»«'*•    '' -" 
not  intelligence  ;  so  that  that  portion  of  the  i  *°""^^'*  • 

judge's  report  is  strictly  correct.     In  the  24th  '  ^  I  aui  directed  to  inform  you  that  an  Hy ' 
■•,    "     ^  jf   ]  •'  I  Council  was  passed  on  the  24th  inst.,  rriif:-'- 

clause  1  nricl  :  l  {p„,„  fi,g  penitentiary  service  and  ttat  .v« 

It  was  alleged   to  be  a  common  occurrence   to  |  therefore  cease  to   receive  any  sal»rj'  ''"' 
have  their  food  placed  on  the  floor  near  or  in  their    day.  ^^ 

cells  and  occasionally  kicked  to  them  by  the  guards.  I      The  Minister  of  Justice  desires  m  to  »;  ■ 
The  result  was  that  a  very  large  amount  of  food  |  ever,  that  he  hopes  to  have  an  opportiuiityi^  ' 


and  bread  was  wasted,  ao  mnch  »,  tiu:  -. 
now  a  saving  nf  nearly  one  hundred  pouii^ 
in  bread  alone  by  feeding  the  men  in  •  i!rv.' 
cleanly  manner.     There  is  also  a  wmf!.:; 
irons  are  too  frequently  used  in  psnistiA: 
warden  admits  that  when  irons  «ere  mv 
do  not  always  appear  in    the  pnnijliifcji: 
There  is  a  universally  expressed  aatiiijCM 
the  convicts  I  examined  at  the  chsogr  ir'.i 
Mr.  Foster  in  the  internal  discipline  asi  i. 
ment  of  the  penitentiary. 

If  that  institution  was  condactni  z 
orderly  and  proper  manner,  I  cacB' 
ceive  for  a  moment  what  a  poorly  cflLi. 
institution  would  be.  And  then  finer- 
it  says : — 

The  buildings  were  not  kept  in  the  i-.:' 
of  cleanliness  that  they  ought  to  be  and  ix  z- 
officers  and  some  of  the  guards  spak«  st?i. 
this  subject,  but  this  is  now  being  rcctitn. 

There  was  not  an  officer  against  • 
there      was      a      charge      but     h.ni 
counsel.     I  may  also  state,  for  the  s^- ' 
tioii     of     the     House,     that    whv  ■ 
commission  opened  Mr.  FitzsimnioiK  tki 
his  counsel,  Mr.  MacPhiUips,  a  cfHreh.'. : 
of  his  and  one  of  the  best  lawyers )'. 
province     of     British     Columbia,  l<' 
thoroughly  disgusted  was  he  with  tl*-*- 
transaction    on    the    second    day  tk>' 
washed  his  hands  of  the  case  alttigftH 
mention  this  in  order  to  show  theif  ;■ 
foundation  whatever  for  the  reports ''' 
were   made   by   Mr.    Morrison,  tl' 
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■CTering  you  re-einployment  in  the  penitentiary 
.ice. 

That,  to  my  mind,  is  an  extraordinary  let- 
to  be  sent  by  the  Minister  of  Justice 
this  man  two  or  three  days  after  he 
s  dismissed,  with  the  information  that  his 
ary  would  cease  from  a  certain  date.  It 
An  unheard  of  thing,  and  I  must  confess, 
xt  I  do  not  believe  a  man  of  the  sterling 
;egrity  and  unswerving  character  of  Sir 
hn  Thompson  would  in  one  day  dismiss  a 
in,  after  due  deliberation  on  the  report 
,d  evidence,  and  would  two  or  three  days 
terwards  write  to  that  man,  whom  he  had 
iUberately  dismissed,  saying  that  probably 
a  short  time  he  would  ^ve  him  employment 
;ain  in  the  government  service.  It  is  a 
jel  on  the  name  of  the  late  Minister  of 
istioe,  and  I  refuse  to  believe  that  he  ever 
ithorized  it.  Sir  John  Thompson's  mind 
as  a  highly  judicial  one — he  never  acted 
1  the  impulse  of  the  moment,  but  on  evi- 
ence  altogether — in  this  case  on  evidence 
hich  had  been  accumulating  for  years, 
I'idence  that  had  been  taken  before 
commission  appointed  by  himself ;  yet 
re  are  asked  to  believe  that  he  sanctioned 
uch  a  statement  as  this  letter  contains.  I 
.av<'  too  much  respect  for  the  name  of  the 
ite  premier  of  the  country  to  believe  it. 
?he  next  letter  to  which  I  shall  call  atten- 
ion  of  the  House,  is  dated  Montreal,  5th 
Tanuary,  1895,  and  is  as  follows  : 

To  Sir  diaries  Hibbert  Tupper, 

Minister  of  Justice, 
klv  I)k.vk  Sir  Charles  Hibbkrt  : 

I  inclose  to  yon  a  letter  just  receiveU  from  the 
U'|)nty  warden  of  the  British   Columbia  jieuiten- 
Aary  at    New   Westminister.     Kindly  look   into 
Lhix  man's  complaints  and  see  what  is  in  them. 
Sincerely  yours, 

MACKENZIE  BOWRLL. 

The  next  document  that  I  find  is  dated  New 
Westminster,  B.C.,  Dec.  21st,  less  than  two 
months  after  the  discharge  of  Mr.  Fitzsim- 
mons.  It  is  his  application  to  be  appointed 
warden.  It  is  directed  to  the  Minister 
of  Justice  and  is  as  follows  : 

As  you  are  no  doubt  aware,  there  has  been  a 
vacancy  in  the  British  Columbia  penitentiary. 
Having  served  21  years  in  Kingston  penitentiary, 
when  asked  to  undertake  the  forming  of  the  British 
Columbia  one  in  1878,  I  naturally  expected  that  so 
long  a  period  of  service  which  appeared  satisfac- 
tory to  the  department,  my  claim  to  the  warden- 
ship  of  this  penitentiary  in  case  of  a  vacancy 
vould  not  be  disputed. 

Mr.  McBride,  the  late  incumbent  of  the  warden- 
ship  here,  who  was  appointed  in  1878  through 
38 


political  influence  brought  to  bear  at  that  time,  and 
who,  at  the  recent  investigation  into  the  affairs 
at  the  penitentiary,  showed  his  incapacity,  was 
the  cause  of  my  trouble  owing  to  his  incompetence. 
He  had  had  no  previous  experience,  so  the  wliole 
responsibility  was  thrown  upon  me.  When  it  will 
be  recalled  in  what  condition  I  found  the  place, 
and  the  amount  of  work  I  had  to  accomplish  in 
order  to  bring  the  institution  to  its  present  condi- 
tion, I  might  say,  single-handed,  it  is  no  wonder  I 
incurred  the  displeasure  and  enmity  of  guards, 
officers,  and  even  the  wardens — the  laxity  on  the 
part  of  the  warden  and  officer  had  to  be  contin- 
uously checked,  which  added  very  much  to  my 
work. 

The  late  warden,  McBride,  had  probably 
twice  the  practical  experience  in  hand- 
ling men  and  governing  an  institution  of 
that  kind  that  guard  Fitzsimmons  had  in 
the  Kingston  penitentiary.  He  was  the 
governor  of  Victoria  jail  in  1864 — a  jail 
that  often  had  some  75  to  100  inmates; 
subsequently,  in  1868,  he  was  transferred  to 
New  Westminster  jail,  and  was  governor 
there,  having  charge  of  from  50  to  75 
prisoners  in  that  jail  before  the  peniten- 
tiary was  opened.  As  evidence  that  the 
man  was  qualified,  and  that  it  is  not  neces- 
sary that  a  man  should  be  a  guard  or  officer 
in  a  penitentiary  in  order  to  discharge  the 
duties  of  warden  properly,  I  shall  just  refer 
to  the  action  of  the  government  the  other 
day  in  appointing  Governor  Mosby  of  the 
New  Westminster  jail.  Mr.  Mosby  had 
been  sub-governor  under  Mr.  McBride  six 
or  seven  years  before  Mr.  McBride  was 
appointed  warden  of  the  British  Columbia 
penitentiary.  1  give  the  government  credit 
for  appointing  Mr.  Mosby,  because  I  do  not 
think  a  better  man  could  have  been  se- 
lected. I  refer  to  it  to  show  that  it  is  not 
necessary  that  a  man  should  have  had  expe- 
rience in  a  penitentiary  in  order  to  govern 
one  successfully.  I  shall  give  another  in- 
stance to  prove  my  contention  :  a  few  years 
ago  the  Stony  Mountain  penitentiary  in 
Manitoba  became  so  thoroughly  demoralized 
that  the  department  was  obliged  to  send 
a  man  there  to  bring  it  into  order.  They 
sent  the  chief  accountant  of  penitentiaries 
from  the  department  here,  Mr.  George  Fos- 
ter, and  I  hope  that  man  will  get  a  good 
appointment.  He  straightened  out  matters 
there,  and  remained  acting  warden  six  or 
eight  months.  Who  was  selected  by,  when 
Sir  John  Thompson  found  that  he  had  been 
misled  and  deceived  year  after  year  by  the 
inspector  of  penitentiaries  with  regard  to 
the  New  Westminster  penitentiary,  who 
was  sent  to  improve  the  management  of  the 
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institution  t  Heselectedthetrustworthyand 
competent  Mr.  George  Fosteragain  to  right  the 
wrongs  of  that  institution.  The  warden  and 
the  deputy  warden  were  retired  and  Mr. 
Foster  has  that  institution  now  in  as  com- 
plete working  order  a.9  it  is  possible  for  any 
institution  of  the  kind  to  be.  I  mentioned 
these  facts  to  show  that  there  was  no  found- 
ation whatever  for  the  plea  put  forward  by 
the  late  inspector  that  it  was  neces.sary  to 
have  a  common  guard  from  some  penitenti- 
ary to  start  a  new  penitentiary  and  carry  it 
on  successfully.  In  this  report  of  Fitzsim- 
mons  to  the  Minister  of  Justice  further  on 
he  delivers  himself  in  this  way  : 

It  would  appear  Mr.  Corbould,  the  member  for 
New  Westminster,  is  at  the  bottom  of  the  opposi- 
tion to  my  either  holding  office  or  of  being  ap- 
pointed to  a  post  in  the  institution.  And  the  rea- 
son is  this.  Some  years  ago  Mr.  Corbould  under- 
took to  engineer  a  scheme  for  the  removal  of  the 
penitentiary  to  a  site  on  the  opposite  side  of  the 
Fraser  River  which  site  is,  I  am  informed,  owned 
by  himself,  and  a  syndicate  of  friends  here.  I 
viewed  the  place  and  in  my  opinion  I  considered 
it  to  be  entirely  unfit  for  a  site  for  any  institution. 
My  opinion  has  been  confirmed  since,  for  last 
spring  during  the  floods  the  greater  portion  of  the 
ground  was  covered  with  water  to  a  depth  of  sev- 
eral feet.  Mr.  Corbould  who  had  built  his  hopes 
of  getting  this  scheme  through,  has  never  forgiven 
me,  and  I  have  been  put  to  no  end  of  trouble  on 
account  of  it.  Mr.  Foster  the  accountant  of  the 
department  at  Ottawa  came  out  here  in  March, 
1893,  rather  mysteriously  and  ac  mysteriously  de- 
parted. Upon  his  return  to  Ottawa,  some  15 
charges  were  laid  against  me.  All  of  those  I  dis- 
posed of. 

This  deputy  warden  of  the  penitentiary 
attacks  the  member  for  New  Westminster 
and  alleges  that  he  owned  a  site  on  the 
opposite  side  of  the  river  on  which  he  wished 
to  have  the  new  penitentiary  built.  I  have 
to  inform  this  House  that  the  Dominion 
government  owns  that  land.  In  fact,  it 
was  a  portion  of  the  land  that  became  theirs 
when  British  Columbia  first  entered  the 
Dominion,  and  it  was  a  debatable  question 
when  the  penitentiary  was  built  in  1877 
and  1 878  whether  that  site  would  be  taken 
or  the  one  upon  which  the  penitentiary 
stands.  A  very  large  number  of  us  believe 
that  the  site  on  the  opposite  bide  of  the 
river,  the  one  which  was  rejected,  was  a 
very  much  better  site  than  the  one  which 
was  selected.  The  penitentiary  is  now- 
surrounded  by  the  city  of  New  Westmin- 
ster. A  large  portion  of  the  corpwration 
lies  east  and  north  of  it,  and  we,  who  had 
faith  in  the  growth  and  future  prosperity  of 


that  place,  saw  that  it  would  be  onlj  a  - 
years  until  the  town  would  extetki  -..- 
and  far  beyond,  and  we  favonrrd  ti>-  - 
on  the  south  side  of  the  Fraser  Kivrr    T 
statement  that  Mr.  Corbould  own*  i.- 
untrue.     Mr.  Corbould  is  opposed  to  z- 
politics,   but  he   is  an  honounbk  ^-.' 
man,  and  I  say  unhesitatingly  that  wf  - 
I  know  and  believe  that  charge  aguv  . 
is  false.     It  is  true  that  there  was  i  - 
portion  of  land  that  would  probably  :■-••• 
be  acquired  in  order  to  get  to  this  t  - 
ment  property,  but  Mr.  Corbould  » i- 
interested  in  it.     It  wasserioaslTOKf-i  - 
by  the  Department  of  Justice  at  that  - 
when  New  Westmitister  was  growing  s^-. 
and  land  was  held  at  very  high  fipirt~.  • 
it  might  be  better  to  saII    the  penit.-'- 
grounds,    and  they  could  get  more  fur  • 
land  than  would  build  a  m  uch  largeranu :'~ 
penitentiary  than  the  one  we  hav--  r 
present  time.     But  this  is  the  cln^  t->  '.' 
Fitzsimmons'sobjection — thepeopli-i-rt: 
say,  and  I  share  the  belief — that  hi-  ••• 
tion  was  simply  because  he  would  not 
the  same  facilities  for  pilfering  from  tL.: 
stitution  for  charitable  purposes'.   Fartt-- 
in  this  document  again  he  appeals  to  tt  r  V 
ister  of  Justice  to  be  reappointed  : 

I  think  that  I  ought  to  be  at  once  re x4  <'. 
the  British  Columbia  penitentiary  as  Jr|>c'... 
den,  and  I  consider  that  my  character  Icin..    ■ 
that  designing  and  ba<i  men  who  gnt  up  a 
acy  to  ruin  me  but  failed,  that  I  have  still  ■ 
l>etter  right  to  the  wardenship  thou  acy  *r  ■ 
has. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.'-'' 

cleared  his  character? 


Hon.  Mr.  McINNES  (B.C.)— He  .ir.-   | 
I  his  character  himself  and   Mr.  MhvIji: 
I  inspector  assisted  him  with  false  d<yvr.-    ' 
I  that  were  placed  in   the  possession  if 

I  government.     He  continues  : 
I 

I      My  object   in  writing  to  you  sir,  i*  M  :• 
'  your  influence  in  obtaining  what  I  uoiu^i<irr :  - 
I  as  my  rights,  the  wardenship  of  this  peutttro 
*  *  •  •  • 

I  consider,   if    not    appointed   WH^i<'II  '■"  ' 
penitentiary,  I  will  have  been  most  uniu^tlJ•t^-  ' 
my  friends  had  already  made  arraneemt-nt-t'  ''  ■ 
my  case  forcibly  before  Sir  .John  ThompM*  ' 
diately  on  his  arrival  in  Canada,  but  in-i  - 
otherwise. 

That  is  all  of  that  report  of  FitzsiriH 
that  I  will  inflict  on  the  House.    The  t  ' 
document  is  an  extraordinary  memorar.':-- 
that  was  sent  in  to  the  Governor  in  C'M- 
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y-  the  same  individual,  but  as  it  contains 
otliing  different  from  which  I  have  already 
Lven,  I  shall  not  trouble  the  House 
y  reading  it.  I  come  now  to  Mr.  Moylan's 
ejMjrt.  The  versatile  Mr.  Moylan  delivers 
imself  as  follows  in  a  memorandum  sent  to 
he  Deputy  Minister  of  Justice  : 

As  iiuggested  by  you,  I  beg  to  state  what  I 
:uo\ir  of  ex-deputy  warden  Fitzsimmong.  In 
878  I  was  instructed  by  the  then  Minister  of  Jus- 
ice,  yir.  Laflainme,  to  open  the  British  Columbia 
>eiiitentiary,  who  gave  nie  carle  blancht  to  select 
rom  the  staff  of  Kingston  penitentiary  an  officer 
:<>  accompany  me,  suitable  for  the  post  of  chief 
kee|>er  and  deputy  warden.  I  consulted  warden 
L'reightou,  who  recommended  keeper  Fitzaimmons 
a.s  well  fitted  to  fill  the  position.  My  own 
juilgmcnt  and  knowledge  of  the  man  confirmed  the 
choice.  He  had  been  21  years  in  Kingston  peni- 
tentiary a«id  was  thoroughly  practical  and  exper- 
ienced in  all  that  related  to  rules  and  discipline, 
1>oth  as  regards  officers  and  convicts. 

Hon.  gentlemen  will  see  from  Judge 
Drake's  report  how  thoroughly  conversant 
he  was  with  the  rules  and  with  discipline 
to  be  serious.  He  simply  violated  nearly 
every  rule  that  it  was  possible  for  him  to 
violate. 

On  my  arrival  in  British  Columbia  I  found 
that  the  future  warden  was  a  man  of  limited  intel- 
ligence and  education,  who  hail  no  other  experience 
of  conducting  the  administration  of  a  penitentiary 
than  what  he  had  acquired  as  a  policeman  and 
jailer  in  the  small  town  of  New  Westminster.  In 
fact  lie  told  me  of  his  surprise  at  having  been  ap- 
pointed warden,  and  said  he  had  not  expected  a 
higher  place  than  a  head  turnkey. 

Xow,  in  order  to  show  how  utterly  fabe 
that  statement  made  by  the  inspector  is,  I 
will  turn  over  to  his  own  report  which  will 
be  found  in  the  sessional  papers  of  1893.  In 
that  report  the  late  Inspector  Moylan  refers 
to  McBride  in  the  following  way  : 

It  is  very  probable  that  a  change  in  the  warden- 
ship  will  be  necessary  on  account  of  the  ill-health 
of  the  present  incumbent.  Mr.  McBride  entered 
the  colonial  service  as  governor  of  the  Victoria  jail 
in  1864.  This  jail  answere<l  also  the  purpose  of  a 
peuitentiary  and  a  number  of  convicts  having  long 
sentences,  one  a  life  man,  were  transferred  from  it 
in  1878  to  the  penitentiary  of  New  Westminster  of 
which  Mr.  McBride  was  appointed  warden  in  .June 
of  that  year. 

Now,  contrasting  the  two  statements ; 
the  special  plea  that  he  puts  in  here  for  the 
deputy  warden  in  this  report  of  January  of 
this  year  gives  a  direct  lie  to  what  he  wrote 
coolly  and  deliberately  in  1893.  Here 
he  states  that  Mr.  McBride  had  had  no  ex- 
perience except  what  he  had  gained  as  a 
jailor  in  the  small  town  of  New  Westmin- 
38J 


ster,  and  refers  to  him  as  a  man  of 
limited  intelligence  and  education.  Com- 
paring the  warden  and  the  deputy  warden, 
I  have  only  to  say  that  there  was  no  com- 
parison between  the  two  men  as  to  intel- 
ligence and  education.  That  is  all  the  re- 
marks I  shall  make  upon  that  point,  but  that 
shows  you  that  it  was  almost  impossible  for 
the  late  inspector  to  deal  with  any  subject, 
to  put  it  very  mildly,  without  exaggerating 
and  misrepresenting  facts.  Further  on  he 
says: 

Not  to  burden  this  memo  with  any  lengthy 
details,  I  beg  leave  to  refer  to  my  annual  report  to 
the  Minister  of  Justice  for  the  fiscal  year  ended 
the  30th  June,  1888,  in  ade(|uately  setting  forth 
what  deputy  warden  Fitzsmjmons  had  accom- 
plished up  to  that  time  to  justify  the  choice  which 
tiad  been  made  of  him  to  fill  the  place  of  second 
oflicer  in  the  British  Columbia  penitentiary. 
From  the  opening  of  the  prison  in  187H,  until  Mr. 
Fitzsimmons  was  relieved  from  his  duties  in  May, 
1894,  he  performed  the  duties  of  warden,  because 
that  officer  felt  himself  incompetent  to  discharge 
them  and  he  consequently  relegated  his  functions 
to  the  deputy. 

In  order  to  still  further  show  the  incon- 
sistency of  this  report  of  Mr.  Moylan,  he 
says  that  the  warden  stated  to  him  that  he 
would  have  been  satisfied  with  a  place  as 
head  turnkey  in  the  penitentiary.  Here 
was  a  man  who  was  receiving  $1,500,  as 
governor  of  the  jail  of  New  Westminster, 
who,  we  are  told,  was  ready  to  abandon  that 
for  a  position  only  worth  $660  or  $700,  at 
the  very  most.  The  thing  is  inconsistent : 
it  bears  e^  erything  but  the  truth  on  the 
very  face  of  it.     Then  further  on  he  says  : 

I  find  this  prison  (that  is  the  British  Columbia 
prison)  whenever  I  made  an  inspection  of  it  a 
model  institution  as  regards  discipline,  cleanliness, 
good  order,  suitable  industries,  superior  farming 
operations,  and  a  proper  eopnt  de  corp»  among  the 
staff.  This  whs  the  t-liaracter  of  the  establishment 
from  its  inauguration  up  to  my  last  inspection  in 
1892.  For  this  satisfactory  state  of  affairs  the 
deputy  warden  was  entitlea  to  all  the  credit. 

The  evidence  taken,  and  the  report  of 
Judge  Drake,  certainly  do  not  correspond 
with  that  statement  of  Mr.  Moylan's,  and  it 
would  appear  that  from  the  time  that 
he  opened  the  penitentiary  in  1878  till 
1892,  when  he  made  his  last  visit,  he  used 
all  his  ingenuity  in  misleading  the  Depart- 
ment of  Justice  here  in  respect  to  that  in- 
stitution. Further  on  he  t::.kes  Commission- 
er Drake  to  task.  He  goes  after  him  in  this 
lively  fashion : 

As  to  the  commission  held  by  Mr.  Justice 
Drake,  I  beg  leave  to  call  attention  to  the  fact  ap- 
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pearing  on  the  proceedings  that,  though  instructed  i 
to  inquire  into  the  administration  and  affairs  of  the  j 
British  Cohimbia  penitentiary,  he  confined  himself  i 
almost  exclusively  to  the  charges  against  Fitzsim-  ! 
mons ;    that  while  be  listened    patiently   to   the 
statements  of  the  witnesses  against  Fitzsimraons, 
as  shown  in  the  evidence  forwarded  bj'  him  to  the 
department,  yet  his  demeanour  towards  Fitzsim-  \ 
mons  was  not  fair,  as  shown  by  his  unseemly  in- 
terruptions and  sneering  remarks  when  Fitzsim- 
mons  was  giving  evidence,  and   by  his  refusal  to 
hear  the  witnesses  in  defence  of  Fitzsimmons,  or  to 
allow  the  receipts  which  he  held  from  accountant 
Keary  for  everything  it  was  sworn  he  had  impro- 
perly given  away  belonging  to  the  penitentiary,  to 
be  coni|}ared  with  the  prison  books. 

Now,  as  far  as  Judge  Drake  is  concerned, 
my  hon.  colleague  and  every  representative 
from  British  Columbia  knows  too  well  that 
Justice  Drake  was  incapable  of  acting  in  any 
other  than  a  fair  and  liberal  manner.  He  is 
one  of  the  most  honourable  men  on  the  bench 
in  Canada,  and  he  metes  out  the  law  and 
draws  his  deductions  from  evidence  and  not 
from  any  preconceived  idea.  When  he  says 
that  he  sneered  at  Mr.  Fitzsimmons  when 
giving  his  evidence,  and  refused  to  allow 
•witnesses  to  testify  on  his  behalf,  that  state- 
ment is  not  correct.  As  Commissioner  Drake 
says  in  his  report,  he  allowed  every 
one  that  had  any  connection  at  all  with 
the  institution,  and  was  charged  with 
any  wrong-doing,  to  be  represented  by  counsel 
and  Mr.  Fitzsimmons  had  certainly  as  able 
counsel  as  it  was  possible  for  him  to  get  in 
British  Columbia.  The  statement  is  un- 
founded that  Justice  Drake  in  any  way  acted 
contrary  to  justice  in  investigating  the 
charges  made  against  Mr.  Fitz.«immons,  the 
warden  and  accountant.  The  inspector  says  : 

I  refer  to  these  facts  as  showing  that  Fitzsim- 
mons was  not  fairly  treated,  though  he  was,  so  far 
as  my  observations  for  several  years  extended,  one 
of  the  most  deserving,  efficient  and  faithful  officers 
in  the  whole  penitentiary  service. 

He  cannot  find  adjectives  strong  and 
numerous  enough  to  extol  the  good  qualities 
of  this  man  Fitzsimmons. 

I  always  believed  in  the  spotless  character  of 
Mr.  Fitzsimmons  in  his  private  and  official  life,  and 
in  his  fidelity,  zeal  and  competency  as  a  peniten- 
tiary officer,  and  I  entertain  the  same  opinion 
still. 

A  great  oration,  hon.  gentlemen.  You 
would  imagine  that  he  only  lacked  wings  to 
float  upwards. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BO  WELL— He 
lacked  the  wings. 

Hon.Mr.McINNES,(B.C.)— Yes,  largely. 

The  late  minister,  on  the  eve  of  his  departure 
or  England,  told  me  he  saw  nothing  in  the  evi- 


dence or  in  the  report  of  the  commissiontr  i.  ■• 
judice  Mr.  Fitzsimmons,  of  whoae  iBtegray  v. 
upright  character  he  said  he  did  not  eateru- 
doubt.  He  had  seen  that  a  plot  had  been  n- . 
into  against  Fitzsimmons. 

All  I  have  to  say  in  regard  to  that  is  :i. 
the  dead  cannot  speak.  I  do  not  Irfi-- 
there  is  a  scintilla  of  truth  in  that ' 
roent.  Sir  John  Thompson,  was  not  ^  za. 
to  make  any  such  rash,  unfounded  arJ  ^■ 
fair  promises.  I  will  for  a  shon  "^  ■ 
read  a  few  of  Mr.  Moylaji's  snonii  - 
ports,  and  I  think  hon.  gentlemen  wii!  £:.■ 
them  very  interesting.  You  ■will  see  l  .• 
he  forgets  one  year  what  he  bad  ■written  *:- 
pre^vious  years.  I  turn  to  his  annual  r^»- 
of  1888,  in  which,  referring  to  the  Brr^- 
Columbia  penitentiary,  he  says  : 

I  am  glad  to  have  it  in  my  power  to  *tat«^  -^ 
this  penitentiary  is  successfnily  managed,  1->I 
regards  the  prisoners  and  discipline.  Ihir  rc.i 
has  been  paid  to  economy  in  all  (lepartmentKO' : 
prison  as  the  statemenbs  accompaxiyiog  the  s^. 
den's  report  will  show. 

Further  on  he  says  : 

The  testimony  which  tlie  warden  and  c-bipU  • 
bear  respecting  the  management  of  the  ».!h-''.  :■ 
very  gratifying.     The  teacher,  Mr.  Keary.  i»<-  • 
getic  and  earnest  in  his  work   and    his  ]a)v>ar^  ,  - 
very  successful.     He   is   very   compet«it  for  •'- 
position.     This  is  necessary;  the  schoolniaftt:  ■! 
a  prison  must  be  prepared  to  hold  his  own  a^i--' 
men  of  varied  information.     His  ignorance  »■«■ 
not  long  remain  undiscovered  :  he  needs,  tberri'-- 
to  l>e  well  taught.     In  addition,  he  regain:.')  :> '. 
patience  and  discretion.     The  prison  scfaoolina^'  * 
deserves  consideration  commensurate  with  hii><|C>^ 
fications    and    responsibilities.     I   concur   in  '-- 
warden's  recommendation  for  a  more  liberal  n  -^ 
neiution  to  Mr.  Keary,  as  achoolmaeier. 

I  refer  to  that  in  order  to  show  that  r 
those  days  Mr.  Keary,  the  accountant  ai  i 
schoolmaster,  was  a  white-haired  boy  in  ti- 
estimation  of  the  inspector. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)— Cnrk 
headed. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES  (B.C.)— Yes,  curlv 

headed,  too.     In  his  report  in  1889,  he  .'iav^ 

The  officers  performed  their  duties  faithfully  »t ' 
with  good-will. 

Further  on  he  says  : 

Both  chaplains  bear  testimony  to  the  succes.-f  li 
working  of  the  school  under  the  assiduous  mau^i 
nient  of  the  accountant,  Mr.  Keary.  The  Wii^lr!■ 
also  makes  special  mention  of  this  officer's  a»l mi 
efforts  in  connection  with  the  school  and  expr*!?-' 
a  hope  that  his  services  will  be  more  hb(?r»li\ 
remunerated.     In  this  recommendation  I  concur. 

I  now  turn  to  the  report  of  1890.  In 
March,  1889,  when  the  late  inspector,  Mr. 
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^loy  Ian,  made  a  gross — I  might  say  brutal — 
Ltt>«Lck  on  the  hon.  member  from  de  Laaau- 
liere,  that  hon.  gentleman  requested  me  to 
:>ring  the  matter  up  for  him.  That  was  in  con- 
:iectioii.  with  the  St.  Vincent  de  Paul  peni- 
Dentiary.     During  the  course  of  my  remarks, 
w-lieix  £u]vocating  the  necessity  of  appointing 
tt  royal  commission  composed  of  one  or  more 
judges  of  the  Superior  Court  of  the  province 
of  Quebec  to  investigate  the  gross  charge3  of 
"wrong-doing  in  that  institution,   I  also  re- 
ferred to  the  British  Columbia  penitentiary, 
and  stated  that  if  one-half  the   charges   of 
■wrong-doing   and   irregularities  there  were 
true,  I  asked  that  a   royal   commission    1)6 
appointed  to  investigate  those  charges,  and 
that  the  commission  should  consist  of  per- 
sons dissociated,  in  eveiy  sense  of  the  word, 
■from  politics.     I  did  not  want  the  inspector, 
because  his  investigations  in  S^  Vincent  de 
Paul,  and  other  institutions,  had  proved  to  be 
a  farce,  and  I   wanted   the  judges   of  the 
Supreme  Court  to  be  appointed  to  investi- 
gate affairs  out  there.     That  was  denied  at 
the  time,  but  Sir  John  Thompson,    three 
years  afterwards,  did  precisely  what  I  had 
asked  in  the  interest  of  that  institution.      I 
said  that  if  the  officers  of  that  institution 
were  not  guilty  of  the  charges  alleged,  they 
would  be  honourably  acquitted,  but  nothing 
less  than  that  would  satisfy   the  people   of 
my    province.     That   was  in    April,    1889. 
In     the     next     report     of     Mr.     Moylan, 
the      inspector,      I      find     the     following. 
He  says,  referring  to  the  British  Columbia 
penitentiary : 

A  fly  sheet"  printed  in  Washington  territory 
containing  the  vilest  slanders  and  most  barefaced 
falsehoods  against  the  administration  of  this  peni- 
tentiary ana  some  of  its  most  deserving  otficera, 
was  put  in  circulation  in  Victoria  about  12  months 
ago.  The  production  was  the  work  of  two  of  the 
most  depraved  and  hardened  criminals  that  have 
ever  cursed,  with  their  presence,  any  penitentiary 
in  the  Dominion.  It  was  one  of  them,  who  coming 
across  from  Seattle,  distributed  in  a  few  hours, 
the  untruthful  and  libellous  publication  and  made 
his  escape  to  American  territory  before  his  arrest 
could  be  effected.  Certain  individuals  who  were 
either  credulous  or  very  unfriendly  disposed 
towards  the  administration,  towards  the  peniten- 
tiary made  grave  charges  alleging  that  serious 
abuses  and  irregularities  existed.  These  charges 
were  of  the  vaguest  nature,  nothing  definite  being 
mentioned  and  they  were  advanced  in  a  manner 
which  every  one,  who  appreciates  fair  play  and 
manliness  must  stigmatize  as  dastardly.  He  is  a 
veritable  coward  that  makes  accusations  against 
men,  who,  by  reason  of  their  position,  are  helpless 
to  defend  themselves,  and  who  has  not  the  moral 
courage  or  the  proper  sense  of  justice  to  formulate 


bis  charges,  in  view  of  affording  an  opportunity  to 
the  victim  of  his  malevolence  to  have  the  truth  or 
falsity  of  the  allegation  duly  tested.  This  is  a 
general  proposition  without  any  particular  appli- 
cation. 

In  connection  with  the  remarks  made  by  Senator 
Mclnnes  on  the  24th  April  last,  in  the  Senate,  I 
addressed  with  the  approval  of  the  Minister  the 
following  letter  to  that  person. 

This  letter  addressed  to  me  was  written 
by  Mr.  Moylan  after  he  had  found  that  I 
hod  left  with  my  family  for  Europe  in  1889. 
He  went  out  to  British  Columbia,  and  after 
his  arrival  in  the  town  of  New  Westminster 
had  the  impudence  to  write  a  letter  to  me 
there  asking  me  to  be  present  and  make 
good  the  charges  which  I  had  made  on  the 
floor  of  the  Sen'ite,  knowing  that  I  was  then 
nine  or  ten  thousand  miles  away  from  New 
Westminster.  He  also  sent  a  letter  to 
Kennedy  Bros,  of  the  British  Columbian 
newspaper,  and  the  reply,  made  by  the 
Kennedy  Bros.,  I  will  read  a  portion  of : 

Your  favour  of  the  dth  instant  is  hereby  ac- 
knowledged. A  sufficient  reply  to  the  proposition 
therein  contained,  as  well  as  a  correction  of  the 
evident  misapprehension  by  yourself,  of  this 
journal  with  regard  to  the  investigation  of  the 
British  Columbia  penitentiary  may  oe  found  by  a 
perusal  of  the  conclnsion  of  the  article  published  in 
this  paper  on  the  6th  Febnmry  last,  from  which 
yon  have  been  pleased  to  quote  and  we  submit  the 
extracts  accordingly  beginning  with  the  clause  in- 
serted in  your  letter. 

Here  is  the  citation  : 

If  half  the  stories  we  are  told  about  our  own 
penitentiary  ar<>  true,  an  investigation  is  urgently 
demanded.  Of  course  these  stories  are  told  by 
convicts,  who  bring  them  to  the  light  of  day  on 
the  expiration  of  their  sentences,  ana  the  word  of  a 
convict  is  not  to  )>e  taken.  Perhaps  not,  but  who 
would  expose  abuses  in  penitentiaries  if  convicts 
did  not  ?  It  is  not  to  be  expected  that  the  perpe- 
trators wonld  tell  on  themselves.  It  would  be 
well  if  the  Dominion  authorities  would  investigate 
penitentiaries  once  iu  a  while  and  do  so  by  means 
of  a  special  commission  outside  of  the  service  alto- 
gether. Such  a  method  might  lend  variety  to  the 
reports.  Those  institutions  that  are  conducted 
properly  would  suffer  no  injustice,  while  conversely 
I  wrong,  if  it  exists,  would  be  discovered  and 
righted.     We  also  cite  below  Senator  Mclnnes. 

In  the  closing  paragraph  of  Mr.  Moylan's 
report  on  the  British  Columbia  Penitentiary 
that  year,  referring  to  that  investigation,  he 
delivers  himself  in  thts  following  way : 

I  am  more  than  ever  pleased  with  the  manner 
in  which  this  penitentiary  is  conducted.  The 
officers  are  active,  efficient  and  well  conducted  ; 
they  give  a  good  example  to  the  prisoners,  they 
carry  out  the  rules  strictly  and  fairly.  The  con- 
victs are  well  treated,  they  are  well  disposed  to 
comply  with  the  rules  and  discipline  of  the  prison, 
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they  cheerfully  and  diligently  perform  the  work 
allotted  to  them.  Though  invited  to  do  so,  they 
make  no  complaint ;  in  a  word,  everything  goes  on 
smoothly  and  aatistactorily.  lif  there  be  any  of  the 
abuses  and  irregularities  alleged,  the  officers  must 
get  the  credit  of  not  only  concealing  them  to  per- 
fection, but  also  of  being  in  perfect  accord  iu  so 
doing. 

They  are  unanimous  in  challenging  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  special  commission  or  any  other  mode  of 
inquiry,  then  you  may  at  any  time  consider  it  your 
duty  to  appoint. 

Notwithstanding  that,  after  Mr.  Moylan 
had  made  his  inspection,  complaints  poured 
in  thicker  and  faster  than  ever.  Sir  John 
Thompson,  notwithstanding  the  inspector's 
reports  calculated  to  mislead  him  as  to  the 
true  condition  of  affairs  in  British  Columbia, 
never  allowed  that  man  to  visit  that  institu- 
tion after  1892,  and  he  became  convinced 
that  there  was  grave  wrong-doing  there,  and 
that  the  true  statement  of  affairs  had  not 
been  represented  to  him.  An  investigation 
was  had  in  1894  in  the  manner  that  I  had 
suggested  in  1889.  Is  it  possible  to  con- 
ceive that  an  inspector,  with  the  experience 
Mr.  Moylan  must  have  had  with  peniten- 
tiaries, could  go  there  year  after  year,  for 
some  fourteen  or  fifteen  years,  without  dis- 
covering irregularities,  and  gross  breaches 
of  the  rules  1  Hon.  gentlemen  will  find  the 
explanation  of  his  silence  in  this  fact — when 
Mr.  Moylan  went  to  British  Columbia  he 
did  not  go  to  a  hotel.  Notwithstanding 
that  he  was  getting  at  that  time,  and  until 
a  few  years  ago,  five  dollars  a  day  for  living 
expenses  when  he  was  on  those  visits,  he  be- 
came the  guest  of  the  warden  and  the  deputy 
warden.  I  know  of  one  visit  he  made  there 
for  nearly  six  weeks,  during  which  time  he 
was  drawing  five  dollirs  a  day  for  expenses 
which  he  charged  to  the  government,  for 
what  did  not  cost  him  one  cent. 

Hon.  Mr.  SULLIVAN— I  think  it  is 
customary.  The  same  thing  is  done  at 
Kingston. 

Hon.  Mr  McINNES  (B.C.)— The  sooner 
that  custom  is  done  away  with  the  better  for 
the  management  of  those  institutions.  Can 
hon.  gentlemen  imagine  when  a  man  be- 
comes the  guest  of  another  that  he  will 
make  honest  reports,  as  he  would  if  he  was 
under  no  obligation?  The  man  who  be- 
comes the  guest,  as  he  did,  of  the  warden 
and  deputy  warden,  while  drawing  $o  a  day 
for  expenses  that  he  never  incurred,  is 
under  obligation  to  them,  and  he  dare  not 


report  the  wrongs  that  mi^ht  b«vp  c\-- 
under  his  notice.  I  repeat,  if  that  l»  ::- 
custom,  the  quicker  it  is  done  away  w-j 
the  better.  I  now  come  to  his  report 
1891: 

During  my  last  visit  so  this  prison  in  ■i.-.'- 
and  September  of  1889  I  had  ample  an-l  in  c-/ 
opportunities  of  examining  into    and   ikhb^ 
management.      Its    affairs    are    coodacte'J    i 
economy,   carefulness  and   the  exercise  'if  ^ 
common  sense  and  judgment.     The  fli»cip!itf  • 
well  maintained.     The  convicts,  almost  to  a  :  -: 
conducted  themselves  properly  an<l  the  work  . : 
shows  for  itself  their  good  will  and   inilii:tr>' 
found  the  officers,  taking  all  in  all.  faithful : v ;,.- . 
duties,  careful,  sober  and  trustworthy. 

A  model  institution,  notwithstanding  d- 
revelations  that  were  made  the  foIk<«-:i- 
year.     I  now  come  to  the  report  of  Is'S- 

My  inspection  did  not  extend  to  this  peoi'cc- 
ary  last  year  ;  a  visit  having  been  consiiierM  : 
necessary,  as  matters  went  on  smoothly  ai»i  v*'- 
and  there  was  nothing  to  call  for  the  pn^^er.-. 
special  action  of  the  inspector.  Xo  emif.;  :■■ 
official  or  otherwise,  indicating  neglect  or  a>«-^. 
has  reached  the  department. 

Everything  was  going  on  beautifolly  is- 
smoothly.  In  1893  he  referred  to  3/r 
Keary,  the  accountant,  again.  He  "■>!• 
very  solicitous  for  his  welfare.  As  I  »'.- 
before,  he  was  an  ideal  oflicer,  even  to  1 5'.'^' 
but  he  holds  a  very  different  opinion  oi  m  s 
now.     He  says  in  this  report : 

The  school  under  Mr.  Keary,  accounts^:.  • 
conducted  with  the  same  careful  attentiuD  * 
competency  as  in  former  years.  The  »cb'«>in.  • 
ter's  task  is  a  difficult  one,  retjuiring  great  pati^L  - 
and  la1x>ur,  owing  to  the  mixed  races  aoitdig  '•■' 
pupils.  Withal,  his  success  in  bringing  theni  ■  - 
is  remarkable.  Chinese,  Indians  and  Italiaa-  •■*' 
tirely  ignorant  of  English  learn  to  read,  write  c 
cipher  very  well  in  a  wcmderf uUy  Umrt  timt.  '  ■■ 
those  attending  the  school,  the  Catholic  .-Ut^ 
lain  says  :  "  Their  patience  and  assiduous  attrn:v: 
to  stuily  certainly  deserves  praise. " ' 

I  now  come  to  the  report  for  the  presM.t 
year.  I  must  say,  in  connection  with  tlii- 
report,  that  I  was  very  much  surprised  in- 
deed that  it  should  come  out  over  the  sicM- 
ture  of  Mr.  Moylan,  the  late  insp*<-t.)r. 
Mr.  Moylan,  as  I  understand,  was  superat.- 
nuated  on  the  24th  October  last,  when  th<.>c 
other  men,  Fitzsimmons,  the  warden,  ano 
the  accountant,  were  dismissed  from  th-" 
British  Columbia  penitentiary.  Why  Mr. 
Moylan  should  be  allowed  to  issue  the  re- 
port for  1895,  I  am  unable  to  ondersiari'!. 
but  if  hon.  gentlemen  will  look  over  it  ami 
read  the  report  that  he  makes  on  the  Britisii 
Columbia  penitentiary,   they  will  then  *t 
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e  object  that  he  had  in  view.  From  the 
ginning  to  the  close  of  the  report  the  re- 
rences  to  the  British  Columbia  [teniteii- 
kry  a.re  nothing  but  an  apology  and  misre- 
«sen.tation  in  order  to  shield  his  friend 
itzsiiumons.'  I  will  only  read  a  few  pas- 
ge-s  from  his  report : 

In  Sept«mber,  1878,  I  opened  the  British  Co- 
jnbia  penitentiary  at  Xew  Westminster,  orga- 
ized  the  staff,  and  placed  the  institution  in  goo<l 

oi-kiiiK  order.  Though  the  warden  was  not  an 
licient  officer,  yet,  owing  to  the  great  practical 
Tvowleilge  and  experience  which  the  deputy  war- 
en  hod  actjuired  regarding  prison  management, 
ml  to  the  careful  attention  with  which  he  dis- 
Uargetl  his  own  duties  and  those  not  fulfilled  by  the 
h'arden,  no  interest  suffered.  As  a  matter  of  fact 
roin  the  inauguration  of  the  institution  until 
sl&rch,  1893,  the  penitentiary  at  Xew  Westmin- 
iter  was  one  of  the  best  comfucted  penal  prisons 
n  the  Dominion. 

All  I  can  say  is,  may  some  good  power 
lielp  the  other  institutions  if  they  were  con- 
ducted no  better  than  this  one. 

Thorough   discipline  was  well  maintained ;  the 
coiulnct    and  the  industry  of   the  convicts  were 
alx>ve   the  average ;  economy  in  the  expenditure 
wa!>  a  marked  feature  in  the  administration  ;  and 
the  improved  condition  of   the  reserve,   with   its 
yearly  profitable  products,  gave  evidence  that  the 
prison      labour     w;a8     skilfully     utilized.       Two 
thorough  and  searching  inquiries,  one  at  the  in- 
stance of  the  late  Mr.   .Justice  Uray,  made  by  ex- 
(iovernor  Trutch,  about  ten  years  ago,  and  tlie 
otlier  by  the  inspector,   1880,  did  not  elicit  any 
facts   or  circumstancus  prejudicial   to  the    good 
government  of  the  penitentiary  or  to  the  conduct 
and  character  of  the  staff,   individually  or   collect- 
ively.    The  public,  by   advertisement,  were  asked 
to  attend  these  incpiiries,  and,  any  one  having  in- 
formation of   wrong  doing  or  irregularities  was  in- 
vited  to  give   his  evidence.     In   the  autumn   of 
1802,  I  made  a  ver}'   careful  inspection    of   this 
prison.     There  was  nothing  to  indicate  any  laxity 
of  discipline  or  falling  off  m  the  general  adminis- 
tration.    Officers  and  convicts  and  outside  citizens 
had  free  excess  to  the  inspector,  and  full  oppor- 
tunity  to  make  complaint  of  anything  wrong  or 
faulty  regarding  the  institution.     None  was  made. 
Owing  to  his  state  of  health  and  other  causes,  I 
found  it  necessary  to  tell  the  warden  that  I  would 
l>e  obliged  to  recommend   his  superannuation,  on 
my  return  to  Ottawa. 

He  thought  the  time  was  ripe  to  act ;  the 
conspiracy  was  culminating  in  the  overthrow 
of  the  warden  who  was  to  be  supplanted  by 
Fitzsimmons,  and  now  he  was  bound  to  act, 
and  to  act  with  great  energy.  He  says, 
"the  warden  expressed  himself  reconciled" — 
remember,  Mr.  MacBride  is  a  man  of  about 
60  years  of  age  to-day,  a  hale,  hearty,  strong 
man,  strong  and  able,  mentally  and  physi- 
cally as  he  ever  was.     He  says  : 


He  expressed  himself  reconciled.  In  November, 
1892,  on  my  arrival  in  Ottawa,  I  reported  the  mat- 
ter to  the  Minister  who  concurred  in  my  view  of 
retiring  the  warden:  at  the  same  time,  he  signified 
his  intention  to  appoint  the  deputy  warden  in  his 
place.  He  gave  instruction  that  the  warden  be 
asked  to  send  in  his  resignation  at  once.  In  con- 
sequence of  the  medical  certificate  furnished  by 
him  twice,  having  been  irregular  and  unsatisfactory. 

In  other  words,  he  could  not  get  a  doctor  to 
give  a  false  certificate,  and  state  that  the 
man  was  incompetent,  mentally  or  physi- 
cally, to  perform  his  duties.  It  was  unsatis- 
factory, and  it  was  returned  twice.  He 
says :       . 

A  delay  of  some  six  weeks  occurred  l)efore  the 

proper    documents  were    received.      Meanwhile, 

rumour  of  the  contemplated   appointment  of  the 

I  deputy  warden,  reached  New   Westminster,  and 

forthwith  a  series  of  charges  again.st  that  officer,  by 

persons  inside  and  outside  the  penitentiary,  poured 

.  in  upon  the  Minister.     A   scheme   to  change   the 

'  site  of  the  prison  to  a  most  unsuitable  location,  on 

I  the  soutkside  of  the  Fraser  River,  had  been  set  on 

I  foot  in  the  early  part  of  1892,  and  very  strongly 

{  urged  on  the  late  Minister  of  Justice. 

He  goes  on  to  describe  the  site  to  which 
I  referred  a  while  ago  and  to  handle  Mr. 
Corbould  without  gloves.  He  then  con- 
tinues : 

The  commission  which  I  recommended  w-as  ap- 
pointed to  inquire  into  the  affairs  of  the  peniten- 
tiary. 

I  have  reason  to  believe  that  he  fought 
against  the  appointment  of  that  commission 
as  long  as  he  could ;  in  fact,  the  commission 
was  appointed,  and  Mr.  Foster  was  on  his 
way  to  British  Columbia,  before  Mr.  Moy- 
lan  knew  anything  at  all  about  it. 

The  late  Minister  of  .Jnstise  expressed  to  me  his 
wish  that  I  should  attend  the  investigation  and  ask 
to  be  examined,  if  I  deemed  this  necessary.  He 
instructed  his  deputy  to  inform  the  commissioner 
of  this,  who,  notwithstanding,  denied  me  the  op- 
portunity of  appearing  before  him,  although  there 
was  much  sworn  to  by  the  warden  and  others,  upon 
which  my  evidence  as  a  matter  of  simple  justice 
and  fair  play,  should  have  been  taken. 

If  Mr.  Moylan  was  so  anxious  to  give 
evidence,  why  did  he  not  attend  for  that 
purpose  1  The  late  Minister  of  Justice  was 
too  fair  minded  to  deny  him  the  privilege, 
but  Mr.  Moylan  took  good  care  never  to 
turn  up  and  give  evidence,  and  that  is  why 
I  claim  it  is  improper  to  allow  him  to  make 
this  report  after  he  had  ceased  to  have  any 
connection  whatever  with  the  penitentiary 
or  the  government,  other  than  drawing  his 
superannuation  : 

I  have  carefully  read  over  the  evidence  taken  by 
the   commissioner  and  his  report  thereon,  and  I 
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have  no  hesitation  in  stating  that  the  facts  were 
not  fully  or  truly  brought  forth  ;  that  the  char- 
acter and  motives  of  the  witnesses  were  not  con- 
sidered, nor  was  proper  attention  paid  to  the 
evidence  and  explanations  of  the  deputy  warden, 
or  to  the  iniprol>ability  than  an  upright  and  effi- 
cient officer  of  many  years'  standing  would  be  guilty 
of  any  dishonesty  or  impropriety.  The  subsequent 
career  of  many  of  those  witnesses,  notably  of  the 
accountant  and  storekeeper  (a  nephew  of  Senator 
Mclnnes,  of  British  Columbia)  and  the  discovery 
of  their  own  misconduct  show  how  untrustworthy 
they  were  and  with  what  motives  they  were  in- 
fluenced in  trying  to  get  rid  of  an  upright  and 
superior  officer.  The  part  the  deputy  warden  took 
in  defeating  tho  scheme  for  the  change  of  the  peni- 
tentiary site  accounts  for  the  desire  of  some  outside 
the  penitentiary  to  witness  his  reninval.  I  have 
no  doubt  if  the  commissioner  had  been  aware  of 
the  interests  and  motives  at  work  against  the 
deputy  warden  he  would  have  made  a  different  re- 
port. 

As  might  be  expected  this  penitentiary  has  de- 
teriorated the  last  two  years. 

In  turning  over  to  the  last  paragraph  of 
this  lengthy  report  on  the  British  Columbia 
Penitentiary,  I  find  that  he  forgot  what  he 
had  written  in  the  early  part  of  the  report, 
and  delivers  himself  in  this  way : 

My  inspection  of  this  institution  not  having 
been  made  since  October,  1892,  I  have  no  informa- 
tion to  give  regarding  its  administration. 

You  can  see  that  no  reliance  can  be  placed 
on  any  of  his  reports  in  connection  with  that 
institution,  and  I  suppose  the  same  will  hold 
good  with  regard  to  the  establishments  at  St. 
Vincent  de  Paul  and  Kingston.  In  order  to 
give  some  idea  of  how  the  people  of  British 
Columbia  resented  the  reinstatement  of  Mr. 
Fitzsimmons  as  deputy  warden,  I  will  read 
the  presentment  of  the  grand  jury  in  New 
Westminster  on  the  25th  May  last.  A  great 
deal  of  weight  ought  to  be  given  to  this  pre- 
sentment, because  they  were  only  actuated 
by  a  spirit  of  fairness  and  justice.  The  pre- 
sentment reads  as  follows : 

A  sensation  was  created  in  the  court  of  assize 
here  to-day  when  the  grand  iuiy  made  a  present- 
ment to  Chief  Justice  Davie,  declaring  the  reinstat- 
ment  of  James  Fitzsimmons  as  deputy  warden  of 
British  Columbia  Penitentiary  by  the  Dominion 
Goveniment  was  an  insult  to  tho  self-respecting 
portion  of  the  community.  Fitzsimmons  was  dis- 
charged by  the  late  Sir  John  Thompson  as  the 
result  of  a  finding  of  the  Royal  Commission  inves- 
tigating penitentiary  affairs,  presided  over  by 
Judge  Drake.  Evidence  was  given  against  Fitz- 
simmons, who  was  shortly  after  discharged.  His 
reinstatement  in  March  caused  intense  indignation 
and  the  feeling  has  not  yet  subsided,  as  the  grand 
jury  presentment  indicates. 

That  will  give  a  pretty  clear  idea  of  the 
unpopularity     of     the    reinstatement     of 


Fitzsimmons,  and  I  may  also  say,  for  ife :  I 
formation  of  the  House,  that  insteadd'^  \ 
feeling  being  allayed  it  is  more  intense -i- 
to-day  than  it  was  on  the  2-tth  March  u 
I  would  also  call  the  attention  of  the  Be- 
before  leaving  this   part    of    my  snbier, 
Mr.  Moylan's   attack  on  my  hon.  a^imr- 
here  which  was  published    in    ti»e  C«.:- 
of  the  5th  June  last. 

Hon.   Mr.   MACDON.ALD     (B.C;-I. 
not  allude  to  that. 

Hon.   Mr.  McINNES  (B.C.)— I  diu 
is  my  duty  to  do  so. 

Hon.   Mr.   MACDONALD    (B.C.,-.. 


Hon.  Mr.  McINNES  (B.C.)— Beca-.-, 
claim  that  no  man,  though  a  supemmiMr- 
civil  servant,  ought  to   be   allowed  to  »"•«•• 
and  vilify  public  men  who,    in  the  disciu.'y 
of  their  duties,  may  incur  his   hostilitj.    '' 
is  the  duty  of  the  government  to  check  Hi- 
man,  or  to  withhold   his  pension.     3fy  fee 
colleague  does  not  wish  me  to  read  whit  i- 
states,  and  out  of  deference  to  his  feeliu- 
I  shall  not  read  the  paragraph.     But  I  »' 
that  that  letter  is  low  and  scurrilous,  aod  r 
is  the  duty  of  the  Government  to  protect  it 
members  of  both  Houses,  especially  of  ib 
House,    from   such    impudent    and   vdwu- 
ranted  attacks  in  future.     Some  time  ap  I 
asked  the  leader  of  the   House  to  give  ti^ 
name  of  the  member  from  British  Colnin''ii 
who  recommended  the  reinstatement  of  Mr- 
Fitzimmons.     The   reply,  if  it  can  be  <a&: 
a  reply,  was  certainly  an  eztraordinarv  «». 
I  could  not  realize  it  until  I  saw  it  in  print 
I  asked  the  following  question': 

Was  it  on  the  recommendation  of  a  memlcr  ' 
Parliament  from  British  Columbia  that  .Use* 
Fitzsimmous  was  appointed  deputy  warden  o(  \h 
British  Columbia  penitentiary  ?  If  so,  »hat  Ti- 
the name  of  the  member  ? 

To  which  the  Premier  replied  : 

Deputy  wardens  in  Canadian  penitentitriet  >.'< 
appointed  on  the  responsibility  and  on  the  reno 
mendation  of  the  Minister  of  Justice,  and  nol  '* 
the  recommendation  of  a  member  of  Pariiunto'- 
This  course  was  followed  in  the  case  of  hox^ 
Fitzsimmons. 

I  will  not  credit  that  reply  to  the  hon. 
Premier.  I  believe  it  must  have  been  plawl 
in  his  hands  by  the  Minister  of  Justice.  It 
is  worse  than  no  reply  at  alL  We  all  kno* 
that  it  is  on  the  recommendation  of  tk 
Minister  of  Justice  that  the  appointment  L« 
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a<le     in  Council,   but   what  I  wanted  to 
lo-w,    and  what  the  hon.  gentleman  must 
ive    Icnown  I  meant,  was  on  whose  recom- 
endxttion  did    the    Minister    of    Justice 
spoint     Fitzsimmons  1      That     was     the 
>int,  and  that   reply   was  worse  than    no 
is-wer  at  all.     Now,  the   hon.    gentleman 
ill  surely  not  pretend   to  tell  this  House 
lat   there  was   no   recommendation   made 
>r  the  reappointment  or  reinstatement  of 
'itzsiinmons.      There    was    a    warden   ap- 
ointed    the    other    day — Mr.    Mosby.     I 
elieve     I     am     safe   in  saying   that    the 
linister    of      Justice     never     saw     the 
Qan    who    has    just   been   appointed   war- 
len.      He    acted   on   the    recommendation 
i{     (he    members   from    British   Columbia. 
;f  not,  I  should  like  to  know  if  the  members 
rom  British  Columbia  have  any  patronage 
It  their  disposal  'i     Are  they  such  unfaithful 
'ollowers  of  the  government  that  their  recom- 
nendations  must  be  thrown  in   the  waste 
basket,  and  that  outsiders — men  who  have 
no  direct  interest  at  all,  except  of  a  special 
character,  not  representative  men  at  all — are 
to  have  their  recommendations  acted  upon 
in  preference  to  those  of  the  elected  repre- 
sentatives of  the  province  t    It  is  an  extraor- 
dinary state  of  affairs,   but  that  is  the  only 
deduction  to  be  drawn  from  the  Premier's 
reply  to  my  question.     I  think  I  can  give 
the  House  a  clue  to  the  person  who  made 
the  recommendation  for  the  reinstatement  of 
Fitzsimmons.  In  January  last,  the  discharged 
deputy-warden,  Fitzsimmons,  was  in  the  city 
of  Victoria,  the  guest  of  the  then  Attorney- 
General,    the   Hon.    Mr.    Theodore   Davie. 
From  there  he  came  to  Ottawa  to  personally 
urge  his  claims  to  reinstatement.     On  his 
return  to  British  Columbia  Premier  Davie 
hastened   to  the   capital   to    influence  the 
Minister    of    Justice    in    favour    of  Fitz- 
simmons.    After  the  then  Premier  of  the 
province  of    British  Columbia,   Mr.   Theo- 
dore Davie,  was    appointed   Chief  Justice 
of  British    Columbia,   he    came   here,   and 
the   third   day   after   his  arrival  Mr.   Fitz- 
simmons  was  reinstated.     It    is  generally 
believed    throughout    the  province  of  Bri- 
tish Columbia  that  it  was  done  on  his  recom- 
mendation, or  that  he  was  the  instrument 
use  I  in  order  to  get  this  man  reinstated.     A 
little  later  on,  the  Minister  of  Justice  here 
let  the  cat  out  of  the  bag,  to  use  a  vulgar 
expression.     I  will  read  a  short  article  from 
the  Victoria  Times  : 


New  Westminster,  May  2.5. — A  largely  attended 
meeting  of  the  Conservative  association  was  held 
on  Thursday  night,  at  which  a  letter  from  Sir 
Hibbert  Tupper  was  read  relating  to  the  rein- 
statement of  James  Fitzsimmons  as  deputy  warden 
of  the  penitentiary.  The  letter  stated  tnat  Fitz- 
simmons was  reinstated  on  the  strength  of  a  state- 
ment put  in  by  him  alleging  that  he  had  not  had  a 
fair  hearing  before  the  commission,  and  further 
that  Sir  John  Thompson  before  leaving  for  Eng- 
land had  promised  Chief  Justice  Davie  to  reinstate 
Fitzsimmons.  The  association  ilecided  that  the 
reply  was  unsatisfactory  and  determined  to  remain 
firm  in  its  iirst  demand  on  the  government  in  the 
matter.  It  had  been  the  general  impression  all 
along  that  the  chief  justice  was  mixed  up  in  the 
reinstatement,  and  Sir  Hibliert's  letter  shows  the 
impression  was  correct.  If  the  demands  of  the 
association  are  not  complied  with  or  if  any  com- 
promise is  attempted,  the  whole  Conservative 
organization  of  New  Westminster  district  will  dis- 
band. 

There  is  another  document,  written  after 
his  return,  which  shows  that  that  deduction 
is  the  only  natural  one.  The  rrpresent- 
atives  of  British  Columbia  were  ignored  in 
the  matter,  although  they  were  a  unit,  and 
a  man  that  had  no  claim  on  the  government, 
who  was  not  a  representative  of  the  prov- 
ince in  the  true  sense  of  the  word,  had  the 
patronage  at  his  disposal.  What  does  he 
Fay  on  his  return,  in  an  interview  with  the 
World  newspaper — a  [taper  that  has  been 
supporting  him  very  strongly  for  a  great 
number  of  years?  Chief  Justice  Theodore 
Davie  says : 

Regarding  the  reinstating  of  Deputy  Warden 
Fitzsimmons,  of  the  New  Westminster  peniten- 
tiary, the  chief  justice  stated  that  such  a  course 
had  been  decided  on  by  the  late  Premier  and 
Minister  of  Justice,  Sir  John  Thompson,  and  that 
Sir  Charles  Hibl^rt  Tupper  was  but  carrying  out 
the  intentions  of  his  preaecessor.  It  has  not  yet 
been  decided  whether  Mr.  Fitzsimmons  will  be 
permanently  located  at  New  Westminster  or  in 
some  of  the  other  institutions  in  the  Dominion. 

He  was  conversant  with  everything 
that  was  going  on  ;  he  knew  what  had  been 
done  for  his  client.  Just  consider  the  cir- 
cumstances !  Here  we  find  the  Chief 
Justice  of  British  Columbia,  usurping  privi- 
leges which  did  not  belong  to  him.  He 
comes  here  and  asks  the  Department  of 
Justice  to  throw  into  the  waste  basket  all 
the  evidence  taken  by  the  commission 
under  oath,  and  accept  instead  statements, 
nineteen-twentieths  of  which  are  false,  made 
by  Fitzsimmons  himself  in  his  report  to  the 
Minister  of  Justice.  What  a  travesty  of 
justice !  There  was  a  time  in  Canada — 
and  I  hope  it  will  come  again — when  our 
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judiciary  was  second  to  none  in  the  world. 
But  if  such  acts  are  sanctioned,  we  will 
soon  have  little  reason  to  boast  of  our 
judiciary.  I  claim  that  it  was  improper  for 
Chief  Justice  Davie  to  interfere  in  the  mat- 
ter. I  can  tell  the  hon.  Premier — and  my 
hon.  colleague  knows  it  and  every  man  in 
British  Columbia  knows  it — that  next  to 
the  reinstatement  of  Mr.  Fitzsimmons,  the 
appointment  of  Chief  Justice  Davie  was 
one  of  the  most  unpopular  and  unsuitable 
ever  made  in  our  province,  He  is  known 
in  that  province  from  one  end  to 
the  other  for  three  leading  traits  of 
character — vindictiveness,  unscrupulousness 
and  "gall."  Hon.  gentlemen  may  laugh, 
but  my  hon.  colleague  knows  it.  The 
Minister  of  Justice  erred  in  listening 
to  him  ;  he  should  have  been  guided  by  the 
'advice  of  the  members  from  that  province 
who  were  in  full  sympathy  with  him  and 
supporting  him  there.  Surely  their  recom- 
mendation should  have  been  taken  instead 
of  that  of  an  outsider.  I  shall  now  refer  to 
the  estimates  for  this  year  to  show  how 
economically  the  British  Columbia  peniten- 
tiary has  been  governed  of  late.  At  page 
31  of  the  estimates  you  will  find  the  items 
of  controllable  expenditure  in  connection 
with  that  penitentiary.  You  will  find  that 
for  maintenance  and  other  controllable  ex- 
penditures there  is  a  total  deduction  of 
$10,373  from  the  expenditure  of  last 
year,  although  the  staff  and  number  of 
convicts  are  larger  than  ever.  That 
was  the  institution  that  was  so  econom- 
ically governed,  according  to  Moylan's  re- 
ports. That  condition  of  affairs  was  brought 
about  by  the  present  acting  warden,  Mr. 
Foster.  I  have  no  hesitation  in  saying  that 
in  the  last  17  years  8100,000  or  $125,000 
have  been  improperly  taken  out  of  the  Dom- 
inion treasury  in  the  management  of  this 
institution  alone.  According  to  the  report 
on  that  institution,  after  Mr.  Foster  took 
charge,  there  has  been  100  pounds  of  bread 
alone,  besides  other  food,  saved  every  day. 

Hon.  Mr.  SULLIVAN— How  did  you 
say  he  saved  the  bread  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES  (B.C.)— He  men- 
tions it  in  the  report.  It  has  been  dealt  out 
to  them  in  a  decent  and  becoming  manner, 
and  not  kicked  to  them  as  it  would  be  to  a  lot 
of  dogs.  The  statement  is  made  by  the  gen- 
tleman appointed  by  the  government,  and 
I  say  his  statements  should  be  taken  in  pre- 


ference to  anything  that  Moylan  or  Fis: 
mons  or  any  other  outsider  may  s»t  u  ■ 
contrary.     It   is  a  gross  insult  mjt  to  v 
his  report  and  deductions  from  the  e»iv-_ 
in  preference  to  those  made  by  ie«l  ■■ 
were  directly  interested  in  concealing  •-•-• 
own  frauds.     It  is  stated,  and  I  belifTtr : 
true,  that  outside  of  the  (x>ntr»cts  ff- 
staple  articles  to   supply   that  in>titr 
from  25  to  100  per  cent  more  was  ciur.- 
for  everything  that  went  to  that  peni'-r 
ary   than   should   have   been    char^rd 
have    been    told    so    on     authority    •• 
I  cannot  for  a  moment  doubt.     It  is  -ti'- 
too,  that  from  :J  to  J   le;^8  in  value  is  - 
weight   than   the  government  paid  iv.  - 
supplied  to  the   institution.      True  r-i..' 
were  not  given;  true  measure  was  not  .■■•. 
I  have  been  so  informed  and  I  h»v«  "■< 
reason  to  believe  that  the  statement  ifO'T- 
The  position  that  I  started  oat  vitt  < 
this  :  that  a  conspiracy  had  been  eDt«fv<i  L 
in  order  to  supplant  the  warden  by  FiiK 
mons  when  MoyJan  took  Fitzsimmoo  t- 
the  Kingston  penitentiary  in  1878:  tU'  • 
time  was  ripe  for  action  in  1893,  bati'""i. 
to  the  delay  in  getting  satisfactory  nifi 
certificates  to  show  that  McBride,  the  »- 
den,  was  incompetent  physically  or  i:  •' 
wise,  it  got  rumoured  abroad  that  Fu->  - 
mons,  who   had    no   qualifications  for '. 
position  except  his  long  term  of  servii*.  «»• 
to  be  appointed  warden.     As  far  as  1  k'  ■ 
on  every  visit  made  by  Mr.  Moylan,  i;-  '•■ 
ingenuity  was   called   into  play  to  wTt-r '. 
wrong-doing  and  deceive  the  pfoverao/'-' 
For  years  he  succeeded  in  deceiving  thru- 
Minister  of  Jui^tice,  and  in  covering  up '-• 
wrong-doing  in  the  penitentiary,  I  <^' 
imagine  any  man  of  common  sense  beiL.: 
New   Westminster  for  any  length  of :  - 
without   noticing   that    there    were  jrj'' 
irregularities  in   that   institution ;  te  ''■ 
stead  of  mentioning  them  in  his  report )' 
Moylan  concealed  them  and  commendw  '- 
deputy  warden,  who  was  responsible  fo  - 
wrong  doing.     I  want  an  investigatinJ ' 
be      made     into      the      financial    trar.- 
tions  of  Mr.  Moylan,  I  tell  the  bon.  ?»-r''' 
man  from  Kingston  that  if  such  an  viS'^' 
gation  is  made,  and  the  facts  are  bro-. ' 
out,  he  will  discover  at  his  own  door  in  " 
Kingston  penitentiary,  a  state  of  rottrf*" 
of  which  he  has  no  idea.  1  have  inniyf"^^" 
letters  from  men  in  the   Kingston  p^i'''' 
tiary  stating  that  a  worse  condition '))  - 
fairs  exists  there  than  ever  existed  in  '■' 
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Columbia,  My  hon.  friend  from  Delan- 
l^re  endeavoured,  year  after  year,  to  get 
nclependent  commisaion,  apart  from  the 
jence  of  the  government  and  theinspec- 

to  investigate  the  management  of  the 
V  incent  de  Paul  penitentiary.  His  de- 
ne! '>!vas  refused.  Things  went  on  year 
3r  year  from  bad  to  worse  until  a  little 
ellion  broke  out  in  the  penitentiary,  a 
n  was  killed,  and  several  persons  were  in- 
ed,  but  no  investigation  made.  In  the 
i>\ic  interest  the  management  of  those  in- 
butions  should  be  investigated  every  five 
six  yi-ars,  not  by  one  of  the  employees  or 
icers  of  the  department,  but  by  some  one 
t  interested  in  politics.  It  is  in  the  in- 
rest  of  the  public  service  that  a  conimis- 
>n  should  be  appointed  to  investigate  the 
nduct  of  the  late  inspector  of  peniten- 
iries.  If  he  is  not  guilty  he  will  be  ac- 
litted  ;  if  he  is  guilty,  he  should  be  punish- 
I  as  a  warning  to  other  officials  to  discharge 
leir  duties  faithfully.  I  have  a  number  of 
[.her  communications  that  I  should  like  to 
$ad,  but  I  have  trespiissed  on  the  patience 
E  the  House  longer  than  I  anticipated.  I 
id  not  expect  that  the  hon.  Premier  would 
}rce  me  to  inflict  the  House  by  reading 
hat  long  report,  which  might  just  as  well 
lave  been  handed  to  the  reporters. 

It  being  six  o'clock  the  Speaker  left  the 
:hair. 

AFTER  RECESS. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I 
lo  not  know  that  I  should  be  justified   in 
occupying  the  attention  of  the   Senate  for 
any  length  of  time,  had  not  the  hon.  gentle- 
man from  New  Westminster  made  such  a 
sweeping  charge  against  the  Department  of 
Justice,  and  also  against  the  government 
generally,  for  their  action  in  the  matter  of 
the     New     Westminster     penitentiary.     I 
think,  under  the  circumstances,    I  shall  be 
justified  in  occupying  the  attention   of  the 
Senate  for    10    or   15  minutes  at  least  in 
giving  the  other  side  in  as  succinct  a  man- 
ner as  possible.     Many   difficulties    present 
themselves  in   dealing   with   charges  made 
against   an    official.       There    are    circum- 
stances connected   with  every  case    which 
would  justify  the  government  in  not  exer- 
cising the  extreme  power  with  which  they 
are  vested  in  dealing  with   those   officers. 
On  the  first  blush,  in  reading  that  evidence, 


one  would  come  to  the  conclusion,  probably 
that  the  hon.  gentleman  has  reached  ;  but  on 
reading  it  carefully  from  one  end  tathe 
other,  it  seems  to  me  he  would  conclude 
that  while  irregularities  did  exist  in  the 
management  of  the  New  Westminster  peni- 
tentiary, those  irregularities  were  of  such  a 
character  as  would  not  justify  the  government 
in  dealing  with  the  officers  in  the  extreme 
manner  that  the  hon.  gentleman  has  sug- 
gested. Having  made  this  preliminary  re- 
mark I  shall  confine  myself  to  the  statement 
of  the  case  as  viewed  by  the  department 
which  has  the  management  of  the  peniten- 
tiaries of  the  Dominion.  The  first  alle- 
gation regarding  the  mismanagement  of  the 
British  Columbia  penitentiary,  of  which  the 
department  had  any  knowledge,  was  that 
contained  in  a  fly  sheet  circulated  by  an  ex- 
convict  in  1889.  In  April  of  the  same  year 
the  hon.  gentleman  from  New  Westminster 
took  the  responsibility  of  the  statements 
contained  in  that  fiy  sheet  by  stating  them 
from  his  place  in  the  Senate  and  demanding 
an  investigation. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES(B.C.)— I  never  saw 
the  fly  sheet  to  which  the  hon.  gentleman 
has  referred,  and  did  not  make  the  state- 
ments that  I  made  on  the  floor  of  this  House 
from  anything  contained  in  that  fly  sheet. 
It  was  from  the  public  rumours  in  New 
Westminster  that  I  made  the  statements. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I 
accept  the  hon.  gentleman's  statement.  All 
I  can  say  is  the  fly  sheet  contains  precisely 
the  same  charges  that  were  made  in  the 
statement  of  the  hon.  gentleman  to  the  Sen- 
ate. That  he  may  not  have  seen  the  fly-sheet 
is  a  matter  which  of  course  he  knows,  and 
which  I  do  not ;  I  take  the  facts  as  they 
have  been  furnished  to  me.  The  statements 
were  reiterated  in  New  Westminster  a  few 
days  later.  An  investigation  was  ordered, 
and  previous  to  its  being  opened  invita- 
tions were  issued  to  the  hon.  senator,  the 
proprietors  of  the  Colurnbian  (the  newspaper 
which  had  repeated  the  charges)  as  well  as 
to  the  ex-convict  and  the  public  generally, 
to  appear  and  substantiate  the  allegations. 
No  response  to  these  invitations  having  l)een 
received,  the  investigation  proceeded.  The 
hon.  gentleman  made  the  statement,  not  that 
he  was  notified,  but  that  the  inspector  sent 
a  letter  to  him  knowing  that  he  was  out  of 
the  country  at  the  time.     If  that  be  correct, 
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and  I  have  no  reason  to  doubt  the  hon. 
gentleman's  statement,  that  is'a  good  reason 
why  he  could  not  well  be  present  e.t  that 
investigation,  but  people  were  uncharitable 
«nough  at  the  time,  and  are  uncharitable 
enou.'ih  now,  to  state  that  the  hon.  gentle- 
man kneu'  that  this  investigation  was  to  take 
place  and  that  a  summons  was  to  be  issued, 
and  that,  not  being  able  to  prove  the  allega- 
tions which  he  had  made,  he  absented  him- 
self purposely. 


Hon.   Mr.    McINNES   (B.C.)- 
heard  that  before. 


never 


Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL -I 
do  not  say  that  it  is  correct.  I  am 
speaking  of  public  rumours  stated  at  the 
time,  and  probably  there  may  have  been 
as  much  truth  in  that  statement  as  there 
is  in  some  of  the  allegations  which  are 
circulated  against  those  officers.  Every 
officer  of  the  institution  was  subjected  to 
examination  under  oath,  and  each  in  turn 
denied  any  knowledge  of  irregularities  or 
mismanagement.  A  full  report  of  this  in- 
vestigation will  be  found  in  the  Report  of 
the  Inspector  of  Penitentiaries  for  1889. 
No  further  allegations  of  mismanagement 
were  received  by  the  department  until  1893, 
when  it  became  known  to  the  department 
that  friction  existed  between  some  of  the 
officers — notably  between  Deputy  Warden 
Fitzsimmons  and  Accountant  Keary.  The 
accountant  of  penitentiaries  was  ordered 
to  proceed  to  British  Columbia  and  report 
upon  the  state  of  afiairs.  He  did  so,  with 
the  result  that  Hon.  Mr.  Justice  Drake  was 
commissioned  to  hold  an  investigation  into 
the  affairs  and  management  of  the  institu- 
tion. Judge  Drake  held  an  investigation 
and  reported  a  summary  of  the  facts  ;  but 
without  making  any  recommendation  regard- 
ing changes  in  the  staff.  The  late  Minister 
of  Justice  after  perusing  Judge  Drike's  re- 
port and  the  evidence  on  which  it  was  based, 
recommended  the  retirement  of  the  warden, 
"  without  prejudice  to  any  claim  which  he 
may  have  to  superannuation  " — recom- 
mended the  removal  of  the  deputy  warden, 
"  without  prejudice  to  his  re-employment  in 
the  penitentiary  service,'"  and  recommended 
the  absolute  dismissal  of  the  accountant. 
I  may  here  interpose  this  remark  :  The  hon. 
gentleman  read  a  letter  which  he  finds 
among  the  papers  now  before  the  House, 
and  stated  his  belief  that  Sir  John  Thomp- 


son, whom   he   described    as  a  fair-i.^.-' 
man,  possessed  of   a  keen  jadiciai  ie:-. 
never   could    have   made    any  such  -r 
mendation.     With  all  the  qualities  tki 
attributed  to  the  late  Premier  of  tki- 
try,  I  can  assure  him  that  this  suid-. 
which  I  have  just  read  is   based  apici  i. 
occurred  in  the  Department  of  Josti-.e. . 
therefore  I  have  good  reason  to  beiie.r  -. 
it  is  true  or  it  would  not  have  been  z^ 
As  regards  deputy  warden  KtrsimiL-js-. 
expressed  to  several  persons   bis  iat-r 
of  employing  him  as  deputy  warden  m  ?.- 
the  eastern  penitentiaries  and  repUi.ir^ ' . 
at  British  Columbia  by  another  eiprn-.^ 
official.     That  would  have  been  camr. 
during  the  lifetime  of  Sir  John  TIwb;- 
or  immediately  afterwards,  had  he  not  t  -: 
I  a  difficulty  in  making  an  excban^  riv  ■- 
I  officer  who  is  now  in  the   St.  Yimta; 
I  Paul    Penitentiary,    who    declined   m  . 
I  to    the    west,    but   his    intention   kj  • 
'  doubt    was    to  make   that   chaogp-    F' 
Simmons  applied  to  be  reinstated  in  Err-: 
Columbia.       He    alleged    that    the  iiiVf' 
gation  was  not  thorough  and  be  was  fi*  •■ 
at  a  disadvantage   during  its  pro^a.  '■■ 
the  following  reasons  :      There  was  i  ■  - 
certed  action   on    the   part   of   Kearr  ii- 
many  other  officers  to  make  him  respcB-.-c.^' 
for  all   irregularities.      An  exjajaimti'^  '■ 
the  evidence  tends  to  confirm  this  <^'' 
There    was,    undoubtedly,     seversl    »'' 
meetings  of  officers  at  Keary's  house,  VT:-- 
Fitzsimmons's  counsel  endeavoured  iot>'>:' 
tain  the  nature  of  these  meetings  aud  !3k 
object  he  was  summarily  stopped  bj  » 
commissioner.     Mr.  McCoU  (Kearrs  i«- 
sel)  publicly  stated  that  he  was  respowit-- 
for  those  meetings.      These    facts  »ill  '•' 
found  on  the  records  of  the  investif3ii5^ 
Fitzsimmons  having  been  suspended,  f^  ■ 
ing  the  investigation,  had  not  access  to  r- 
books  and   papers   of   the   institutioa.  »-. 
therefore  could  not  procure  document  « 
receipts  which  he   considered   nece^sfj  '■ 
meet  the  charges  brought  against  him-  '-' 
record  shows  that  he   and    his   eoonsf.'  !» 
peatedly  called  for  the  production  of  !»>*" 
and  papers  which   were  not  producfd.    '' 
will  be   seen,   therefore,    that    Fitzsinm^'^ 
laboured  under  the  disadvantage  of  hariit: 
to  employ  three  separate  counsel,  nooe  i'- 
whom  were  present  continuously.  It  is  slic- 
ed that   this   was   an   indication  that  U' 
counsel,  which  he  first  employed,  wfi*  ''' 
conscientious  to  proceed.     If  the  lawjet?  " 
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ish    Oolumbia  are  too  conscientious  to 
nd    an  accused  person  in  the  event  of , 
r  believing  him  to  be  guilty,  they  have  ' 
r  diflFerent  ideas  of  their  obligations  from  I 
le  held  by  counsel  in  other  parts  of  the 
Id.       The   counsel   who   eventually  took 
prosecuted    his   case,  holds   as  high  a 
racter  for  probity  and  honour  as  is  held 
those  who  undertook  professional  duties 
,ch   they  failed  to  complete.     As  to  the 
rge    aj^ainst  Fitzsimmons,  it  is  easy  to 
>te  extracts  which  appear  condemnatory, 
;  no  one  but  those  who  have  read  carefully 
'  whole  evidence  is  in  a  position  to  judge 
ether  or  not  the  charges  were  absolutely 
)ven.      A  careful  perusal  of  the  evidence 
.1  show  that  every  dollar  charged  by  the 
rden       for     the     pasturage     of     Judge 
;Creight's  horse,  was  paid  by  the  judge,  I 
rough  Mr.  Fitzsimmons.     If  there  be  any  ' 
dercharge  the   fault  is   not   that  of   the 
puty  warden,  whose  duties  do  not  require 
m  to  either  authorize  or  enter  debits  upon  ' 
e   books  of  the  institution.     The  pastur- 1 
:e    was    authorized   by   the    warden    who ' 
knowledges  the  fact  in  a  letter  under  his 
vn  hand  which  has  been  filed  as  an  exhibit. 
!e  also  acknowledges  having  supplied  to  the 
:countant  the  details  of  the  charges  entered 
II    the    book.     Judge   McCreight    testified 
lat  he  never  received  any  account — never 
^as  asked  for  money  but  what  he  paid  was 
urely,  voluntary. 

Now  read  the  evidence  in  connection  with 
hat   transaction  and  it   amounts  to  this — 
,nd  I  am  not  here  to  defend  the  irregular- 
ties  which  took  place   at  that  time — Judge 
HeCreight  was  in   the  habit  of  pasturing 
lis  horse  in  government   grounds.     He  was 
n   the   habit  of   keeping   his   horse,    as  I 
inderstand,  in  the  penitentiary  stables.    If 
[  am   not   incorrectly   informed,    the  horse 
was  taken  care  of  by  one  of  the  convicts. 
Judge  McCreight  was  scrupulously  honest, 
so  far  as   he  was  concerned.     He  insisted 
on   paying  for   keeping   the  horse   in   the 
stable  and   for    pasturing.     Fitzsimmons's 
answer  to  him  was  "  I  have  no  authority  to 
take  money  from  you  and  I  refuse   to  take 
it."    The  judge   on  one  occasion  paid   him 
S40  or  $50,  and  on  another  §10.     He  said 
"I    cannot   take   this."     The  judge    said, 
"  Yes,  take  it  and  give  it  to  the  Sisters  who 
have  charge  of  the  Orphans'  Home,  or  some 
hospital."     While    he  should    have   taken 
that  money — I  do  not  hesitate  to  say — and 
paid  it  into  the  credit  of  the  Receiver  Gen- 


eral, he  did  as  Judge  McCreight  directed — 
handed  it  over  to  the  Sisters  of  Charity  in 
consideration,  as  he  thought,  of  the  services 
rendered  by  those  ladie.s  in  taking  care  of 
the  sick  in  the  penitentiary.  They  devoted 
much  time  and  attention  and  gave  much  of 
their  assistance  whenever  any  of  the 
prisoners  were  ill  and  made  no  charge  for 
it.  This  man  who,  I  understand  from  my 
hon.  frii-nd  from  Kingston,  is  a  very  devout 
member  of  his  church,  took  the  money  in 
the  manner  that  he  did  from  Judge  Mc- 
Creight but  never  appropriated  a  cent  to 
himself,  nor  is  there  a  single  word  in  the 
whole  of  that  evidence,  so  far  as  I  can  as- 
certain,in  which  Fitzsimmons  is  charged  with 
having  put  any  of  it  into  his  own  pocket. 
The  error  that  he  committed  was  in  taking 
the  money  from  Judge  McCreight  and  dis- 
po.sing  of  it  as  the  judge  intimated  he  should. 
The  judge,  I  believe,  is  also  a  Roman 
Catholic. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES— Yes,  he  has  been 
for  14  years. 

Hon.   Sir  MACKENZIE    BOWELL— 

Now  as  to  the  system  of  reciprocal  services 
between  the  penitentiary  and  the  orphan- 
age, it  must  be  admitted  that  such  should 
not  have  existed.  Careful  perusal  of  the 
items,  however,  fails  to  show  any  actual  loss 
on  the  part  of  the  government  by  the  action 
of  Fitzsimmons.  The  two  small  pigs  which 
were  given  to  the  Sisters,  were  given  by  the 
authority  of  the  warden,  who  in  his  evid- 
ence claims  that  the  penitentiary  was  in- 
debted to  the  Sisters  for  services  attending 
a  sick  female  convict  for  several  weeks,  and 
attending  to  the  laundry  and  the  chapel 
linen  for  several  years.  For  the  latter  ser- 
vice alone,  we  pay  !?50  a  year,  at  one  of  the 
eastern  prisons.  As  to  the  work  done  at 
the  drain  of  the  orphange,  it  is  in  evidence 
that  Fitzsimmons  tendere'l  payment,  and 
that  his  money  was  afterwards  handed  back 
to  him  by  the  warden  with  the  remark  that 
it  was  too  small  a  matter  to  charge  for.  It 
is  shown  that  two  loads  of  lumber  were  taken 
from  the  penitentiary  wharf  to  the  orphan- 
age ;  but  it  is  equally  clearly  shown  that  the 
lumber  was  decayed  and  useless,  and  that 
the  prison  officials  were  in  the  act  of  throw- 
ing it  in  the  river,  when  they  were  asked  to 
send  it  to  the  orphanage  as  fuel.  The  state- 
ment of  Steward  Mclnnes  that  a  load  of  coal 
I  was  sent  to  the   orphange,  is  fully  met  by 


Digitized  by 


Google 


606 


[SENATE] 


the  statement  that  it  was  replaced  by  { personally  dishonest,  or  that  he  per.'. 
Fitzsimmons  a  few  days  later.  The  receipt  i  profited  by  any  of  the  irregokntie 
for  the  coal  which  was  returned  to  the  in- 1  that  the  inspector  reported  ia  l>s- 
stitution  is  now  on  file  in  the  department,  j  other  years  in  favour  of  Keary,  mi- 
lt was  alleged  that  a  quantity  of  bread  was  j  been  quite  correct,  so  far  as  iir  r 
sent  to  the  orphanage  by  order  of  Fitzsim- 1  at  the  time.  His  crimes  hana^  - 
mons,   and  the   witness   testified  as    to  the '  subsequently  discovered,    he  was  ais- 


From  what  I  have  read  of  the  evide.  -  * 
self,  I   repeat   that  however  irrtsiti- 
actions  may  have  been,     however  mj-- 
incorrect  he  may  have  been  in  dispns/. 
the  money   given  to  him    by  Jud^  ', 
Creight,  there  is   nothing  to  prow  -'  • 
personally  profited  by  any  of  these  ?.'-• 
the  amount  of  one  cent.     The  boo.  .-. 
man  spoke  of  saving  effected  in  the  pc- ' 
of  supplies.     From  all  I  can  hear  be  b  . 
correct  in  that  statement,  but   he  tr 
impression  upon  this  House,  that  th<— 
plies  were  furnished  by   the  depan  'f 
Fitzsimmons. 


McINNES  (B.C.)-r.ii:- 


convict  who  carried  the  bread  to  the  sisters. 
The  records  of  the  institution  show  that  the 
convict,  who  was  named  as  having  taken 
the  bread,  and  was  released  from  the  peni- 
tentiary before  the  orphanage  was  erected, 
and  has  never  since  been  an  inma.  e  of  the 
institution.  The  other  favours  to  the 
orphanage  are  in  the  way  of  odd  jobs  of  re- 
pairing done  by  the  carpenter  and  black- 
smith. The  carpenter  instructor  and  black- 
smith instructor  each  admit  that  a  general 
requisition  existed  covering  all  work  which 
might  he  done  for  the  orphanage  in  those 
shops.  Such  being  the  case  it  was  neglect 
on  the  part  of  those  instructors  and  the  ac- 
countant, if  debits  were  not  entered  on  the 
books.  No  account  was  furnished  Mr.  Fitz- 
simmons, except  those  recorded  in  the  re- 
cords of  the  investigation.  In  each  case  he 
has  filed  the  receipt  of  the  accountant  for 
the  amount  of  account  rendered.  These  are  '  gentleman  himself, 
but  a  few  illustrations  of  the  misapprehen- 1 
sion  which  exists  with  reference  to  the  con- 1  Hon  Mr.  McINNES  (B.C.)— Yeit-- 
duct  of  the  deputy  warden,  and  it  is  sufii- 
cient  to  say  that  both  the  late  Minister  of 
Justice  and  the  present  Minister  of  Justice 
(neither  of  whom  have  ever  been  accused  of 
condoning  wrong-doing  on  the  part  of  offici- 
als) have  been  fully  convinced  that.  Fitzsim- 
mons has  been  guilty  of  no  dishonesty  and 
that  whateverirregularities  he  permitted  were 
not  done  wantonly  nor  through  ne'igence. 

He  has  been  in  the  penitentiary  service  for :  t'     , ,  ,      ■  ■     m 

thirty  seven  year-s  but  it  is  only  during  the  i  (^vernor  should  never  have  permntfM 
last  few  years  of  that  service  that  anything  I  ^pector  Moylan  to  make  a  report  atM 
has  been  alleged  against  him.  It  is  sub- !  *"«  superannuated.  If  I  underst^.i  i 
mitted  that  no  charge  of  dishonesty  or  mal-  correctly,  he  stated  that  Mr.  Mov,an  ' 
feasance  of  office  has  been  esUWished.  His  |  ^^Pf  *«'!"''*««  »»  Hctolier,  1891.  U 
industry,  energy  and  zeal,  for  the  welfare  of  \  "g"**  "*  *•''"*' 

the  penitentiary  have  never  been  questioned  i      jj^^  ]^r_  McINNES  (B.C.)— Yftv  ^-' 
and  it  is  submitted  that  under  such  circum-  ^jj^g  about  then, 
stance!?,  the  government  would  not  be  justi-  j 

fied  in  depriving  him  of  his  position  and  |  Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  B0WEIX-1> 
thereby  depriving  him  of  his  claims  upon  the  j  was  not  superannuated  until  the  ."l'"  •'' 
superannuation  fund  to  which  ho  has  con- 1  uaiy,  1895,  and  the  report  from 'I'i'^'' ". 
tributed,  without  doing  him  a  great  injus- ;  hon.  gentleman  quoted  was  a  report  fi*  '- 
tice.     That  there  were  irregularities  in  the  ]  year  ending  30th  June,  1894.  He  havin?'"' 


Hon.   Mr. 

I  say  that. 

I  Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWEL! 
I  Now  Fitzsimmons  had  no  more  to  Av  •" 
{ the    purchase   of     supplies    than  ti*-  '  - 


Hon.   Sir   MACKENZIE    BOWTLl- 
That  is  done  by  the  storekeeper  and  t  ■ 
the  warden. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES  (B.C.)-It  f's 
him  in  that  instance. 

Hon.   Sir   MACKENZIE    BOWEU- 
There  is  no  evidence  to  show  that.    1' 
the    hon.   gentleman     complain.^!   tha:  ': 


management  of  the  penitentiary,  there  can 
be  no  doubt,  but  there  is  no  evidence  to 
prove  that,  in  what  Fitzsimmons  did,  he  was 


inspector  to  that  time  and  not  having  i^--" 
to  be  inspector  until  he  was  superaflo''''''' 
in  1895,  nobody  could  have  made  that  «[■■'■ 
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ut  IMr.  Moylan.  Whether  that  report  be 
>rrecb  or  not  I  am  not  arguing ;  the  charge 
ga.ini>t>  the  government  is  that  they  per- 
litted.  a  superannuated  officer  to  make  a 
efKjrt  reflecting  on  the  officers  of  the  insti- 
utioxL.  The  facts  are  that  he  was  not  super- 
Liixiua.ted,  as  I  have  already  indicated,  until 
;lie  31st  January  of  this  year,  while  the  re- 
:>ort  \vhich  he  made  and  from  which  the  hon. 
L^entleiman  quoted  was  for  the  year  ending 
:iOth  June,  1894,  so  I  leave  the  House  to 
judge  how  fair  the  hon.  gentleman's  attack 
on  the  government  on  this  particular 
point  is. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES  (B.C.)— It  was  the 
report  ending  30th  June,  1895,  which  I  was 
<luoting  from. 

Hon.  SirMACKENZIEBOWELL— That 
report  cannot  be  out  yet.  The  report  may 
have  been  printed  in  1895,  but  I  think  the 
hon.  gentleman  will  find  this  report  is  for 
1894-. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES  (B.C.)— I  may  be 
wrong. 

Hon.  SirMACKENZIEBOWELL— My 
bon.  friend  .said  that  Mr.  McBride  is  only  56 
years  of  age,  that  he  is  in  robust  health  and 
fit  to  do  work.  Strange  to  say,  the  report 
in  the  department  is  that  he  is  over  61  and 
there  are  certificates  from  medical  gentle- 
men stating  that  his  health  is  such  that  he 
is  unfitted  for  duty,  and  for  that  reason  he 
is  placed  upon  the  superannuation  list ;  so 
that  if  the  government  is  deceived  it  is  not 
their  fault. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— His  medical  certifi- 
cate is  in  a  different  direction. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I 
hope  the  hon.  gentleman  will  not  feel  oti'ended 
if  I  should  say  to  him  that  if  his  certificiites 
are  as  biassed  as  his  political  utterances,  there 
is  no  person  would  s[ive  much  attention  to 
them. 

Hon.Mr.McINNES(B.C.)— Order,order. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— If 
they  were  given  as  a  medical  man,  I  should 
be  bound  to  accept  them  as  correct.  I  do 
not  know  who  has  charge  of  furnishing  the 
food  just  now,  but  I  do  know  this  that 
during  the  time  that  the  complaints  were 
made  in  reference  to  the  character  of  the 
food  and  its  disposal,  it  was  by  a  gentleman 


bearing  the  same  name  as  my  hon.  friend.  I 
did  not  know  that  he   was  the  steward.     I 
i  frankly  admit  so  far  as  my  judgment  would 
I  lead  me  to  calculate  from  reading  these  pro- 
{  ceedings,  that  there  were  irregularities  among 
the  whole  of  the  otlicials  in  the  institution. 
My  hon.  friend  took  umbrage  and  spoke  with 
a  good  deal  of  animation  in  condemnation  of 
the  position  which  he  says  the  present  Chief 
Justice  of  British  Columbia  occupies  in  con- 
nection with  the  matter.     He  claims  that 
I  Mr.  Davie  had  no  right  to  make  a  recom- 
'  mendation  in  connection  with  the  reinstating 
of  Mr.  Fitzsimmons.     I  deny  that  proposi- 
tion in  toto.     Any  one  has  a  perfect  right, 
in  this  free  country,  to    recommend    the 
I  reinstatement  of   a  dismissed  official,  if   he 
thinks   he    has   been  improperly  dismissed. 
'  That  occurs  almost  every  day  in  the  year. 
I  Gentlemen  make  recommendations  in  con- 
I  nection  with  matters  with  which  they  have 
I  nothing  whatever  to  do,  but  which  they  be- 
I  lieve  to  be  in  the  general   interests  of  the 
:  Dominion ;  to  say  that  a  man  has  no  right 
to  do  that  is  to  deny  him  the  rights  of  a 
British    subject.       Whether   he   was  rein- 
stated through  the  instrumentality  of  Chief 
Justice  Davie,  I  know  not ;  but  I  do  know 
this,  that  I  had  a  number  of  hours'  conver- 
sation, negotiation  and   deliberation    with 
I  Judge    Davie  in   connection   with   matters 
;  affecting  the  interests  of  British  Columbia, 
in  dealing  with   their  Indians,  in  dealing 
I  with   the  protection  of    the  coast  against 
liquor  smugglers,  in  connection  with  the  is- 
I  suing  of  titles  to  the  Revelstoke  properties, 
I  with   reference  to  the   settlement  of    the 
'  question  of  the  limitation  of  the  boundary 
of  the  20-mile  belt,  and  I  say  this  for  Chief 
Justice  Davie,  he  never  soid   a  word  to  me 
about  the  British  Columbia  penitentiary,  or 
Mr.  Eitz-iimmons   or  Mr.  McBride   or   any 
one  else  connected  with  it.     I  do  not  say 
j  that  he  did  not  speak  to  other  meml)ers  of 
i  the  Cabinet,  and  to  the  Minister  of  Justice 
,  on  that  subject ;  I  take  a  still  further  ob- 
,  jection  to  the  position  occupied  by  the  hon. 
'  gentlemen.     He  has  taken  advantage  of  his 
j  position  to  make  what  I  consider  an  unwar- 
rantable  attack   upon  the  character  of  an 

I  eminent  gentleman  like  Judge  Davie,  who 
has  been  the  Premier  of  British  Columbia 

'  for  years  and  has  occupied  the  mast  promi- 
nent position  that  the  people  could  give  him. 

I I  know  nothing  of  how  he  got  there  ; 
I  do  not  pretend  to  speak  of  that.  I 
judge  from    the    fact    that    he  has   been 
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Premier  of  that  province,  represent- 
ing the  most  intelligent  and  respectable 
constituencies  in  British  Columbia,  and 
that  he  obtained  the  position  of  judge 
from  a  pledge  on  the  part  of  the  late 
Premier,  which  promise  I  had  the  pleasure 
of  carrying  out  myself  (because  the  recom- 
mendation of  a  Chief  Justice  comes  from  the 
Prime  Minister  and  not  the  Minister  of  Jus- 
tice) and  I  did  it  because  I  had  such  un- 
bounded confidence  in  the  opinion  of  a 
gentleman  of  such  a  legal  mind  as  Sir  John 
Thompson.  I  took  the  recommendation 
which  1  found  in  his  office  and  I  remember 
what  he  told  me  himself  before  he  went  to 
England,  and  I  have  no  hesitation  in  accept- 
ing the  responsibility  of  appointing  Mr. 
Davie  to  that  position.  When  a  senator 
rises  in  his  place  to  denounce  a  man  in  the 
position  of  chief  justice  as  being  unscrupul- 
ous, vindictive  and  full  of  "  gall,"  especially 
when  he  is  not  here  to  defend  himself,  he  is 
in  no  better  position  than  the  inspector, 
whom  he  denounces  with  so  much  virulence, 
who  is  out  of  doors,  and  who  cannot  come 
here  to  protect  himself.  I  am  one  of  those 
laymen  who  have  most  unbounded  confi- 
dence in  the  judiciary  of  our  country,  and 
there  is  nothing  that  I  dislike  so  much,  even 
if  there  be  a  little  failing  on  the  part  of  a 
judge,  particularly  one  who  occupies  so 
eminent  a  position  as  Judge  Davie  does,  as 
to  hear  his  character  assailed  and  denounced, 
as  I  think  it  has  been  most  unwarrantably 
in  the  Senate  to-day,  and  I  question  very 
mu[?h  whether  the  senator  from  New  West- 
minster would  have  dared  to  attack  Judge 
Davie  in  his  own  legislature  or  in  the  Senate 
if  he  were  here  to  defend  himself.  It  is  all  very 
well  for  a  senator  to  rise  here  and  denounce, 
traduce  anJ  villify  a  man  who  is  outside  the 
pale  of  Parliament,  who  has  no  means  of  de- 
fending or  shielding  himself. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES  (B.C.)— I  rise  to  a 
question  of  order.  The  hon.  premier  has  no 
righc  to  attribute  motivas  to  me  or  any 
other  member  in  this  House. 

Hon.  Mr.  DESJARDINS— It  is  a  fact. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES  (B.C.)— I  deny  the 
statement  :  it  is  not  a  fact,  and  I  want  to  in- 
form the  hon.  member  that  any  statement  I 
make  about  Judge  Davie 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
Order.     If   I   have  said   anything  that  is 


out  of    order,     and     onparliamentan. 
withdraw  every  word  of    it.     I  h«i> 
thing  more  to  say  in  reference  to  Jt . 
Davie  or  the    hon.    gentleman's   p>7-'.z- 
What   little    I    do    know     of    Mr   k- 
is  of  a  character  that  would  not  jostifr  - 
remarks  that  the  hon.  gentleman  has  ex 
j  I  deny  further  that  I   have    attrihotei.- 
motives  to  the  hon.    gentleman.      I  e-.'e 
dealt  with   the  hon.  gentleoaan's  states  . 
to  the  House,  and  consequently  therr  f 
no  point  of  order.     If  I  had   said  tba*  '. 
hon.  gentleman  had  an   object   in  tub  ■ 
was  doing  it  out  of  revenge,   or  be<at'»-  .• 
did  not  like  the  judge,  or    bad  attn"-« 
any  motives  at  all,  then  he  would  haT*  ''<■ 
justified  in  calling  me  to  order.     I  tn'ai 
keep  within  the  rules  of  order,   and  ur'ai 
the  bounds  of  what  I  believe  to  be  pii. 
mentary  procedure  and  so  long  as  I  n=nr.L 
in  the  position  of  Premier,  or  as  a  pri'  :■ 
member,  if  I  hear  an   unwarranted  srt-.  i 
made  on  a  high  official,  and   more  parr, 
arly  a  judge  of   the   land,  no    matter  ct 
his  politics  may  be,  I  shall   not  hesiute  •• 
raise  my  voice  against  it  in  as  earne-'; 
manner  as  I  can. 

Hon.  Mr.  SULLIVAN— I  should  liie" 
correct  the  statement  that  I  made  as  c<  '  - 
inspector  stopping  at  the  penitentiaries.  .' 
do  not  mean  to  say  that  they  have  bt^i  ■" 
the  habit  of  stopping  there,  but  merely  ;^ " 
they  have  done  so  occasionally.  It  might  •' 
inferred  from  what  I  said  that  it  was  a  \n 
tice.  I  only  know  of  it  having  (xx^y- 
occasionally,  and  I  attribute  it  to  ihe  U" 
that  the  penitentiary  is  two  miles  di-w; 
from  the  hotel  in  the  centre  of  the  city.  -^ 
they  had  to  attend  to  important  mattfi^.  n' 
there  at  a  very  early  hour,  and  wished  to  !► 
there  so  as  to  have  an  opportunity  'i  ■'- 
specting  the  convicts.  I  might  remart  tU' 
I  have  very  great  pleasure  in  testifying '•' 
the  character  of  the  man  Fitzsimnions,  «t'' 
has  been  so  much  traduced.  I  knew  him  i^ 
years,  whenhe  wasone  of  the  princip&l  go""" 
in  the  Kingston  penitentiary,  and  no  wr^" 
honourable  and  upright  man  could  possib.f 
be  found  than  Fitzsimraons.  He  was  selwt^^ 
on  thataccountto  perform  the  dutiesofdepn? 
warden,  being  a  man  possessed  of  vala»b^ 
qualities.  He  was  not  "  bom  to  command, 
and  I  presume  he  did  not  suit  the  positiw 
there,  having  complete  or  nearly  oomp'* 
control,  and  being  a  sort  of  chief  advisef  '■' 
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■warden,  who  was  entirely  inexperienced, 
Ei.viJ~e  the  management  of  a  jail  and  the 
nnj^enient  of  a  penitentiary — although  it 

been  insinuated  that  they  are  the  same 
Lre  &s  different  as  the  poles  are  asunder. 
ere  is  no  officer  who  requires  more 
^uliEbi*  qualifications  than  the  warden  of  a 
litentiary — an  institution  like  that  at 
iigston,  with  over  600  convicts  and  a  large 
iy  ofc"  guards.  It  is  difficult  to  select  a  suit- 
le  ina.n.  The  hon.  gentleman  from  British 
lutnbia  a&ked,  why  did  not  the  Minister 
ce  the  advice  of  the  members  from  the 
itish  Columbia  constituencies  inappointing 
*-arclea  or  deputy  warden?  I  am  very  glad 

think  that  the  Minister  takes  no  such 
vice.  I  believe  that  it  is  so  important  an 
ice  that  it  is  more  difficult  to  till  than  a 
cJgeship,  and  consequently  if  the  Minister 
>es  not  take  advice  in  appointing  judges, 
i  should  not  take  advice  in  the  appoint- 
ent  of  a  warden.  I  know  very  well,  from 
>me  knowledge  of  that  office,  that  it  is  an 
tceedingly  difficult  one  to  fill.  With  regard 
)  rej>orts  of  irregularities  in  the  Kingston 
'enitentitary,  I  have  heard  them  for  the  last 
wo  or  three  years ;  but  only  as  reports, 
'here  has  been  ample  time  for  any  one  to 
ring  forward  evidence,  and  I  think  there 
ras  an  investigation  held  in  the  penitenti- 
ry,  under  what  circumstances  I  cannot 
ell  ;  but  I  know  as  a  fact  there  was  one 
leld,  and  I  know  that  the  warden  of  that 
nstitution.  Dr.  Lavelle,  has  been  in  his 
tffice  for  a  great  number  of  years,  and  I 
lave  never  heard  any  circumstances  that 
ivould  tarniish  his  character  in  the  slightest 
k-gree.  I  make  this  remark  in  passing.  I 
lave  also  a  knowledge  of  Mr.  Moylan.  He 
«-as  appointefl  by  the  late  Sir  John  Macdon- 
ild  on  account  of  the  peculiar  qualities  he 
had  for  that  position,  and  I  Lielieve  he  has 
discharged  those  duties  faithfully.  I  am 
sorry  to  see  the  hon.  member  for  New  West- 
minster depart  from  the  canons  of  Highland 
chivalry,  which  command  the  generjus  treat- 
ment of  a  foe,  and  employ  means  which  are 
unworthy  of  the  c(  nduct  which  should 
characterize  gentlemen. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)— I  have 
very  little  to  say  on  this  occasion.  Nothing 
could  be  gainefl  by  going  into  the  matter, 
because  the  British  Columbia  members  have 
got  what  they  wanted.  Mr  Drake  made  a 
very  strong  report,  and,  acting  on  that,  the 
members  thought  Fitzsimmons  was  not  a  fit 
39 


man  to  place  in  a  position  of  tru^t  where  he 
I  had  misbehaved.  It  has  been  proved  con- 
clusively that  he  was  guilty  of  gross  irregu- 
larities, and  it  has  been  proved  also  by 
Judge  Drake  that  S300  came  into  his  hands 
from  Judge  MoCreight,  only  $80  of  which 
he  accounted  for.  Whether  the  evidence 
bears  this  out  or  not,  I  am  not  prepared  to 
say.  I  have  not  gone  into  the  evidence,  but 
Judge  McCreight  is  a  man  of  the  highest 
integrity  and  honour,  and  the  commissioner 
on  the  evidence  taken  immediately  before 
him,  reports  that  there  was  that  much  money 
unaccounted  for.  With  regard  to  making 
charges  against  people  who  are  not  on  the 
floor  of  this  House  to  defend  themselves,  I 
would  remind  hon.  gentlenien  that  charges 
lire  continually  made  against  persons  outside 
this  Houi-e.  and  it  must  be  so,  if  they  have 
been  guilty  of  gross  irregularities  or  malfeas- 
ance of  office.  You  cannot  have  those  men 
on  the  floor  of  this  House  to  defend  them- 
selves. The  charges  must  be  made  against 
them  in  their  absence,  and  members  are 
right  in  doini;  so.  I  think  the  hon.  gentle- 
man from  Victoria  has  done  this  country  a 
great  service  in  the  course  that  he  has  taken 
in  this  matter.  Through  his  efforts  a  com- 
mission was  appointed  to  ferret  this  matter 
out,  and  he  has  stopped  gross  irregularities 
in  that  institution,  and  for  that  he  deserves 
a  great  deal  of  commendation  from  the 
members  of  this  House  and  the  country. 
He  has  the  satisfaction  of  knowing  to-day 
that  he  has  carried  his  point,  along  with  all 
the  other  representatives  from  British  Col- 
umbia, because  we  are  all  in  harmony  in 
this  matter.  Although  the  hon.  member 
and  myself  do  not  always  agree  in  political 
matters,  in  this  case,  owing  to  Judge  l^rake's 
report  and  other  evidence,  we  are  all  of  one 
mind,  and  we  have  got  what  we  wanted. 
There  is  very  little  use  in  saying  more  about 
it.  The  unworthy  officials  are  where  they 
ought  to  be,  and  I  am  perfectly  satisfied 
with  the  condition  of  things  as  they  are. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— We  have  a 
right,  a  license  to  make  what  remarks  we 
wish  and  we  are  protected  here  from  the 
legal  consequences,  yet  I  shall  never  deny 
the  right  of  the  press  of  Canada  to  comment 
on  what  we  say  here.  If  any  person'.-"  ver- 
acity is  impugned,  or  his  character  aspersed, 
the  press  is  open  to  him  to  retaliate  upon 
any  member  of  Parliament  and  to  casti- 
gate   him   as    he    deserves.      No   one   can 
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stigmatize  a  man  because  he  is  a  pensioner. 
or  deprive  him  of  any  of  his  civil  rights. 
Wellington  was  a  pensioner.  Tiie  highest 
men  in  the  army  and  navy  and  judiciary 
are  pensioners,  and  because  they  are 
pensioners  are  they  unworthy  of 
the  honours  conferred  upon  them  t 
And  is  it  right  to  say  in  this  House 
that  their  pensions  should  be  taken  away 
from  them  when  they  deal  with  public  men 
and  public  questions,  and  is  it  right  to 
speak  of  them  contemptuously  t  Every  free 
man  has  a  right  to  answer  in  the  press,  by 
his  letters,  anything  said  in  the  House 
regarding  his  position,  as  regards  his  vera- 
city, or  hunesty  or  fidelity.  If  he  is  stigma- 
tized the  press  is  open  to  him,  and  I  hope 
any  man  who  considers  himself  unjustly  at- 
tacked will  stand  up  for  himself,  his  charac- 
ter and  reputation,  and  cast  a  search-light 
upon  his  traducer,  and  vindicate  his  honour 
in  the  press.  It  may  be  that  the  chief  jus- 
tice and  the  late  inspector  of  penitentiaries 
may  consider  what  has  been  said  of  them 
unworthy  of  notice. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I 
believe  I  did  not  answer  the  hon.  gentle- 
man's questions.  It  is  not  the  intention  of 
the  government  to  dismiss  Mr.  James  Fitz- 
simmons  until  further  investigation,  which 
will  take  place,  I  have  no  doubt,  in  the  suit 
which  he  has  against  the  press  of  New 
Westminster.  If  it  is  then  proved  that  he 
is  a  man  of  the  character  represented,  the 
government  will  deal  with  him.  It  is  not 
the  intention  of  the  government  to  appoint 
any  commission  to  investigate  the  conduct 
of  J.  G.  Moylan  who  is  now  superannuated. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES  (B.  C.)— I  suppose 
I  will  be  allowed  to  make  a  few  remarks  in 
reply  to  what  the  Premier  has  said.  The 
hon.  gentleman  referred  to  the  investiga- 
tion that  took  place  in  1889  in  New  West- 
minster to  inquire  into  the  charges  that  I 
had  made  on  the  floor  of  this  Hou^e,  and  he 
stated  that  it  was  currently  rumoured 
at  that  time  that  I  had  absented  myself 
from  the  country  in  order  to  avoid  being 
present  and  give  evidence  and  make  good 
any  statements.  It  is  the  first  time  that  I 
have  hear<l  of  such  a  rumour.  I  left  home 
•early  in  May,  and  Mr.  Moylan,  the  in- 
•spector,  did  not  leave  Ottawa  for  British 
Columbia  to  make  that  investigation  for 
several  weeks  after  I  had  left  Canada  for 


England.     Notwithstanding  that,  h  v 
out  to  New  Westminster,  a  place  d 
only  about  6,000  population,  acdbr   | 
not   have    been    there    twentj-fiinr  :  i 
without   knowing    th-it  I   was  un 
country.  Neither  my^eIf  nor  any  (Avm 
were  in  British  Columbia,  so  tLu  ih- 
of  evaiiing  that  investigation  is  atur- 1 
founded.     Hon.  gentlemen  who  hr 
in  this    House   and    elsewhere  wUI  n\ 
rate  me,  whatever   my   faults  and  '.-  \ 
may  be,  from  the  charge  of  being  a  t-*  J 
If  there  is  anything  that  I  despise  is  > 
it  is  cowardice.     And  there  is  nothiB.-  * 
have  to  say  in  this  House  that  lano'; 
pared    to  say  to  any  man  <mtt>idc '■:  '  i 
the  consequences  be  what  they  ni'j.  I 
faros  taking  advantage  of  my  poebl 
attack  people  here,  I  deny  the  dure? .  I 
is   the    first    time  that   I    made   v 
the  term   "pensioner."     I  did  n.t  zl 
use      of      it      the      other     dav    •' 
I  rose  to  a  question  of  piivilege.    It  »»• 
hon.  colleague  who  used  the  term,  bat .' ' 
say  now  that  no  pensioner,  orsnperaM'' 
otficial,  has  a  right  to   attack  a  iii«u'tt'< 
either  House  of  Parliament  for  hanr: 
charged    his  public  duty.    I   have  r-i 
attacked  any  individual  in  this  Hn'." 
out  of  this  House,  without  having  \^^ " 
provocation,  and    Mr.  Moylan's  att*i- 
me  have  been  persistent  ever  since  I" 
when  I  brought  up  the  charge  that  t- ' 
made  against  Mr.  Bellerose.    That  i- ' 
foundation  of  all  the  animus  of  this  ff' 
man,  and  he  has  been  persistent  in  »»^ 
me  ever  since.     I  am   sorry  indefd  t"  '■ 
that   Mr.    Kcary,   the   accountant,  hi'  '■ 
been  superannuated.    Any  person  wli"  rt-- 
the  voluminous  evidence  taken  l«fof  * 
commission,  and  Judge  Drake's  rep"*'*' 
on,  must  come  to  the  conclusion  thjt<!' 
thiee    officers — the     warden,   the  M- 
warden  and  the  accountant — theacw"''-' 
is   the    innocent    man.     The  onlj  ft-'-' 
against  the  accountant  for  which  in^  ' 
any  foundation  is, that  he  hod  in  hisp^"' 
possession,  books  of 'a  previou."  mW"'*^ 
and  did  not  produce  them  at  the  ««!;  \ 
of  the  investigation.     Mr.  Keary  oci-up' ' 
very    prominent    position    in  ^'e*'     "' 
I  minster.  He  has  been  for  a  numi)"r  o.  )'•" 
I  an  alderman  and  is  yet.     He  is  p^'\  [ 
\  respected  and  has  been  the  acoounUut 
ipenitentiaryforthelast  13orl4mrs. 
he   was  guilty   of  fewer  offences  tlii" , 
warden   or   Fitzsinimons,    I  cannot  "»* 
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id  the  justice  of  reappointing  the  deputy 
tlen  and  superannuating  the  other,  while 
accountant  is  left  out.  It  is  unjust  and 
ape  the  government  will  yet  change  their 
Lcy  in.  that  particular  and  place  him  on 
superannuation  list.  The  first  minister 
srred  to  private  meetings  that  took  place 
tveary's  house.  In  fact,  nearly  all  the 
beuient  that  the  first  minister  made  here 
lay  is  evidence  that  did  not  come  out 
ore  that  investigation.  Very  little  of  it 
.o  be  found  in  the  evidence  submitted  to 
>  Plouse.  It  is  not  to  be  found  in  Judge 
ake'is  report.  It  is  merely  the  unfounded 
.tements  made  by  Mr.  Fitzsimmons's  pre- 
»t  la-wyer,  Mr.  Morrison,  and  Mr.  Moylan's 
se  i-eportsto  the  Departmentof  Justice.  I  do 
t  think  that  these  unsupported  statements 
men  who  are  interested  in  misrepresenting 
e  facts  ought  to  weigh  for  one  moment  in 
e  balance  compared  with  the  impartial 
itevnents  and  careful  report  of  Judge  Drake, 
c  conamissioner.  There  was  another  matter 
to  which  the  premier  contradicted  me,  that 
the  coal.  Judge  Drake  emphatically  states 
his  report  that  he  could  find  no  evidence 
hatever  that  that  coal  was  ever  refunded. 
he  premier's  statement  is  based  altogether 
1  the  assertion  of  Fitzsimmons  himself, 
ipported  by  the  assertion  of  his  counsel, 
he  hon.  jL^entleman  in  his  roply  never  re- 
>rred  once  to  the  utter  violation  or  non- 
bser  vance  of  the  rules  that  I  read  here  this 
fternoon,  as  mentioned  in  Judge  Drake's 
L-port.  There  was  some  six  or  seven  of  the 
lost  important  rules  in  connection  with  the 
;overnment  of  that  penitentiary  that  were 
ompletely  ignored.  That  ought  to  weigh  a 
;reat  deal,  and  ought  to  show  that  Fitzsim- 
uons  was  not  competent  to  fill  the  position 
>f  deputy  wardon  or  any  other  responsible 
)llice.  There  is  another  statement  which  the 
ion.  gentleman  made  with  regard  to  the  sup- 
plies. I  state  here,  on  my  responsibility  as 
%  member  of  this  House,  that  Mr.  Fitzsim- 
mons the  present  deputy  warden,  alone  made 
all  or  nearly  all  the  purchases  in  connection 
with  that  institution.  I  care  not  what  the  in- 
spector >.ays  to  the  contrary.  I  know  wherof 
I  speak,  and  I  am  not  going  to  follow  any 
statements  that  may  be  thrown  in  as  padding 
here  and  there  in  order  to  let  this  gentleman 
down  gently.  The  fact  is  that  he,  and  he 
alone,  was  the  purchaser  of  all  the  supplies 
of  that  institution.  Nothing  could  be  done 
except  through  Fitzsimmons,  and  with 
resp'ct  to  what  I  said  about  Judge  Drake, 
39i 


I  will  not  retract  one  single  syllable. 
I  give  the  First  Minister  credit  for 
carrying  out  a  pledge  made  by  his  predeces- 
sor, the  late  Sir  John  Thorn  ps}n,  even 
if  it  was  not  a  bad  one,  but  I 
repeat  what  I  said  this  afternoon,  that  the 
next  most  unpopular  appointment  was  that 
of  the  Honourable  Theodore  Davie  to  be 
chief  justice  of  the  province.  I  think  the 
large  majority  of  the  people  of  British 
Columbia  willsusi-ainme  in  that  statement. 
I  am  sorry  the  hon.  gentleman  declines  to 
appoint  a  commi-^t^ion  to  investigate  Moy- 
lan's conduct.  I  suppose  it  will  come  in  the 
near  future.  When  I  made  the  charge  six 
years  ago  against  the  management  of  the 
British  Columbia  Penitentiary,  it  was  pooh- 
poohed  and  hon.  gentlemen  would  not  think 
of  it,  but  the  investigation  came  a  few  years 
later.  The  government  had  to  do  it  in 
order  to  save  the  reputation  of  that  institu- 
tion. 1  hope  between  now  and  the  first 
Thursday  in  January. — I  think  that  is  the 
date  that  the  Premier  fixed  for  the  next 
session  of  Parliament — that  he  will  be  in 
possession  of  some  facts  which  will  induce 
him,  in  the  public  interest,  to  grant  ^  com- 
mission to  investigate  the  conduct  of  Mr. 
Moylan. 

Hon.Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— One 
word  in  explanation.  I  stated  that  Mr. 
Keary  was  dismissed  ;  I  stated  further  that 
he  was  the  only  ofiicer  against  whom  Judge 
Drake  made  a  decided  report,  and  the  reason 
that  he  did  it  was  that  he  had  the  books  and 
concealed  them,  and  when  Mr.  Foster,  the  ac- 
countant from  the  dt-partment,  went  out  to 
British  Columbia  to  make  the  investigation, 
he  concealed  the  books  and  refused  to  give 
them  up.  He  declared  first  that  he  kept  no 
ledgers,  and  subsequently  he  was  compelled 
to  produce  the  books,  and  the  excuse  he 
gave  for  not  producing  them  was  that  they 
were  in  such  a  bad  state,  that  lie  kept  them 
himself  and  that  he  was  ashamed  of  them. 
I  do  not  know  anything  about  the  coal.  I 
stated  that  there  was  a  receipt  in  the  de- 
partment showing  that  the  coal  which  had 
been  given  to  the  Sisters  was  returned  a  few 
days  afterwards.  I  did  state,  twice  I  think, 
that  the  violation  of  the  rules  and  rpgula- 
tions  to  which  the  hon.  gentleman  referred 
indicated  the  ^ross  irregularities  that  existed, 
but  if  the  rules  of  the  penitentiary  were 
not  adhered  to  by  the  other  ofiiciaLs,  it  was 
the  fault  of  the  warden,  whose  duty  it  was  to 
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see  that  they  were  enforced  and  that  they 
were  obeyed  and  not  disobeyed. 

BILLS  INTRODUCED. 

Bill  (96)  "  An  Act  to  incorporate  the  In- 
ternational Railway  Company." — (Mr.Loug- 
lieed.) 

Bill  (82)  "An  Act  respecting  the  Kingston 
and  Pembroke  Railway  Company." — (Mr. 
Perley.) 

Bill  (132)  "  An  Act  to  revive  and  amend 
the  Act  to  enable  the  City  of  Winnipeg  to 
utilize  the  Assiniboine  River  Water  Power." 
— (xVIr.  Boulton.) 

Bill  (117)  "An  Act  respecting  LaChambre 
de  Commerce  du  district  de  Montreal." — 
(Mr.  Desjardins.) 

Bill  (69)  "  An  Act  respecting  the  Voters' 
List  of  1895."— (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell.) 

Bill  (127)  "An  Act  further  to  amend  the 
Act  respecting  the  Judges  of  Provincial 
Courts." — (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell.) 

Bill  (130)  "An  Act  further  to  amend  the 
Civil  Service  Act." — (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell.) 

FIRST   AND  SECOND   READINGS. 

Bill  (135)  "An  Act  further  to  amend  the 
Acts  respecting  the  North-w<>st  Territories." 
— (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell.) 

LOBSTER  FISHERIES  ACT  AMEND- 
MENT    BILL. 

IN  CO.MMITTEE. 

The  House  resolved  itself  into  a  Committee 
of  the  Whole  on  Bill  (91)  "  An  Act  to  amend 
the  law  respecting  the  Lobster  Fishery." 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— This  is  a  bill  of 
some  consequence,  and  it  proposes  to  repeal 
section  3  of  the  Act  p-xssed  by  Parliament 
last  year,  and  substitute  a  different  provi- 
sion. 1  have  not  given  the  very  minute 
attention  to  this  bill  which  it  deserves,  but 
I  presume  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Lunen- 
burg, who  is,  perhaps,  more  interested  in  it 
than  I  am,  has  done  sn.  Any  hon.  gent'e- 
man  wi:o  will  turn  to  the  Act  of  last  year 
will  find  that  thi.s  subsection  5  of  section  3 
provides  that  every  cose  or  package  contain- 
ini{  lobsters  preserved,  canned  or  cured  in 


Canada  shall,  before  being  remorcti  t;  .  > 
factory    or    canning    establishokL'.  ••  ■ 
such  lobsters  have  l>een  present!  . 
or  cured,  be  marked  with  a  laheL^ir/, 
address  of  the  packer  and  the  year  ii 
tint  goods   were   packed.      Ti  is  u  -  . 
provision    was    discussed     at   is*- .  - 
length  last  session,  and  the  object «:: 
House  had  in  view  la  passing  tlui  ■:  ' 
tion  in  that  form  was  twofold    O*  i< 
give  the  purcha.sers  of  lobsters  s-inw .-. 
tee  of  the  articles  which  they  weifji;  : 
ing,  on  the  ground  that  the  paek'r  -■ 
his  name  on  the  article,  if  he  haj  n. 

I  pect  for  himself  at  all,  would  no-  ;■ ; . 

:  article  of  inferior  quality  ;  and  th«  ;:• 
ject  was  this,  one  of  the  tbini'S  oc 

[department  complained  of  was  thu:  ■ 
very  small  packers,  people  who  <iit>i  ■ 
the  law,  {)acked  lobsters  out  of  seai<'C..i; 
it  in  remote  places,  and  t  hey  should  » : 
a  position  to  put  up  inferior  go«i< »'  - 
them.      Those     were      the    obj*it.< 
this  House  had  last  year  in  pasmc  ti  - 
section.       The  provision    in  th>'  V.!L 
Ijefore  the  House  does  not  meet  th->  <ii   ' 
at  all.     One  of  the  j»reat  difBcnltit: " 
the  department   has  endeavour«d  t- 
come  is  the  fact  that  small  packt-r ;  ' 
inferior  fish  and    packed    out  of  ■' 
They  should  be  prevented  from  tarrr;-. 
their  business  in  that  way,  because  oc  • 
of  that  kind  of  packing  is  to  damage  tb--' 
tation  of  Canadian  lobsters  altogethc" 

Hon.    Sir   MACKENZIE  BO^E:: 
That  is  packing  out  of  season. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Then  the  f^' ' 
are  packed  in  those  illicit,  onemiiiht  a    ' 
call  them,  canneries  are  not  put  up  »«■'''■ 
care  as  fish  which  are  packed  by  menflt  -•• 
ing  and  who  have  some  reputation  t<'  - 
Under  the  Act  of  last  year  the  public.  ■ 
the  department,  and  every  one  h*-^*'"-- 
to  knuw  who  packed  the  fish,  anii  the  ■ 
are  sold  largely  on  the  name*  of  the  i*v 
Of  course  they   will   sell  eren  fi"' " 
packer   is  not   known — the  f»ct  ^^; 
name  of  the  packer  is  on  the  can  K* 
sell  the  goods.     That    provision  is  ^'!- ' 
out  by   this   bill,  and   instead  of  '''^' 
that  is  required   is  that  a  stamp. "'    I 
compare  to  a  postage  stamp,  shall  I*  F'  • 
each  case,  not  on  each   can.    &<'''  ''' 
supposed  to  conUin  48  lbs.  of  pHs<r">'  ^ 
ster  in  cans ;   the  bill  beforeusjus''*'!'"" 
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'•  8.  Stamp — like  a  postage  stamp — more 
a.  pcstige  than  inland  reveuae  stamp, 
3LUse  it  does  not  indicate  that  any  con- 
>r«.l>le  revenue  has  been  paid — shall  be 
on  the  outside  of  the  case.  The  fact 
t>  a.  stamp  is  placed  on  the  outside  of 
Oi^e  containing  48  lbs.  of  canned  lobster 
no  protection  to  the  purchaser.  He 
i  no  guarantee  as  to  the  quality  of  the 
iole  -which  he  is  buying,  and  it  tends  to 
ve  the  door  open  to  people  who  put  up 
n  t.lia.t  are  caught  out  of  season.  It  gives 
u[.>le  Avbo  have  really  no  reputation  to  lose 
chance  to  put  up  their  fish.  I  think  it 
list  strike  every  hon.  gentleman  that  that 
not  a.  desirable  condition  of  things.  I  do 
>t  propose  to  strike  out  anything  that  is 
»re,  hut  I  should  be  disposed  to  move,  as  a 
irt  of  addendum  to  subclause  3,  a  provision 
:  this  sort ; 

(.a.).  Every  cuu  containiug  lobsters  pfe»eri'e<l  or 
uretl  ill  Canadii  sliall,  Ijefore  Wing  removed  from 
!ie  factory  or  caiiuing  eatablishinent  where  such 
ibsters  have  been  canned,  preserved  or  cured,  be 
Darker) ,  labelled  or  stamped  with  the  name  and 
(lihess  of  the  proprietor  of  such  factory  or  estab- 
vshment  and  the  year  in  which  such  lobsters  are 
Kiiiued,  preserved  or  cured. 

Hon.  Mr.   KAULBACH— Why  not  put 
in  the  date  7 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— As  to  the  date,  it  is 
a  fact  that  if  the  fish  are  properly  canned 
and   sealed  and   kept  in  a  place  which  is 
reasonably  cool,  they  will  remain  fresh  for 
an  indefinite  period.     If  the  fish  are  pro- 
perly cured,  and  the  name  of  the  packer  will 
be  a  guarantee  for  that,  I  should   not  wish 
to  hamper    the   trade,    if   it  is   hampered 
by  putting    on   the   date.      So   when    we 
come  to  sub-clause  3  of  this  clause  I   shall 
move  that  amendment.     There  is  another 
circumstance  to  which  I  wish  to  call  atten- 
tion, and  that  is  that  this  sub-clause  2  pro- 
vides that  a  fee  of  $10  shall  be  paid  for  each 
such  license,  but  on  and  after  the  first  day  of 
January,  1 896,  the  fee  shall  be  at  the  rate  of 
%i  per  100  cases.     That   means  a  very  con- 
siderable  tax  upon   the  lobster   packers  if 
they  put  up  any  large  number  of  cases.     It 
is  not  a  very  lar^e   factory  which  will  not 
put  up  5,000  cases  in  a  season.     That  would 
mean  that  a  packer   who  put  up  5,000  cases 
would  have  to  pay  a  license  fee   of  $100. 
That  seems  to  be  a  very  considerable  tax. 
Ii'  was  stated,  when  the  measure  of  last  year 
vas  brought  in,  that  it  was  not  the  desire 


of  the  government  to  get  a  revenue  out 
of  the  lobster  packers,  but  simply  to 
enable  them  to  supervise  the  business.  If 
that  is  the  case,  I  do  not  see  why  they 
should  look  for  this  comparatively  large 
license  fee  from  the  packers.  I  may  be  in 
error — the  hon.  gentleman  from  Murray 
Harbour  is  probably  more  familiar  with  the 
amount  of  lobsters  packed  by  a  canning 
establishment  than  I  am,  but  I  think  that  the 
average  establishment  ought  to  put  up  about 
5,000  cases  in  a  season.  That  would  mean 
that  the  license  fee  would  amount  to  $100, 
which  is  a  serious  tax  on  a  business  that  is 
not  just  now  a  very  profitable  one.  There  are 
some  other  provisions  omitted  from  section  3 
of  the  Act  of  last  year — one  provision  with 
respect  to  the  laths,  or  slats  and  rods  of  the 
traps.  I  understand  from  centlemen  who 
profess  to  know  something  about  it,  that  the 
provision  in  last  year's  Act  was  not 
operative,  that  an  inch  and  a  half  was  too 
small  a  space,  and  the  small  lobsters  did  not 
get  out  of  the  traps.  Whether  it  is  as  well 
to  drop  that  provision  I  cannot  say :  prob- 
ably it  is  just  as  well.  I  think  the 
government  has  done  wisely  in  abandoning 
those  provisions  about  the  marking  of  the 
boats  and  gear  of  the  fishermen.  Of  course, 
we  cinnot  alter  the  fee  in  this  House,  but  I 
object  to  the  increase  in  the  fee. 

Hon.  Mr.  PROWSE— I  dy  not  wish  to 
make  any  amendment,  but  I  desire  to  draw 
the  attention  of  the  Senate  to  one  fact 
which  appears  to  be  a  very  anomalous  one, 
and  that  is  that  the  lobster  fisherman  is  sub- 
ject to  a  license  fee  and  he  is  only  allowed 
to  fish  from  the  1st  of  Mxy  to  the  15th 
July,  while  all  other  fishermen,  the  cod 
fisherman,  the  fishermen  who  catch  smelts, 
herring,  hake,  haddock  and  fish  of  that  kind, 
are  given  a  bounty  to  encourage  them  in 
their  business.  The  man  who  makes  a  liv- 
ing for  himself  and  is  a  benefit  to  the  coun- 
try around  him,  and  brings  in  a  good  valu- 
able manure  in  the  shape  of  lobster  bodies 
and  shells,  is  taxed  tu  a  considerable  extent. 
In  many  cases  they  will  be  subject  to  a  tax 
of  $40  to  $50  a  year,  which  in  the  present 
condition  of  the  lobster  fisheries  is  not  much 
encouragement  to  continue  the  business. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— I  do  not  think 
the  tax  is  very  large.     It  hardly  pays  for 
I  the  supervision  required  to  see  that  the  fac- 
tories are  properly  conducted. 
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Hon.  Mr.  POWER— The  bill  does  not 
provide  for  supervision. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— There  is  super- 
vision required,  and  there  is  an  expense  at- 
tached to  it  in  that  way  which  I  am  sure  is 
not  met  by  the  small  tax  imposed  upon  the 
the  quantity  of  fish  that  a  man  puts  up. 

Hon.  Mr.  SNOWBALL— What  are  the 
fishermen  to  get  for  this  $2 1  Are  their 
fishing  stands  to  be  registered  1  Are  they 
to  have  any  exclusive  right  to  fish  in  any 
place  t  I  come  from  an  important  lobster 
fisiiing  district,  and  a  case  occurred  this 
season  where  one  person  along  the  whole 
coast  was  getting  very  good  fishing.  His 
neighbours  to  the  east  and  west  were  doing 
little  or  nothing.  As  soon  as  they  saw  his 
traps  taking  a  fair  amount  of  fish,  they 
brought  the.r  traps  and  put  them  right  out- 
side and  inside  of  his,  and  the  consequence 
was  that  nobody  got  a  paying  quantity. 
If  they  had  left  the  man  alone  he  would 
have  made  something.  As  it  is  the  whole 
■of  them  lost  their  season.  While  I  feel  that 
the  lobster  fishermen  are  unable  to  pay  even 
so  slight  a  tax  as  $2  per  hundred  cases,  still 
in  this  case  if  the  government  would  give 
them  not  only  a  license  but  protect  them  in 
the  district  in  which  they  are  fishing,  and 
give  them  exclusive  right  of  the  fishing  that 
they  occupy,  there  will  be  some  return 
for  the  fee.  They  should  define  how 
far  along  the  coast  this  fishing  should 
extend.  These  difficulties  have  arisen 
not  only  in  the  case  to  which  I  have 
referred,  but  they  occur  almost  yearly. 
This  season  I  myself  wrote  to  the  inspector, 
Mr.  Chapman,  asking  him  to  come  on  and 
see  what  was  the  trouble  among  those  men 
and  gel  the  matter  settled.  He  replied  that 
he  bad  no  jurisdiction.  If  we  have  fishery 
overseers  and  inspectors  and  superintend- 
ents, and  whenever  a  little  difficulty  occurs 
they  find  that  they  have  no  jurisdiction, 
what  are  we  paying  the  tax  for  ?  I  am  not 
going  to  object  to  the  fee,  although  I  think 
it  is  excessive,  but  some  provision  should  be 
made  to  protect  the  fishermen  in  the 
places  where  they  always  have  fished  and 
that  others  are  not  allowed  to  encroach 
upon  the  u  during  the  fishing  season. 
Where  they  set  their  traps  they  should  have 
the  exclusive  right  to  fish,  and  should  not 
move  without  the  approval  of  the  inspector. 


Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— I  am ;.'  - 
hon.  gentleman  from  Murray  H«rboar» 
not  approve  of  that.    All  the  fishpra^ 
traps.    They  are  set  promiscuonsly  sad  - 
could   be  no  regulations    made,  so  h: 
know  around  my  own  shore  in  Lowt'.-. 
by  which  any  man  would    have  an  em;-, 
right  to  any  part  of  the  shore.    The\  v- 
free  and  independent  and  should  and  nt-  - 
so  in  that  respect.     Nobody  couJd  Li-- 
exclusive  right.    If  that  were  done,  a  f?»  - 
would  g>>t  possession  of  the  whole  shix^  y 
you   would  not  find  the  fishermen  of  V 
Scotia  satisfied  that  any  exclusive  or /■r:- 
etary  right  should  be  given  to  any  irv  • 
catch    fish.      Such    tyranny    and  dk*;- 
would  not  be  tolerated. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— This  license  1- 
not  paid  by  the  fishermen  but  by  the  {•  £•: 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  B0WEI1-; 
seems  to  me  that  the  first  objection  ick '  ; 
the  hon.  gentleman  from  Halifax  is  bc(  >' 
founded.-  the  fee  is  graduated.  "Hie;"' 
fisherman,  for  whom  he  is  so  soliciwte  i  < 
if  he  has  a  cannery,  has  to  pay  a  he^-^  '■ 
f  10.  The  proposition  is  to  give  a  licfO^  • 
the  smallest  fisherman,  those  to  *hoci  •;•■ 
hon.  gentleman  has  referred,  for  $"2  *i  - 
wUl  enable  him  to  pack  100  cases  of  P  ■»■ 
pound  cans. 

Hon.  Mr.  SNOWBALL— "Or  ?6bi 
pound  cans  "  should  be  added  there. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL- 
Then  there  is  the  graduated  scale. 

Hon.  Mr.  SNOWBALL— Yes:  for  H 
cases  the  lobster  packer  has  to  pay  a  i«  " 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELl- 
No,  the  scale  is  from  300  to  400  casts  ^ 
from  300  to  500  cases  |;6,  and  so  on.  1»'' 
really  is  dividing  it  so  that  the  poorer  Bit. 
who  lives  by  the  catching  of  the  fisb,  is  fw 
to  can  them  by  paying  S2  for  IW  o«<~ 
instead  of  $10  as  now,  and  the  large  wealth/ 
factories  pay  more. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— There  »re  " 
wealthy  factories. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BO^^EU- 
This  is  the  deliberate  judgment  codk  >'' 
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He  Department  of  Fisheries.     The  hon. 
Aetuan  takes  exception  to  the   repeal  of 
i  portion  of  the  Act   which  deals  with 
zaarking  and  placing  of  the  name  and 
e  upon  the  case.      I  am   informed   that 
311  »fc  merchant  in  a   foreign  country  pur- 
^e.s  8u  large  quantity,  he  will   not   pay  as 
k1    a  price  for  them  if  they   are   say  100 
)  cases  from  one  factory,  50  from  another, 
from  auother,  and  so  on.     It  is  said  that 
i  placing  of  the  name  on  the  packages   is 
guarantee  of  their  quality.     If  I  am  cor- 
2tly    informed,   while  there   are    a    few  | 
.ckers  who  have  a  reputation,  they  are  con- 
imtly   and   continuously  changing,  bO  that 
,e  na,ine,  except  in  the  case  of  a  very  large 
.ctory,  would    be   no  guarantee   whatever, 
he    objection   raised  by   the  hon.  member 
•o«i  Halifax,  thwt  there  is  no  guarantee  as 
>  cjuality  on  the  ground  that  the  fish  may 
e  caught  out  of  reason,  is  met  in  this  way. 
i'he  stamps  are  sent  free  from    the   depart- 
iient,  the  canning  factory  is  debited  with 
.\ie  number  applied  for.      The  very  moment 
.hat  the  season  for  fishing  closes,  a  demand 
8  made  upon  the  factory  for  a  return  of  all 
bhe  stamps  that  they  may  have  in  their  pos- 
session.    They  have  to  show  the  number  of 
cans  or  packages  that  have  been  used,  and 
the  balance  must  be  returned  or  accounted 
for  in  some  way,  and  if  it  is  shown  that  the 
packer  has  used  them  out  of  seastm,  he  sub- 
jects himself   to   the   penalty   of   the   law. 
That  is  the  explanation  that  Mr.  Prince,  the 
scientific  gentleman    connected    with    the 
department,  gives  as  the  reason  why  that 
change  was   made,   and   he   said,  from  his 
long  exp'iience,    he  was   quite   satisfied  it 
would  not  only  relieve  the  fishermen  of  a 
great  amount  of  unecessary  labour  that  they 
performed,  but  also  make  the  article  com- 
mand a  better  price  in  the  foreign  markets. 
My  hon.  friend  from  Chatham  will  see,  from 
the     intimation     that     I      have     given, 
that    it    is    not    so     hard     on    the    poor 
tkhcrmen  as   he  has    indicated.     There   is 
something  in  the  remark  made  by  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  Prince  Edward  Lsland,  that 
he  cannot  understand  why  the  lobster  fi  ctory 
should  be  taxed  with  a  fee,  whilst  the  gov- 
ernment pay  a  bounty  to  the  cod  and  other 
fisheries.    I  am  not  in  a  position  to  give  as 
satisfactory  an  answer  to  that  as  I  should 
like,  but  I  presume  it  is  for  the  purpose  of 
governiag  and   controlling  and   keeping   a 
thorough  and  efl&cient  inspection  over  this 
particular  trade.     I  know  very  little  of  the 


lobster  fisheries,  but  it  seems  to  me  that  they 
have  to  be  protected  in  a  very  diflferent  way 
from  the  cod  or  deep  sen  fisheries.  If  in- 
discriminate fishing  were  allowed  the  lobster 
fishery  would  soon  be  depleteH.  With  this 
explanation,  I  hope  n>y  hon.  friend  will  not 
press  the  amendment,  because  the  provisions 
of  the  bill  have  been  made  after  one  year's 
experience  in  which  it  has  been  found  that 
it  would  be  most  detrimental  to  the  lobster 
fisheries. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH  I  was  in  hopes 
that  my  hon.  friend  would  confine  him.«elf 
to  the  clause  before  the  House.  I  am  with 
my  hon.  friend  from  Halifax  in  his  conten- 
tion with  regard  to  the  name  of  the  packer 
and  the  date,  and  that  there  has  been  un- 
necessary tinkering  by  official  ■  who  pretend 
to  be  experts. 

Hon.  Mr.  LOUGHEED— We  have  not 
reached  that  question  yet. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— But  the  Pre- 
mier has  violated  the  rule  by  going  into  the 
remarks  of  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Halifax, 
and  I  want  to  speak  as  to  that  and  then  I 
am  done.     I  do  not  think  the  Premier  has 
met  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  gentleman,  be- 
cause I  can  name  men   who  are  noted  for 
putting  up  the  best  fish,  in  the  best  oi-der 
and  in  the  best  condition,  and  they  have  a 
triule  mark  which  they  put  upon  every  can. 
By  this  bill,  you  just  open  the  door  to  illicit 
business  by  an  inferior  class  of  people,  in  some 
remote  corner.     You  enable  them  to  puD  up 
fish  at  a  time  when  they  should  not  be  put 
up,  and  there  is  no  way  for  protecting  the 
public  and  the  consumers  from  those  people 
except   the   way   you   did  hi^t  session.      I 
think  the  amendment  should  be  made,  and 
there    should  not    only    be    the    name    of 
the     packer,      but      the     date     also      on 
I  which    the    canning    was     done,     labelled 
on       every      can.       I      consider      it      of 
;  great    importance   that   the   name   of    tlie 
I  packer  should  go  on  each  can,  and  the  year 
I  also  is  e.ssential.     The  hon.   member  from 
Murray  Harbour,  speaking  the  other  day, 
I  convinced  me  that  that  was  necessary,  be- 
!  cause,  he  said,  the  deterioration  of  thecontents 
I  of  the  cans  was  not  the  fault  of  the  packing, 
but  was  due  to  the  inferiority  of  the  tin  used. 
The  packages  corrode  unless  the  very  best 
metal  is  put  in.     The  purchaser  cannot  tell 
how  long  the  fish  has  been  put  up.     There 
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is  nothing  on  the  label  to  tell  that,  and  wo 
know  that  in  two  or  three  years  the  cans 
will  decay  and  deteriorate  and  the  fish  will  be 
destroye't.  The  hon.  gentleman  from  Mur- 
ray Harbour  admits,  himself,  that  fish  may 
be  put  up  in  inferior  tins,  and  the  pur- 
chaser hus  no  means  of  judging  for  himself, 
unless  he  knows  how  long  the  lobster  has 
been  packed.  But  without  knowing  the 
date  the  purchaser  cannot  tell  whether  he  has 
got  a  tin  put  up  last  year  or  ten  years  ago. 
It  may  be  well  for  the  hon.  gentleman  from 
Murray  Harbour,  who  is  interested  in  the 
business,  that  the  tins  should  have  no  mark 
indicating  when  the  fish  was  put  up,  but 
my  desire  is  that  the  consumer  s  hould  know 
the  date  of  tlie  canning.  The  consnmer, 
the  man  who  buys  the  fish,  is  the  man  we 
should  protect.  We  should  see  that  he 
-gets  a  sound  article,  and  the  tin  in  which 
the  lobster  is  packed  has  not  deteriorated, 
and  that  can  only  be  done  by  putting  on 
the  date  of  packing.  We  had  that  matter 
before  us  last  year  and  it  met  with  the  ap- 
proval of  the  Premier  himself.  I  do  not 
think  Mr.  Prince  or  any  other  scientist 
can  change  my  mind  as  to  the  necessity  of 
having  the  dale  on  the  tin.  It  is  necessary 
that  the  consumer  should  know  the  char- 
acter of  the  fish  and  the  risk  he  runs  in  buy- 
ing a  can  that  niny  be  one  yeav  old  or  ten 
years  old. 

Hon.  Mr.  PROWSE— It  appears  to  me 
the  hon.  gentleman  is  speaking  from  the 
consumer's  standpoint,  and  he  is  anxious 
that  he  will  not  be  deceived  in  buying  canned 
lobsters  and  will  get  value  for  his  money.  In 
my  opinion  the  name  of  the  packer  on  the 
can,  or  on  the  case,  will  not  guarantee  hiiu 
a  good  article,  and  no  quality  of  tin  will 
guarantee  him  a  good  article.  The  tin  is 
subject  to  corrosion,  but  I  will  give  him  an 
infallible  rule  by  which  he  can  tell  whether 
the  lobsters  are  good  or  not.  If  he  finds  the 
ends  of  the  can  convex  it  is  safe,  but  if  the 
ends  are  swelled  out  or  full,  it  is  a  bad  can. 
The  more  compressed  the  can  is  at  the  ends 
or  at  the  side,  the  surer  he  will  be  of  getting 
a  good  can  of  lobsters. 

Hon.  Mr.  SNOWBALL— In  reference  to 
the  latter  part  of  subsection  2,  the  fee  shall 
be  at  the  rate  of  i?2  for  100  cases  or  fraction 
of  100  cases  ;  that  is  not  what  the  hon. 
gentleman  proposes. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— Yes. 


I      Hon.   Mr.  SNOWBAU:.— One  h::^;.  | 
'  cases  would  be  *2  and  101    case*  ww,-, 

;S4. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOVTELUY 

Hon.  Mr.  SNOWBALL— Eadi  <^ 
contain  48  one  p>onnd  cans.      Now.  t.'.- 
districts  lobsters  are  packed  in  half  i-: 
cans,  and  I  do  not  think    there  is  aav : 
vision  made  for  that  in  the  Act.  We-i. . 
add  a  provision,  I  think,  as  to  half  >i 
cans.     I  have  spent  my  life  on  the  .<*s  >. 
and   have  been  interested   in  this  tw-r- 
and  know  something  about  it. 

Hon.   Sir    MACKENZIE    BOWILl- 

Are  there  two  pound  cans  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SNOWBALL— Very  ie» 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Does  not  th*  i-: 
gentleman  think  this  is  rather  hard  oi.  i  - 
packer  1 

Hon.  Mr.  SNOWBALL— T  do,  but  J' 
not  here  in  time  to  make  any  su™nt  ■; 
We  might  say  24  2  lb.  lans,  or  48  1  ;Ki-  • 
or  96  ^  lb.  cans. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-1^ 
might  let  that  stand  till  the  third  ren:: 
and  then  I  will  see  whether  the  sQgg>?s>- 
is  a  reasonable  one. 

Hon.  Mr.  SNOWBALL— Could  n/.  • 
put  it  2c.  a  case  i 

Hon.  Mr.  ARSENAULT-That  is  »ii 
it  is  now. 


Hon.  Mr.  SNOWBALL— No. 


tte* 


Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  think  this 
2  is  all  wrong,  and  I  may  mentiun  »  "' 
cumstance  which  took  place  during  the  pk^n- 
which  goes  to  show  that  the  hon.  the  F"^ 
Minister,  is  not  au/ait  as  to  what  the  mt^- 
ing  of  this  is.  It  will  be  rememtewl  ^ 
when  the  bUl  was  introduced  in  this  Hi** 
last  year,  one  of  the  objections  which  ^i^ 
raised  to  the  clause,  the  place  of  vhkh  J 
now  taken  by  subsection  5  of  the  .V 
of  last  year,  was  that  it  would  nece^^^lJ■'■ 
an  officer  of  the  department  going  into  i-^'',' 
cannery  and  being  present  when  th<  n--' 
were  put  up,  and  it  was  felt  that  that»i^ 
quite  impracticable,  and  this  Houiestn;^^ 
out  that  provision.  After  Parliameot  i*^ 
risen  sone  few  weeks,  an  advertisfiufj' 
appeared   in  the    papers    in   Nov*  !*''" 
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irporting  to  be  from  the  Inspector  of 
Lsheries  in  Pictou,  Mr.  Hockin,  calling 
>on.  all  lobster  packers  to  bring  their  iish 
I  he  insp>ected  by  an  officer  of  the  depart- 
ent.  There  was  no  law  for  this — no  author- 
y  for  it  under  the  law — and  I  wrote  a  short 
itter  to  one  of  the  newspapers,  pointing  out 
J  at  JMr.  Hockin  had  no  right  to  call  upon 
ackers  to  bring  their  fish  to  be  inspected, 
ascertained  that  this  notice  was  not  put  in 
He  paper  by  Mr.  Hockin,  but  by  one  of 
is  subordinates,  and  I  notice  that  that 
uburdinate  spent  the  early  part  of  this 
es-ion  at  Ottawa,  and  I  am  satisfied  that  this 
nacttnent  which  we  have  now  is  the  result 
'f  the  visit  of  that  subordinate  officer  here, 
vhose  duty  it  would  be,  I  think,  to  see  that 
he  stamps  are  put  on  those  cans.  Legisla- 
Aon  is  provided  to  give  him  something  to 
io.  I  quite  agree  with  the  hon.  gentle- 
nan  from  Chatham  that  requiring  $2  for 
3  very  fractioi  of  100  cases- is  very  unreason- 
\h\e.  Thn  real  intention  of  this  is  that 
there  sliall  be  a  two  cent  stamp  put  on  the 
ease.  If  a  man  has  100  packages  he  pays 
!?2  and  he  gets  100  stamps  and  he  puts 
one  on  each  package,  and  each  package  is 
worth  two  cents  and  it  would  be  much 
simpler  and  fairer  to  say  that  there  shall  be 
upon  each  package  a  two-cent  stamp. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I 
.shall  look  into  that. 

The  clause  was  allowed  to  stand. 
On  subsection  3, 

Hon.  Mr.   SCOTT-  -I  wish  to  say  a  few 
words  from  the  consumer's  standpoint.     I 
remember  last  year  we  had  a  very  exhaustive 
debate  upon  this  question  of  whether  year  by 
year  the  contents  of  the  can  underwent  any 
change,  I  fancy  we  all  have  had  some  expe- 
rience of  tin  cans,  Ijeciiuse  there  are  .so  many 
kinds  of  canned  goods  now  put   up.     We 
must  all  acknowledge  that  year  by  year  there 
in  deterioration,  unless  the  tins  are  kept  in  a 
dry  place  in  a  particular  temperature,  which 
is  quite  unlikely.   In  most  of  the  storehouses, 
.1  deterioration  will  take  place.  A  larg.jr  num- 
ber of  cans  in  each  case  will  spoil,  and,  there- 
fore I  think,  in  the  interests  of  the  Canadian 
tra<le  for  loljsters,    it   would   be  highly  im- 
portant that  the  year  should  be  stamped  on. 
That  seemed  to  be  the  universal  opinion  of 
tiie  House  last  year  after  fully  discu-^sing  it, 
because  if  the  year  is  on  and  the  purchaser 


buys  a  can  of  two  or  three  years  back,  he 
!  takes  his  chance  whether  he  has  got  a  good 

article  or  not.  If  he  takes  it  the  current 
j  year,  or  the  year  after,  he  knows  what  the 
,  article  will  be,  and  I  should  like  to  take  the 
i  sensH  of  the  committee  as  to  whether  it  is 

not  wise  to  continue  the  law  as  it  is  on  the 

statute-book. 


Hon.   Sir  MACKENZIE 
With  the  date  1 


BOWELL— 


Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Yes.  Last  season 
the  year  had  to  be  marked.  It  would  come 
in  section  3  after  the  word  "fisheries," 
"  and  shall  also  be  stamped  with  the  year  in 
which  such  lobsters  are  canned."  As  to  the 
name  I  do  not  profess  to  express  an  opinion 
on  that.  There  are  many  small  men  whose 
name-)  would  not  be  known  abroad,  and 
the  names  would  not  bear  much  significance, 
but  the  da'e  is  an  important  thing.     We 

I  know  that  the  fish  will  deteriorate  in  years. 

j  The  tin  is  thin  and  if  subjected  to  any  sort 
of  damp  and  heat,  it  will  rust  at  once  and 
the  moment  the  rust  commences  the  lobsters 
will  spoil. 

Hon.  Mr.  SNOWBALL— I  do  not  agree 
'  with  what  is  being  said  about  the  date.  I 
think  it  will  be  very  injurious  to  the  packers 
to  put  the  date  on.  There  is  a  misappre- 
hension about  this  whole  bu.siness.  Hon. 
gentlemen  talk  about  small  packers.  There 
are  small  packers,  and  there  are  a  great 
many  illicit  packers  who  do  not  obey  the 
law  and  do  not  stop  in  September  or  October. 
The  law  is  grossly  violated  in  some  portions 
of  the  lower  provinces. 

Hon.    Mr.   SCOTT— In   Prince   Edward 
'.  Island. 

Hon.  Mr.  SNOWBALL— Between  there 
and  New  Brunswick,  and  the  parties  on 
both  sides  are  equally  guilty.  They  were 
fishing  there  in  November  last  year,  and 
although  the  inspector  of  fisheries  lives  in 
the  county  and  does  protect  the  fishery  up 
north,  yet  at  his  very  door  it  is  not  pro- 
tected. J  consider  that  the  label  on  the  box 
will  protect  to  some  extent.  Certainly  the 
country  storekeejjer  could  take  them  out  of 
the  box  and  put  them  on  the  shelf,  and  as 
the  tin  i-.  not  marked,  it  cannot  be  traced, 
but  the  retail  trade  for  lobsters  in  the  lower 
provinces  is  almost  dead.  It  is  an  article  put 
up  for  export,   and    it  is  a  business  that  re- 
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quires  large  capital.  A  man  cannot  go  into 
the  business  unless  he  has  capital.  He  has 
to  have  four  or  five  good  boats  and  a  number 
of  traps  with  a  large  amount  of  line  and  an- 
chors and  a  lot  of  outfit  that  generally  in- 
volves an  investment  of  two  or  three  thous- 
and dollars.  This  outfit  is  generally  sup- 
plied by  merchants  that  take  the  output 
from  a  great  number  of  establishments.  In 
the  district  of  Miramichi,  I  think,  there  are 
only  three  exporters.  There  are,  however, 
hundreds  of  packers  and  to  put  the  name  of 
the  packer  on  the  case  would  be 
detrimental  to  the  sale  of  the  fish. 
If  I  am  in  the  packing  business 
and  I  make  ad  vances  to  a  number  of  people, 
it  is  my  interest  to  see  that  those  fish  are 
properly  packed,  and  when  they  are  sold, 
they  are  not  sold  on  the  merchant's 
representation  ;  no  one  knows  anything 
about  the  packer.  That  is  the  way 
it  is  done  in  that  section  of  the  country, 
and  I  think  these  people  might  be  taken  as 
a  standard  of  the  character  of  packers  and 
shippers.  Then  I  in  turn  contract  for  these 
fish  in  London,  which  is  the  great  mar- 
ket for  them,  to  deliver  so  many  cases  at 
certain  months  in  the  year.  When  it  comes 
to  the  end  of  the  season  the  buyer  will  say  "I 
am  not  going  to  buy  any  of  your  fi.sh  with  '95 
put  on  it ;  I  want  '96  pack."  If  the 
fish  were  only  retailed  among  our  own  peo- 
ple, it  would  be  well  enough  to  mark  them, 
but  they  are  shipped  to  Europe,  Australia 
and  other  parts  of  the  world. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— You  would  not  send 
old  fish  out  there  t 

Hon.  Mr.  SNOWBALL— I  just  send  what 
I  can  sell.  No,  I  would  not  sell  old  fish  or 
inferior  fish  out  there,  but  there  are  certain 
known  labels  in  our  district.  One  is  a  deer's 
head,  another  a  horse's  head,  and  we  regis- 
ter those  marks  in  England  and  hvve  the 
exclusive  right  to  use  them.  We  regist-r 
them  in  England  because  there  is  where  our 
general  market  is,  and  all  try  to  work  up  to  a 
good  standing.  I  do  not  object  to  put  the 
stamp  on,  because  I  think  it  would  be  a 
protection  against  those  people  who  pack  fish 
out  of  season.  I  never  saw  any  man  that  knew 
the  exact  season  lobsters  should  be  caught. 
We  know  very  little  about  them.  We  are 
only  allowed  to  catch  lobsters  from  their  first 
coming  to  our  coast  until  the  15th  July,  and 
I  believe  that  is  the  very  time  we  should 


not    catch    them  ;    but     if     yon    pn.ij 
the  catching  of    fish  at    that   «t«$t4  ' 
could  not  get  them  at  alJ.      They  talk  »U 
fish  loaded  with  eggs,  and  you  asktbe^^"' 
men  to  save  them  and  hatch  the  e^!s.  T  • 
is  a  move  in  the  right  direction  aiul  ii  ii ... 
be  successfully  done  I  believe  the  goir- 
ment  should  take   the  mo-st  stringPB*.  t.-. 
sures  to  have  it  enforced,    becaQ.<«  I L- 
been  engaged  in  fishing  and  have  had  t.' . 
with  the  business  in  the  Maritime  Provia.-- 
I  was  brought  up  in  the  neigh  bourhood<';;v 
business  and  I  have  kept  my  eyeonitiil- 
life  and  am  now  more  or  less  engaged  v. 
and  whenlassisted  people yearsagotogo'r- 
the  lobstfr  business,  we  despised  tii<h  tbi:  i... 
not  weigh  a  pound,  but  we  are  glad  to-iiai '  • 
get  six   lobsters   to  fill   a    one  poonociL 
The  fishing  is  not  done  by  poor  mm.    Tj" 
may  be  rea.<ionably  poor,  but  they  hsTetf'.-" 
large  advances  made  to  them  ;  and  xht-^ 
body  of  the  fish  pass  through  the  biod-  ' 
two  or  three  recognized  dealers,  and  tfc»  ■ 
iginal  packers  would  not  be  known.    I>.' 
names   would   be   injurious,   the  dai-  a' 
would    be     injurious     in      the     Eompfi- 
markets,  but  the  label  and  stamp  we  pa: ' ' 
I  think  may  be  of  some  b(  nefit.    Car^n. 
dealers  examine  every  can  that  their  l»br' . 
put  on.     They  have  regular  inspect  rs.  »- 
go  over  them  and  see  that  every  tin  i^  i"' 
less  than   19  ounces.     Every  can  that  ff 
out  of  the   establishment  is  tested  and  tV 
name  is  put  on  the  tin  only  after  being  tu.' 
satisfied  of  the  quality.  The  case  is  tb«?n  «!:>- 
bound  and  sent  to  Europe     For  ouro«t  r- 
putation  we  have  to  do  that.      It  appears  ■ 
me  that  the  person  who  got  up  this  bil)''- 
not  really  understand  the  details  of  the  n-"- 
business.  With  regard  to  putting  thp  >t»!.i' 
upon  the  cases,  if  the  government  wooWp; 
vide  us  with  them  promptly  I  would  not  u'- 
ject  to  it,  but  I  would  remind  the  p'Wf^- 
mentthatthe  fishing  commencesaboutthi;  I-'- 
of  May  and  the  fish  do  not  come  on  ••'-" 
coast  till  this  date,  and  sometimes  muA 
later,    and  the  first  fish  on  the  market  »t? 
generally   worth   a  shilling  or   twopfrCA- 
more   than   later  shipments.     If  anj  hitw 
occurred  in  the  stamps  not  getting  then' ■'- 
time,  it  would  be  very  injurious  to  the  tr*» 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— We  coroineiK* 
in  March. 

Hon.  Mr.  PROWSE— I  quite  iig«e  ^^ 
the  hon.  gentleman  who  has  just  spdt^'' ''' 
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eference  to  the  reduction  in  the  size  of  the 
abater  of  late  years  and  I  attribute  that  very 
irgely  to  just  the  course  which  gentlemen 
lave  taken  exactly  in  the  same  position  as  my 
ion.  friend  Mr.  Snowball,  men  with  capital 
rho  have  induced  parties  here  and  thereto  go 
nto  this  business  and  have  reduced  the  fish 
o  the  miserable  dimensions  they  are  to-day. 
'.t  is  ■with'.n  my  recollection  when  the  lob- 
iter  industry  was  first  started,  and  it  was 
itarted  by  men  of  means  who  had  consider- 
ible  capital  and  who  put  up  substantial 
>uildings,  and  hired  the  men,  provided  the 
iraps  and  it  cost  from  $5,000  to  $10,000  to 
start  a  lobster  factory  in  that  day  before 
iny  returns  were  available,  and  they 
exported  their  fish  and  they  had  a  good 
reputation ;  but  of  late  years  speculators 
and  men  of  means  have  induced  poor  men, 
who  never  should  have  gone  into  the  busi- 
ness, to  embark  in  the  canning  industry 
and  have  furnished  them  with  every  mater- 
ial they  required,  and  made  a  commission 
out  of  it.  My  hon.  friend  from  Chatham 
does  not  pack  lobsters ;  he  makes  a  com- 
mission and  he  puts  the  first  class  label  on 
the  Ijest  fish  he  can  get,  and  another  label 
on  the  second  class  and  a  third  label  on  the 
very  doubtful  fish. 

Hon.  Mr.  SNOWBALL-Oh,  no. 

Hon.  Mr.  PROWSE— There  are  specula 
tors  who  have  three  or  four  labels,  and  that  is 
one  reason  why  the  lobster  fishing  has  gone 
down  as  it  has  to-day.  You  cannot  exhaust 
the  lobsters  ;  but  you  can  reduce  the  size  of 
lobsters  and  thereby  make  the  business  un- 
profitable. But  the  time  is  fast  approaching 
when  the  lobster  packers  will  be  exhausted 
and  the  lobsters  will  get  a  chance.  I  would 
suggest  to  the  government  that  the  most 
efi'ectual  way  is  to  insist  on  the  close  season 
being  rigidly  enforced.  This  season  is  not 
observed  by  the  small  packers,  who  are  sus- 
tained and  backed  up  by  the  speculators  with 
their  money.  If  the  inspectors  do  their 
duty  this  will  be  remedied. 

Hon.  Mr.  SNOWBALL— It  would  ruin 
the  whole  business  if  a  man  bought  fish  that 
he  had  any  doubt  aliout  and  sent  them  into 
the  market ;  it  would  injure  the  trade.  If 
people  read  in  a  paper  that  a  family  were 
poisoned  by  eating  bad  lobsters  the  public 
would  not  buy  lobsters  for  weeks.  We 
want  the  government  to  assist  us  in  having 


the  law  carried  out.     The  fishing  season  on 
our  coast  is  only  about  six  weeks. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I 
frankly  admit  that  I  am  not  an  expert  on 
this  question ;  consequently  I  have  to  take 
the  memo,  placed  in  my  hands  by  those  who 
are  supposed  to  understand  the  business  in 
the  department.  I  am  not  going  to  discuss 
the  question  as  to  the  proper  close  season. 
The  same  reason  would  not  answer  for  all 
section-s.  There  would  be  a  difference  be- 
tween the  southern  coasts  and  the  northern 
coasts  where  the  cold  waters  come  down  from 
Hudson  Bay.  Wherever  it  is  cold  it  takes 
a  longer  time  for  the  fish  to  mature.  The 
law  provides  for  marking  the  packages  with 
name  and  date,  and  the  hon.  gentleman 
thinks  that  that  should  be  retained.  The 
present  bill  provides  for  a  simple  stamp 
which  is  supplied  by  the  department,  and 
the  packers  are  charged  a  fee  for  carrying 
on  the  trade.  The  scientific  men  of  the 
department  say  that  these  changes  are  solely 
in  the  interests  of  the  trade  itself,  and  the 
fishermen  and  the  parties  who  purchase  like 
my  hon.  friend  on  my  left  (Mr.  Snowball). 
If  my  hon.  friend  would  allow  this  clause  to 
go,  we  will  try  it.  If  it  is  found  not  to 
answer  well,  next  year  we  can  do  what  we 
did  this  year — undo  the  past. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  have  not  heard  any 
substantial  reason  why  the  date  should  not 
be  put  on,  except  that  it  is  in  the  interest  of 
the  exporter  to  deceive  the  public.  The  hon. 
member  gave  the  illu^trations  that  he  did  not 
want  the  consumer  in  1895  to  know  that  it 
was  fish  that  was  packed  in  1894.  I  do  not 
think  that  is  a  very  good  reason.  There  is 
a  strong  presumption  that  the  fish  has  de- 
teriorated, or  else  the  exporter  would  not 
want  to  deceive  the  public.  Last  year  we 
felt  it  was  necessary  that  the  time  should 
be  put  on  the  package  and  we  felt  it  neces- 
sary in  the  cheese  business  ;  so  much  so, 
that  it  was  insisted  that  the  month  should 
be  put  on.  We  find  a  September  cheese  will 
be  sold  for  a  June  cheese. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
That  is  the  propo.sition  before  the  Commons. 

Hon.  Mr  SCOTT— It  has  been  discussed 
at  the  meeting  of  the  cheesemen. 

Hon.  Sir  FRANK  SMITH— They  do  not 
favour  it. 
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Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  suppose  they  would 
like  a  little  opportunity  to  deceive  the  public, 
but  there  is  no  one  who  gives  any  thought 
or  reflection  to  it  who  will  not  admit  that 
it  is  a  most  important  consideration,  and  if 
we  are  to  maintain  the  standard  the  year 
should  be  put  on.  There  can  be  no  reason 
for  suppressing  it,  except  to  deceive,  and  I 
do  not  hesitate  to  say  that  anybody  who  has 
any  experience  will  know  that  after  the  cans 
are  two  or  three  years  old,  it  is  dangerous  to 
buy  them.  I  have  gone  into  a  store  and 
said  :  "  Whea  was  this  put  up  V  I  can 
tell  by  the  can ;  it  begins  to  look  rusty ;  it 
looks  larger  than  it  should,  and  there  is  fer- 
mentation going  on  inside.  It  is  not  right 
that  we  should  palm  oif  on  the  public  an 
article  which  should  be  destroyed.  Those 
cases  of  poisoning  are  due  to  the  fact  of  the 
article  not  being'  well  enough  put  up  to 
keep  for  a  term  of  years.  Any  article  well 
put  up  will  keep  for  the  current  season,  but 
owing  to  the  quality  of  tin  used,  a  very 
small  amount  of  rust  which  would  not  be 
visible  to  the  naked  eye,  but  would  be  suffi- 
cient to  allow  the  can  to  decay. 

Hon.  Mr.  Sir  FRANK  SMITH— I  have 
been  in  the  trade  for  40  years,  and  there  was 
no  .xuch  thing  as  the  date  being  put  on,  and 
I  find  no  difficulty  in  disposing  of  the  goods. 
During  my  whole  career  I  scarcely  could  get 
sufficient  lobsters  to  can  y  me  over,  from  one 
season  to  the  other,  and  we  found  no  diffi- 
culty whatever  with  regard  to  the  date.  A 
purchaser  would  come  in  and  say  "What 
brands  have  you  on  hand  1  Is  it  the  '  rein- 
deer '  or  the  '  horseshoe '  or  what  is  it  ?"  and 
that  is  all  they  would  ask.  We  were  legis- 
lating in  the  direction  of  doing  good  to  all  in 
this  country,  and  by  this  course  you  are  not 
doini  anj-  harm  whatever.  I  have  never 
found  any  difficulty  as  regards  the  date. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— This  House,  after 
discussing  the  matter  at  considerable  length, 
last  year  deliberately  re.solved  that  it  was  in 
the  interests  of  the  public  that  the  name  of 
the  packer  should  be  put  on  the  can.  Hon. 
gentlemen  say  that  that  will  interfere  with  the 
business.  The  hon.  gentleman  from  Chat- 
ham said  it  was  not  necessary  to  have  the 
packer's  name  on,  and  then  the  hon.  gentle- 
man told  us  that  he  was  particularly  careful 
as  to  the  selection  of  the  fi-h,  and  that  he 
put  his  owil  brand  on  the  packages  and  that 
brand  sells  tl\em.     That  is  just  exactly  carry- 


ing out  our  argument  that  yoa  want  tokso 
who  has  put  the  fish  up  ;  who  is  nsp-MX.  ■ 
for    the    fish.     The    hon.    gentleman  !-■ 
Toronto,  who  has  just  spoken,  said  he  »m».' 
ike  to  se  what  the  brand  was  ;  was  it  -B-.- 
deer,"  or  "Kingfisher"  or  what  brand.  Tia':- 
exactly  our  contention,  that  packers  \&ff 
reputation  which  will  sell  their  fish,  zsi  «- 
contend  that  the  packer's  name  should  tv  a 
the  cans.     It  happens  that  the   basnes- 
New  Brunswick   is  a  little  different  fr-; 
what  it  is  in  Nova  Scotia.     I  know  <rf  izr 
case  that  of  a  packer  who  does  not  put  «:  - 
very  large  number  of  tish,  but  wh  •  fa.-- 
himself,  helps  in  the  work  and  sapenr.u^.- 
the  work  ;  he  has  been  at  the  busineic  t  » 
for  some  35  years,  and  his  fish  have  ^ci.  . 
reputation,  both  in  the  United   State:  n  ■ 
England  that  they  command  anywhere  fnw 
10c.  to  a  shilling  more  per  package  diac  *.i- 
ordinary  run  of  fish,  and  there  was  a  ptcif 
in   Newfoundland,    Bums,    I    think,  vb--' 
fish  were  sold  in  the  same  way. 

Hon.  Mr.  SNOWBALL— Those  fish  »• 
larger  and  better  than  ours. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— This  packer  hvi  » 
good  reputation.  We  passed  that  Ja«r  a-' 
session,  and  I  think  we  have  no  reastt  !• 
suppose  it  is  not  satisfactory.  Now.  iir 
hon.  leader  of  the  governnie.it  tells  u*  tti' 
there  is  a  gentleman  with  scientific  a«)utt^ 
ments  in  the  employ  of  the  department.  »tc 
thinks  another  plan  would  be  better  I 
should  be  quite  prepared  to  defer  to  tJf 
scientific  gentleman  on  the  question  a$  <■ 
just  what  time  the  lobsteis  spawn,  or  my 
question  of  that  sort ;  but  when  it  comf^  '" 
a  question  as  to  what  is  the  best  ctMniuef^tu 
policy,  I  do  not  think  the  opinion  of  tfc* 
scientific  gentleman  is  worth  as  much  a,^x» 
opinion  of  the  average  every  day  citiW' 
and  particularly  if  the  scientific  g»'nilem»'- 
happens  so  come  fi-om  a  foreign  countn*.  iifc 
not  to  be  familiar  with  the  business  as  i;  i- 
carried  on  here.  I  contend  this  bill.  ;l-;  «' 
have  it  now,  does  not  guarantee  anythii; 
at  all.  The  putting  of  a  revenue  stam|'  <^ 
the  outside  of  a  case  does  not  gu.Hrant» 
that  the  fish  are  of  good  quality,  or  I'V 
whom  they  have  been  packed,  or  how  thf 
are  packed,  and  we  are  giving  up  th<>  sruv 
antees  that  we  did  have  for  good  article, 
and  putting  nothing  in  their  place.  It  w.i' 
stated  by  the  first  minister  that  each  pju-k'-r 
bought  so  many  stamps.      Now,  take  tJK 
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use  of  ft  large  packer  who  employs  fish- 
sruien  who  put  up  fish  in  an  inferior  way  ; 
<he  large  packer  buys  the  stamps  and  they 
1,1-e  put  on  the  cans  and  he  sells  them. 

Hon.  Mr.  SNOWBALL— If  you  get  an 
inferior  quality,  a  good  dealer  would  not  pack 
bViem  with  his  mark. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— That  may  be  a  true 

proposition,  apparently,  but  any  one  knows 

that,  although  you  would  suppose  that  honesty 

v>  as  in  every  ca<e  the  best  policy,  it  has  been 

found  impossible  almost  in  any  part  of  the 

country,  to  induce  people  who  put  up  fruit  to 

pack   them   honestly.     It  is  the  same  way 

-with  regard    to  fish.     I  am  surprised  that 

the    first   minister   who   concurred   in  this 

amendment  last   year,   which    I   think  did 

credit  to  the  Senate,  should  be  prepared  now 

(to  use  a  familiar  expression)  to  go  back  on 

his  own  record  and  repeal  what  we  did  last 

year.     The  hon.  gentleman  from  Chatham 

said  something  about  having  the  brand  of 

his  concern  on  the  case-.     I  can  see  no  dif- 

ticulty  about  this.     Suppose  the  person  who 

actually  packs  the  fish  puts  his  label  on  the 

can,  the   cans  are   sent  to  my  hon.    friend's 

establishment  and  he  puts  his  brand  on  the 

outside  of  the   case.     The   buyer  has  two 

guarantees,  that  of   the  packer  and  that  of 

the  wholesale  merchant. 

Hon.  Mr.  SNOWBALL -The  retailer 
wants  the  brand  of  the  dealer  himself.  The 
person  who  buys  a  pound  can  of  fish  is  the 
n>an  you  want  to  deal  with. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— There  are  several 
amendments  proposed  to  this  bill,  and  I 
think  we  might  rise  and  report  progress. 

Hon.  Mr.  ARSENAULT— I  believe  the 
hon.  Senator  for  Halifax  knows  a  good  deal 
about  law,  but  he  knows  vei-y  littleabout  lob- 
ster packing  and  marketing.     These  amend- 
ments of  his  are  of  no  use.  and  the  hon,  gen- 
tleman should  not  be  wasting  the  time  of  the 
House  discussing  them.  In  the  first  place,each 
can  in  a  case  is  labelled.     Every  exporter  has 
his  label  w^ith  his  own  name  and  trade  mark 
on  that  is  put  on  the  can  and  it  is  sold  by 
th.it  name  and  mark.     If  you  are  going  to 
put  it  on  the  case,  whose  name  are  you  going 
to  put  on?    Siy  Mr.  Jones  packs  fish  forme 
— are  you  going  to  put  Mr.  Jones's  label  on 
the  cans  and  mine  on  the  case  ?    That  would 


be  of  no  use  and  would  be  misleading.  The 
stamp  alone,  without  the  man's  name,  is 
what  is  wanted.  It  is  required  to  show  that 
the  packing  has  been  done  in  season  and  that 
is  the  only  utility  of  the  stamp  on  the  case, 
but  the  label  shows  who  is  responsible  for 
the  fish  and  no  man  buys  fish  without  ex- 
amining the  quality.  He  tests  and  samples 
them  when  he  buys.  Then  he  has  the  guar- 
antee of  the  exporter.  I  do  not  see  any  use 
in  wasting  the  whole  evening  here  by  peo- 
ple who  know  nothing  at  all  about  fishing  or 
packing.  I  do  not  know  if  they  could  tell  a 
a  lobster  from  any  other  fish  when  they  see 
one.  As  to  the  license,  as  has  been  said 
before,  all  other  fishermen  get  a  bounty  for 
fi-hing.  The  poor  lobster  packer,  if  he  packs 
100  cases  of  fish,  has  to  pay  §2.  I  do  not 
know  why  he  should  be  punished  and  other 
fi.shermen  rewarded.  If  such  is  the  law,  I 
am  not  going  to  protest  against  it  just  now, 
or  offer  an  amendment ;  at  the  same  time  I 
do  not  think  it  is  fair.  Jf  packers  packed 
as  many  lobsters  as  the  hon.  gentleman  from 
Halifax  mentions  they  would  be  doing  well. 
He  says  a  factory  will  pack  5,000  cases  on 
an  average.  In  our  province  a  packer  will 
pack  probably  500  in  a  seiuion.  I  do  not 
know  two  packers  that  put  up  1,000  cases 
each.  They  have  to  contend  with  many 
difficulties  there  that  are  not  experienced  in 
Nova  Scotia,  and  yet  I  would  like  to  hear  of 
the  name  of  one  canning  establishment 
which  puts  up  5,000  cases  in  a  season  in 
Nova  Scotia  or  in  the  Gulf  of  St.  Lawrence. 
If  a  man  puts  up  5,000  cases  he  can  afford  to 
pay  the  tax.  I  would  lie  wUling  to  pay  $500 
if  I  could  put  up  5,000  cases.  But  a  poor 
man,  who  has  to  go  to  the  expense  of  pack- 
ing and  puts  up  only  200  coses  and  has  to 
pay  $4,  feels  it  a  good  deal  more  than  the 
man  who  puts  up  5,000  cases  and  pays  §100. 
I  think  there  has  been  enough  said  about 
the  stamp. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  move  that  this  be 
inserted  as  paragraph  a  : 

Every  can  containing  lobsters  preserved  or 
cured  in  Canada  shall,  before  being  removed  from 
the  factory  or  canning  establislinient  where  such 
lobsters  have  been  canned,  proservcU  or  cured,  be 
marked,  labelleil  or  stamped  with  the  name  and 
address  of  the  proprietor  of  such  factory  or  ciiuning 
esttvblishment,  and  the  year  in  which  such  lobsters 
are  canned,  preserved  or  cured. 

I  might  be  allowed  to  make  one  observation 
with  respect  to  the  remarks  made  by  the  hon. 
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gentleman  from  Prince  Edward  Island.  Ipre- 
sume  the  hon.  gentleman  knows  a  great  deal 
more  about  lobster  fishing  than  I  do,  although 
I  think  he  overestimates  my  ignorance.  I 
have  caught  a  good  many  lobsters  and 
I  have  seen  lobsters  packed,  and  I  think  I 
know  a  little  about  packing,  too,  but  if  the 
hon.  gentleman  knows  so  much  more  than 
the  rest  of  us  he  ought  to  be  a  little  consid- 
erate and  not  exult  over  our  ignorance. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BO  WELL— The 
hon.  gentleman  reminds  me  of  a  remark  that 
I  hea>^  made  some  years  ago  in  the  old 
House  of  Parliament,  while  I  was  sitting  in 
the  gallery.  One  gentleman  administered  a 
costigation  to  another  on  a  question  uf  law. 
Henry  Sherwood,  who  was  then  Attorney 
General  for  Upper  Canada,  told  me  he  sup- 
posed he  knew  all  about  the  law,  because  he 
sat  beside  the  Speaker  and  rubbed  garments 
with  him.  I  suppose  the  same  remark 
miifht  be  made  about  my  hon.  friend  and 
myself  on  the  question  of  lobsters.  The 
whole  object  of  the  department  is  to  simplify 
the  law. 

The  amendment  was  declared  lost. 

Hon.  Mr.  LOUGHEED,  from  the  com- 
mittee, reported  progress,  and  asked  leave  to 
sit  again. 

THIRD  READING. 

Bill  (134)  "  An  Act  to  legalize  payments 
heretofore  made  to  the  general  revenue  fund 
in  the  North-west  Territories  of  certain 
fines,  penalties  and  forfeitures." — (Sir 
Mackenzie  Bowell.) 

THE  WINNIPEG  AND  GREAT  NOR- 
THERN RAILWAY. 

INQUIBY. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Before  the  House 
rises,  will  the  hon.  premier  be  in  a  position 
to  inform  us  whether  it  is  intended  to  bring 
down  legislation  with  regard  to  the  Winni- 
peg and  Great  Northern  Railway  1  I 
understand  it  is  proposed  to  bring  down 
some  legislation  with  regard  to  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOWELL— No,  I  think  not. 
My  impression  is  that  the  Finance  Minister 
stated  there  was  to  be  no  further  legislation 
of  any  important  character  except,  of  course 


— he  did  except  at  the  time — remedial  de- 
lation.    I  am  not  aware  of  it. 

The  Senate  then  adjourned. 


THE  SENATE. 

Ottaioa,  Tuesday,  9th  JiJy,  I?': 

The  SPEAKER  took  the  Chair  siTsw 
o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 

SECOND  READINGS. 

Bill  (117)  "An  Act  respecting  La  Cai.: 
bre  de  Commerce  du  District  de  Jfomrv^ 
— (Mr.  Desjardins.) 

Bill  (13  ')  "  An  Act  to  re\ive  and  m.-:. 
the  Acts  to  enable  the  city  of  Winninf-:  '• 
utilize  the  Assiniboine  River  water  jo't:. 
—(Mr.  Boulton.) 

THE  MANITOBA  SCHOOL  QUESTl".v 

INQUIRV. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Before  the  basiie- 
of  the  House  is  proceeded  with,  perhaps 't-- 
Premier  will  relieve  the  tension  in  P»r!^ 
ment  and  the  country  as  to  the  foun(lat;<t 
for  the  uncontradicted  statements  that  ttf 
been  made  that  certain  resignations  bif 
been  sent  in.  Parliament,  I  suppose,  ha^  > 
right  to  be  informed  at  the  earliest  p»=sl  • 
moment  when  the  Premier  is  in  a  pfci"  - 
to  do  so. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWEll^l 
am  not  in  a  position  at  the  present  luniwu 
to  gratify  the  laudable  curiosity  of  the  kt 
gentleman  who  has  put  the  questicn.  1 
hope  in  a  very  short  time  that  I  shall '« 
enabled  to  relieve  the  tension  ofpnWicup"'' 
ion  to  which  he  has  referred. 

CIVIL  SERVICE  SUPERANNUATION 


Hon.  Mr.  POWER  moved  : 

That  All  huuible  address  !«  prewnteil  to  ft' 
Excellency  the  Governor  General :  pnjT"?  "'*^ 
His  Excellency  will  CiUise  »o  be  Uid  1*'"'^  '■" 
.Senate,  a  return  showing  : — 

The  unmes  of  all  persons  who  have  been  my' 
annuated  or  whose  superannuation  hM  ^"^  "' 
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.ded  on  by  the  Government  since  the  first  day  of 
iOvemV>er  last,  with  the  age,  length  of  service, 
ilury,  superannuation  allowance,  and  the  ground 
f  superannuation  of  each  person,  together  with  a 
tateinent.  as  to  each  person  as  to  whether  the 
acuncy  caused  is  to  be  filled  or  not,  and  if  to  be 
lied,  in  >vhat  way  ? 

He  said  : — I  shall  endeavour  nol  to  be  any 
onger   in  addressing  the   House   than  my 
ion.  friend  from  British  Columbia  was  yes- 
«rday.      T  call  attention  to  this  matter,  not 
lecause  I  have  any  special  interest  in  any  of 
,he  persons  who  have  been  superannuated  in 
juch  large  numbers  recently,  but  merely  as 
i  matter  of  public  interest.     I  have  no  infor- 
aiacion  as  to  the  cause  of  these  superannua- 
Lions,  but  I  imagine  that  a  good  many  of 
them  will  be  accounted  for  as  being  made 
under  section  1 1  of  the  Civil  Service  Super- 
annuation Act.     That  section  provides  that ; 
if  any   person  to  whom  the  Act  applies  is 
removed  in  consequence  of  the  abolition  of 
his  otfi  .-e  or  for  the  purpose  of  improving  the 
organization  of  the  office  to  which  he  be- 
longs, or  is  removed  to  promote  efficiency 
and  economy  in  the  Civil  Service,  the  Gov- 
ernor   General    in    Council    may   grant   a 
gratuity  in  addition  to  the  superannuation 
allowed.     I  presume  that  several  of  those 
superannuations  will   be  defended  on  the 
ground  that  they  are  made  under  that  sec- 
tion.    Of  course,  economy  is  a  very  desirable 
thing,  and  it  should  be  secured  with  due 
regai-d  to  efficiency  by  any  fair  and  reaso!!- 
able   means,  but  I   think   there   are   other 
considerations  also  which  should  be  borne  in 
mind  in  dealing  w^tli  a  question  like  super- 
annuation.     There  are  questions  of  justice 
and  questions  of  policy.  I  may  be  in  error-,  but 
my  own  view  about  the  matter  is  this,  that 
when  a    person    qualifies    himself    for   the 
civil   service,  when   he  passes   the    regular 
examination,      if      an       examination       i< 
necessary,      and     is     received     into     the 
service  and  becomes  a  permanent  employee 
of  the  government,  thi-re  is  a  contract  or 
quasi  contract  between  the  civil  servant  and 
the  government,  to  the  effect  that,  while  the 
servant  is  able  to  discharge  liis  duties  in  a 
satisfactory  way,  and  does  so  discharge  them, 
and  gives  no  reason  for  complaint  as  far  as 
he  is  concerned,  he  shall  not  be  removed  until 
the  period  indicated  by  the  statute  when  he 
becomes  over  age,  or  when  he  has  served  his 
thirty-five  years.     Certainly,  if  hon.  gentle- 
man do  not  regard  that  matter  just  as  I  do, 
everyone  will  feel  that,  if  there  is  no  fault 
on  the  part  of  tlie  employee,  at  least  he 


should  have  reasonable  notice  of  the  inten- 
tion of  the  government  to  remove  him  from 
office.  Now  I  understand,  with  respect  to  a 
number  of  those  gentlemen,  the  notice  of 
whose  superannuation  we  have  recently 
seen  in  the  press,  they  were  given  no 
notice  whatever.  In  some  instances  I  be- 
lieve the  official  noticeof  dismissal  wasthefirst 
intimation  they  received  of  the  fact  that  their 
services  were  being  dispensed  with.  What 
was  the  position  of  some  of  those  gentlemen) 
In  one  case  the  official  had  a  salary  of  about 
$1,200  a  year,  and  I  understand  that  he 
has  a  wife  and  three  or  four  children.  I 
am  not  aware  that  any  complaint  whatever 
had  been  made  as  to  the  manner  in  which  he 
discharged  his  duties.  He  receives  a  super- 
annuation allowance  of  $350.  What  is  a 
man  who  has  pa.s8ed  middle  life  to  do  when 
he  is  cast  adrift  in  this  way  'l  He  cannot 
live  on  $350,  and  his  age  and  the  work 
of  the  service  disqualify  him  from  going 
out  in  the  world  and  starting  anew.  So 
that  it  seems  that  there  are  other  things  to 
be  considered  besides  economy,  however, 
desirable  it  may  be  in  itself.  There  is  an- 
other objection  which  I  take  to  this  whole- 
sale superannuation,  in  addition  to  the  one 
which  I  have  indicated,  and  that  is  that  it 
destroys  the  civil  service  as  a  career.  If  a 
young  man  is  thinking  of  what  he  shall 
devote  his  life  to,  and  if  he  feels  an  inclin- 
aiion  for  the  public  service,  the  fact  that  he 
may  be  summarily  dismissed  at  any  time 
without  any  cause  on  his  part,  is  enough  to 
prevent  him  from  entering  the  service  ;  and 
if  we  are  to  have  a  respectable  service  com- 
posed of  efficient  officers  whose  hearts  are 
in  their  work,  there  must  be  some 
feeling  in  the  minds  of  those  servants 
that  their  positions  are  reasonably  perman- 
ent, that  while  they  are  efficient  and  while 
they  conduct  themselves  properly  they  will 
not  be  summarily  dismissed.  That  is  a  pro- 
position which  must  commend  itself  to  every 
hon.  member.  Thei-o  is  another  objection  to 
this  course.  The  deductions  made  from  the 
salaries  of  civil  servants  were  originally  in- 
tended to  meet  the  calls  made  upon  the 
treasury  for  the  allowance  given  to  servants 
who  were  retired,  but  when  officers  hav- 
ing large  salaries  are  superannuated  in  this 
wholesale  manner,  it  must  be  seen  thit  this 
fund  cannot  fulfil  its  purposes  at  all,  and 
when  we  com*'  to  look  ut  the  figures  for  the 
I'lst  year  we  find  how  this  fund  has  been 
loaded  down.     For  the  year  ending  the  30th 


Digitized  by 


Google 


624 


[SENATE] 


June,  1894,  the  expenditure  for  superannua- 
tion was  $262,302  ;  the  revenue  which  ought 
to  have  met  this  expenditure  was  only 
$63,093.  So  that  the  revenue  fell  short  of 
the  expenditure  by  $196,000.  Now,  hon. 
gentlemen,  that  is  a  very  serious  drain 


Hon.  Mr.  McINNES  (Burlington)— It 
was  not  intended  to  be  self-sustaining,  was  it  1 

Hoa.  Mr.  POWER— Pi  etty  nearly.  It 
ought  to  have  been  self-sustaining,  and  at 
any  rate  the  expenditure  was  intended  to 
bear  only  a  reasonable  proportion  to  the 
revenue,  but  here  we  have  an  expenditure 
four  times  the  amount  of  the  revenue.  I  wish 
to  direct  attention  to  the  miinner  in  which 
th.s  expenditure  is  increased.  For  the  year 
ending  the  30th  June,  1877,  the  expenditure 
was  $104,828,  about  40  per  cent  of  what  it 
is  now. 

Hon.  Mr.  REESOll— What  was  the 
revenue  then  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— The  revenue  was 
S40,808,  the  expenditure  was  one-third 
and  the  revenue  about  two  thirds  what 
they  are  now.  Now  there  is  a  balance 
against  the  country  of  nearly  $200,000. 
As  I  stated  before,  it  will  be  claimed 
that  the  country  will  save  the  salaries 
of  some  of  these  gentlemen,  that  their 
places  will  not  be  supplied.  That  is 
true,  but  it  is  probably  not  true  of  nearly 
the  whole  of  thom.  And  this  economy  is 
purchased  at  the  expense  of  justice  and 
sound  policy,  and  tlie  economy  is  fitful  and 
inconsistent.  1  understand  it  is  alleged 
that  we  shall  save  $9,000  in  the  Secretary  of 
Stite's  Department  by  the  dismissals  which 
have  taken  place  there.  Now,  hon.  gentle- 
men, we  could  save  a  great  deal  more  money 
in  that  department  without  any  injury  to 
the  public  service  by  abolishing  the  printing 
bureau  and  returning  to  the  method  of  hav- 
ing our  printing  done  by  contractors  which 
prevailed  in  former  years.  We  should  save 
a  great  deal  of  money,  and  as  far  as  the  ex- 
perienco  of  this  House  is  concerned  at  any 
rate,  get  our  printing  done  much  more 
promptly  and  more  satisfactorily  than  it  has 
been  done  of  late.  I  do  not  mean  to  say 
that  the  actual  wck  of  printing  is  not  as 
well  done  as  it  was  liefore,  but  I  say  the 
printing  is  not  done  a-t  promptly  as  when  it 
was  done  by  contractors,  and  I  commend  to 


the  government  the  printing  boreat  . 
field  where  they  can  exercise  their  eo-a- 
to    a    good    purpose    and    to    a  «.*i; 
able  extent.     But  as  I  stated,  this  ee  s  • 
is  fitful  and  inconsistent.      Let  as  /•{. 
the  cost  of  civil  government,  which  is  >  i-' 
fair  test  of  the  econ  imy  or  the  reverK  <  . 
administration.    I  find  that  in  1878  th* : . . 
cost  of  civil  governraeut   was  §823,3f.  • 
For  the  fiscal  ypar,  ending  the  3wk  -'l. 
1894,  the  expenditure  was  Sl,402,i79.4t  .. 
increase    of    seventy    per    cent.      I   •• 
in   connection   with    this     matter  t<^  j. 
the  attention  of   the    House  to  the  u 
that  we  have  had  on  several  occasi-r.'  L 
introduced  here  at  the  instance  of  ^i  i 
ernment  for  the  purpose  of  paying  t  ■  '~- 
members  of  this  House  and  more  eq«c>---^' 
perhaps  the  members  of  the  otlwr  Ht-.- 
sums  of  money  to  which  they  were  b«  -i 
titled  even  under  the  liberal  inteqjivw-'- 
given  to  the  indemnity  section  ot  tht}.- 
respecting  the  Senate  and  House  of  Gt- 
mons.      Where   gentlemen    have  preierr-. 
to    go    home    and    attend    to    their  •*; 
business  rather  than  attend  to  the  ^r-  ■ 
ment  business,  we  iiare  had  the  sfecOii .: 
the  government    introducing,  session  itri 
session,  measures  to  pay  those  genilenta ; ' 
the  time  that  they  were  absent  from  Oh»». 
as  though  they  had  been   here  attendin;".' 
their  duties  ;  and  it  will  be  remembereii  m 
last  session  the  attention  of  the  govprniw ' 
was  called  to  the  construction  whic   in- 
been  put  on  the  indemnity  clause  of  tb- 
Act   respecting  the   Senate   and  H<'U«  •■'■ 
Commons,  which  I  think  was  admitteJ  '•? 
every  one  was  never  conteinplatud  by  P»r- 
liament     when    that      Act     was    pt'>>'- 
(Jentlemen  who  attended  one,  two  or  ^rn 
days    each     session    drew      their   mi'ta.^ 
and  more  than  one-half  of  the  sessional  »«■ 
lowance.     Now,  the  government  which  b<" 
anxious   for    economy    that  it  has  to  A- 
miss  a  number  of  respectable  and  *<)r!;it 
peo[  le,  whose   appointments  were  sa[^'^' 
to   last   (luring  good  behaviour  and  efe; 
ency,     finds     itself     unablo    to    niakf  ■" 
considerable  saving   by   a   very  sinail  «»■ 
endment  in  the   indemnity   section  of  t!t 
Act  to  which  I  have  referred.     I  th:nt  J''* 
must  all  agree  with  me  in  feelins  lli»' " 
the  government  wish  to  bn  econouiienl  ''■''' 
are  other  directions  in  whii-h  they  mij"' 
exert  themselves  tx)  better  efiect  than  in  t ' 
direction  of  dismissing  almost  without  my 
notice,  servants  against  whom,  in  some  cas" 
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t  any  rate,  there  are  no  complaints.  Of 
o\irse,  if  there  are  well  grounded  com- 
ilaints  against  a  civil  servant  he  should  be 
iisraissed,  not  superannuated.  If  there  are 
lo  complaints  against  him  and  he  is  doing 
lis  duty  properly,  I  do  not  think  he  should 
>e  superannuated  until  the  proper  time  has 
:onie  as  contemplated  by  the  Act. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)— I  have 
;reat  pleasure  in  seconding  the  motion  so  as 
bo  bring  it  before  the  House.    The  hon.  gen- 
bleman  from  Halifax  has  made  an  excellent 
speech,  one  which  I  think  the  premier  can- 
not   find   fault   with.      He  has   raised   his 
voice,  as  every  hon.  gentleman  should,  when 
he  sees  any  case  of  oppression  or  injustice  : 
that  is  one  of  the  functions  that   specially 
de  vol  ves  upon  the  Senate.     I  propose  to  stick 
closely    to   my   notes   in   dealing  with  this 
(question,  because  I  know  the  eagle  eye  of 
the   Premier  is  on  me  and  that  he  will  dis- 
sect anything  that  I  may  say  which  is  amiss. 
1  have  been  very  much  surprised  at  the  re- 
cent superannuations  of  six  gentlemen  out 
of    the    civil   service,  and   the    apparently 
harsh  manner  in  which  it  was  done.      Here 
we  find  six  gentlemen  in  the  midst  of  their 
daily  routine   duty,  against  whom   there  is 
no  complaint  of  any  kind — without   a  note 
of  warning,    without  preface,  without  even 
one  hour's  notice  in  which  to  make  any  other 
preparation,    have   papers  placed   in   their 
hands,    informing   them,  in   the   most  sum- 
mary   manner,  that  their   services   are    no 
longer  required.     Such  treatment  I  will  not 
trust   myself   to   characterize    in   language 
suitable   to   the  occasion,  but  if  there  are 
words  in  the    English    vocabulary    strong 
enough  to  define  the  treatment  of  those  gen- 
tlemen, then  those  words  may  be  considered 
as  having  been  applied.     This  has  been  done 
on  the  score  of  economy,  a  very  commend- 
able thing  in  itself,  but  does  this  country, 
which     pays     the    bill — does     Parliament 
approve  of    this  economy,  at  the   cost    of 
inflicting    a   serious     hardship  on    deserv- 
ing   gentlemen — cutting    off    suddenly    a 
large  portion  of  their  means  of  living  ?     A 
minister  is  to  be  commended  who  carefully 
looks  into  the  working   of   his   department 
and  lops  off  the   useless    branches,    but   it 
must  be  done  with  discretion,  and   with   as 
little  harshness  a,txd  cruelty  as  possible,   to 
merit  commendation,   always  remembering 
that  civil  servants   have   the   same   feeling 
and  are  made  of  the  same  flesh  and  blood 
40 


as  ministers  are  made  of.  If  gentlemen  on 
the  permanent  civil  list,  who  have  served 
for  years,  can,  without  a  moment's  notice, 
be  reduced  and  superannuated  without 
proper  cause — as  to  age  or  inabiUty  for  duty 
or  misconduct — then  what  security  in  office 
has  the  most  faithful  civil  servant?  If  the 
Act  allows  this  summary  power  of  treat- 
ment, it  is  time  the  Act  were  changed  so  as 
to  afford  reasonable  protection  to  public 
servants.  I  refuse  to  believe  that  the  Prime 
Minister  would  sanction  an  act  of  this  kind. 
I  cannot  believe  that  the  Prime  Minister, 
an  English  gentleman,  who  from  his  youth 
has  imbibed  the  noble  principles  of  equity 
and  fair-play — a  gf>ntleman  whom  we  ad- 
mire as  much  for  his  honest  pluck  and 
courage  as  for  any  other  quality— can  ap- 
prove of  such  harsh  treatment  of  all  public 
servants.  I  understand  that  frequently  in 
making  superannuations  several  months' 
notice  and  warning  has  been  given  the 
parties  interested.  This  is  right  and  proper, 
and  softens  the  blow  to  fellow  creatures, 
and  eases  the  pang  of  suspension.  Had 
reasonable  warning  been  given  in  these 
cases  I  would  not  have  alluded  to  the  sub- 
ject. I  am  not  commissioned  to  speak  for 
any  one,  but  having  smouldering  in  my 
breast  some  ideas  of  justice  and  the  fitness 
of  things,  I  would  consider  it  cowardice  not 
to  do  what  I  am  now  doing.  Having  told 
Mr.  Morgan  that  I  was  going  to  allude  to 
his  case  in  the  House,  he  handed  me  some 
testimonials  to  present  to  it.  I  know  a 
little  of  the  circumstances  in  his  case,  but 
not  in  that  of  the  others,  and  the  Prime  Min- 
ister knows  much  more  of  his  case  than  I 
do,  and  how  very  capable  and  efficient  he 
has  been  in  his  own  line  of  duty.  Mr.  Mor- 
gan has  been  punished  severely  by  eight 
years  deprivation  of  place,  pay  and  good 
name,  for  an  offence  which  upon  investiga- 
tion by  Sir  John  Thompson  and  others  was 
Siitisfaetorily  explained,  and  to  some  extent 
the  stigma  removed.  On  my  arrival  here 
this  spring  Mr.  Morgan  informed  me  that 
Mr.  Patterson,  Mr.  Costigan  and  Mr.  Dickey, 
Secretaries  of  State  at  different  times,  had 
been  very  fair  and  considerate  to  him,  and 
gave  assurances  to  reinstate  him  to  his 
former  position  or  to  one  equally  good.  Our 
hon.  Prime  Minister  had  also  promised  to 
help  forward  his  case  when  it  was  reported 
on  by  the  Secretary  of  State,  and  all  that 
ends  in  blighted  hopes,  bitter  heart-burnings, 
and  deprivation   of  well-earned   place,  and 
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emoluments.  I  shall  now  read  the  testi- 
monials that  Mr.  Morgan  placed  in  my 
hands.  The  first  one  is  from  Judge  Harrison 
who  was,  at  the  time  he  wrote,  Deputy 
Attorney  General,  before  the  office  of  Minis- 
ter of  Justice  was  created  : 

Toronto,  I6th  April,  1860. 
I  know  Mr.  Henry  J.  Morgan  of  the  office  of 
Hon.  Executive  Council,  and  believe  him  to  be  not 
only  a  most  deserving  but  most  trustworthy  and 
painstaking  young  man.  Of  late  he  is  much  im- 
proved in  education,  solely  by  his  own  exertions  in 
spite  of  adverse  ciicuuistances,  and  iii,  I  think,  well 
fitted  for  a  junior  clerkship  in  a  permanent  office. 
His  conduct  isexemplary  and  hiscareerso far  entitles 
him  to  much  consideration  from  anyone  entitled  to 
further  the  interests  of  a  deserving  young  man  who 
is  the  support  of  u  widowed  mother. 

ROBERT  A.  HARRISON. 

I  entirely  concur  in  the  foregoing  testimonial. 

(Sgd.)        E.  A.  MEREDITH. 

I  cheerfully  bear  testimony  to  the  character 
above  given  of  H.  J.  Morgan,  having  known  him 
for  many  years. 

(Sgd.)        W.  H.  LEE. 

Then,  we  have  Mr.  Meredith  himself, 
writing  as  follows  to  Mr.  Morgan  ; 

The  StxjRETARY  OF  State  for  the  Provinces. 
3rd  May,  1873. 

1>ear  Mr.  Morgax, — In  compliance  with  your 
request  I  have  much  pleasure  in  stating  that  I  have 
known  you  intimately  since  you  became  connected 
with  the  Civil  Service  of  Canada,  many  years  ago, 
and  that  I  can  testify  that  by  your  general  goo(I 
conduct  and  your  persevering  efforts  to  improve 
yourself,  yon  nave  earned  for  yourself  the  esteem 
and  good  opinion  generally  of  your  colleagues  in 
the  service.  Wishing  you  every  success. 
Believe  me,  truly  yours. 


(Sgd.) 


E.  A.  MEREDITH. 


Then  our  respected  clerk  in  this  House, 
while  Under  Secretary  of  State,  wrote  as 
follows  : 

Ottawa,  26th  January,  1883. 

Dear  Mb.  Moroak, — I  cannot  leave  the  Depart- 
ment of  the  .Secretary  of  State  without  expressing  to 
you  my  regret  that  the  official  intercourse  which  has 
existed  between  us  since  1868  should  be  brought  to 
a  close,  for  I  am  happy  to  say  it  has  always  been 
of  the  most  pleasant  character. 

I  must  add  thit  during  the  aforementioned 
period  the  duties  assigned  to  you  have  been  per- 
fonned  by  you  to  my  entire  satisfaction,  with 
promptness,  care,  accuracy  and  ability,  and  in  a 
business-like  manner. 

Accept  my  best  wishes  for  your  future  advance- 
ment and  prosperity,  and  believe  me, 

Sincerelj-  yours, 
(Sgd.)        EDOUARD  J.  LANGEVIN. 


Our  colleague,  the  Hon.  member  {or  <»■. 
wa,  while  Secretary  of  State  in  the  Msct-- 
zie  administration,  wrote  as  follows: 

I  have  much  pleasure  in    bearing  te»:ub>.' 
the  very  efficient  manner  in  which  Mr.  ik-cx. 
discharged   both   the  duties    appertaisins  t    . 
position  (as  keeper  of  records)  and  th<se  iJl  :- 
him  as  extra  w  rk. 

(Sgd)  R.  \T.  NiT 

13th  October,  1874. 

The  next  letter  is  from  Sir  John  ila.-i;- 
ald: 

Earnsolifpe,  Ottawa.  7th  Juinatv.  >v 
I  have  known  Mr.  Henry   J.    Morgan  f.*  i^:. 
years.     He  has  risen   steadily,  in  the  civil  ^  ■ 
of  Canada  from  his  own  exertions,  and  bj  i  ir 
usefulness.     He  has  always  been  fouiHi  t^u. 
any  duties  imposed  upon  him,  and  gives  »u.-r: 
tion  to  those  under  whom  he  has  serveil,  'la.^:'^ 
myself.     In  addition  to  his  official  work,  !k  .  ■ 
done  good  work  as  a  literary  man.    I  !»k<-  . 
interest  in  his  welfare  which  I  trust  will  he  t./ 
in  the  future  as  it  has  been  in  the  post. 

(Sgd.)        JOHN  A.  MACDOX.U! 

Then  follows  a  testimonial  from  Sir  H-  • 
tor  Langevin  : 

Ottawa,  2Ut  Janaanr.  hs 
Mr.  Henry  J.  Morgan,  was  an  officer  ol  tf  f !' 
partment  of  the  Secretary  of  State,  whenlfM 
ed  over  that  department  and  has  continual  !•  • 
in  the  same  department  since.  He  has  risai  a'> 
in  the  public  service  by  his  good  conduct  zxt\  ■■ 
fitness  for  the  different  offices  he  has  filled. 

He  has  not  been  satisfied  to  do  merelr  tk  <  ^' 
work,  but  he  has  tried  to  improve  his  mis>l u'>'' 
increase  his  stock  of  knowledge.  He  huJ"'  ■ 
deavoured  to  be  useful  to  his  country  hy  liu:-: 
and  historical  works  which  have  received  the  pr« ' 
of  the  press  and  of  eminent  literary  oud  otlicr  .'•: 
tlemen. 

He  deserves  great  credit  for  his  indnstnasi'* 
marked  success  he  has  had,  and  if  he  pcrK(e^'^■ 
the  same  direction,  I  have  no  doubt  be  nill stir'' 
still  greater  success  which  I  wish  for  hin.  s» 
which  he  deserves. 

(Sgd.)        HECTOR  L.  LAKGEVK 

Hon.  Mr.  Chapleau,  the  present  Ueut« 
ant  Governor  of  the 'province  of  Qn<**^'' 
writes : 

D<;PARTEMENT   DC  SECR^AIRE  d'Et.»T, 

Cabinet  dc  mixistm, 

Ottawa,  4  inaietl.'s^ 

Mox  CHF.R  M.  MoEO.\s, — A  I'occasion  lie  °* 
depart  pour  la  Colonibie,  et  pour  vons  »ai>»l""^ 
anpr6s  du  ministrequi  aura  charge  du'l'P'''''''*' 
en  mon  alisence,  je  me  fais  un  devoir  At  reconiu^ 
tre  I'efficacit^  des  services  queVous  »vei  rf""" '' 
d^parteinent  (oomme  premier  cleadelacorrey^ 
dance,  et  comme assistant  du  sou!-8ecret«ire  J  '■'■'■ 
depuis  le  temps  que  j'y  preside. 
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Lea  connaissances  ^tendues  que  vous  poss^dez, 
9  recherchea  varies  que  voug  avez  faites  pour  leg 
iblications  dont  voas  £tes  I'auteur,  voug  gignalent 
nt  naturellement  a  la  consideration  du  gouverne- 
ent  coTnnie  une  pergonne  d'un  m^rite  reconnu. 
Veuillcz  croireieg  geutiments  digtingn^g  arecleg- 
.lels  je  me  sougcrig, 

Votre  trfeg  humble, 

(Signi)         J.  A.  CHAPLEAU. 

The  Hon.  Wm.  Mscdougall,  who  was  at 
ne  time  a  member  of  the  governmenc, 
rrites  as  follows : 

Mr.  Mor^n,  for  gome  purpose  which  he  hag  not 
iisclo3e(\  to  nie,  desireg  to  obtain  from  the  several 
leads  of  departments  under  whom  he  has  gerved 
a  Canada,  autographic  corroboration  of  the  good 
(pinion  they  may  have  held  and  verbally  expressed 
IS  to  his  character  and  public  gerviceg. 

I  willingly  accede  to  big  requegt,  but  it  will  be 
>uly  fair  to  observe  that  I  must  be  regarded  as  a 
partial  witnegg.  For  many  years  Mr.  Morgan  has 
wen  my  intimate  personal  and  family  friend.  I 
made  his  acr|uaintance  shortly  after  I  entered  par- 
liatiivnt  in  18.18.  I  believe  he  received  bis  first 
permanent  appointment  in  the  public  service  at  my 
haadg.  I  have  watched  his  'Career  for  at  leagt  a 
()uarcer  of  a  century  as  editor,  author,  and  civil 
!>ervant.  His  intelligence,  hig  industry,  his  fair- 
mindedneaa,  his  loyalty  to  hi^  country  and  his 
ofKcial  superiors,  have  been  constant  and  con- 
spicuous from  the  beginning.  Ag  an  all  round  man 
I  do  not  know  his  superior  in  the  pnblic  gervice 
to-day. 

If  devotion  to  duty,  and  painataking  labours  to 
collect  and  preserve  the  memorialg  of  hig  country 
for  the  convenience  of  the  present,  and  instruction 
of  the  future  generationg,  can  give  a  Canadian  any 
claim  to  recognition  or  promotion,  Mr.  Morgan'g 
name  will  not  be  found  at  the  fool  of  the  roll  of 
honour. 

I  g^all  always  be  gla<l  to  hear  of  his  good  health 
and  prosperity.  Being  out  of  politicg,  I  have  no 
power  to  aid  him,  but  nig  merits  are  go  well  known 
to  the  premier  and  most  of  hig  colleagues  that  I 
catmot  believe  his  reasonable  claims  will  be  over- 
looked. 

(Sgd.)  WM.  McDOUGALL. 

Bank  Street,  Ottawa,  July  24,  '85. 

Ottawa,  July  4,  1892. 
My  Dear  Moroan, — In  reply  to  your  note  of 
yesterday  asking  the  purpprt  of  Sir  John  A.  Mac- 
donald's  assurances  to  me  in  regard  to  your  position 
in  the  Department  of  .State  (after  an  investigation 
into  certain  alleged  irregularities).  I  can  only  re- 
peat my  former  statement — to  wit— that  the  action 
of  the  Government  in  your  case  was  rather  admoni- 
tory than  primitive  and  that  in  due  time  you  would 
be  rehabilitated. 

Hoping  Sir  .John's  colleagues  may  see  fit  to  make 
good  the  promise  in  your  case, 
I  Mmain, 

Very  truly  yours, 

(Sgd.)        WM.  McbOUOALL. 

Henry  J.  Morgan,  Esq., 

State  Department,  Ottawa. 
40^ 


The  following  is  from  a  well-known  mem- 
ber of  the  House  of  Commons  : 

Rkoixa,  Nov.  28,  1891. 
My  Dear  Moroan, — When  speaking  to   Mr. 
Chapleau  respecting  your  case,  I  must  say  I  think 
I  he  expressed  hjmself  very  nicely   about  you.     He 
seemed  to  me  to  have  done  all  in  his  power  to  help 
you.     He  told   me   emphatically   that    the  o£Sce 
could   hardly  get  on  without  you,  for  no  one  in  it 
had  your   knowledge   of  official  etiquette  and  offi- 
cial formal  language,   instancing   the  manner  in 
which  you  had  dealt  with  the  Macdonald  Peerage. 
Ever  yours, 
(Sgd.)  N.  F.  DAVIN. 

The  next  letter  is  from  a  respected  mem- ' 
bar  of  this  House,  who  is  in  a  position,  from 
his  experience  and  ability  to  sift  the  evi- 
dence and  express  a  judicial  opinion  upon 
the  case — I  refer  to  the  Hon.  Mr.  Miller, 
who,  I  regret  to  say,  is  not  present  to-day. 
I  am  sure  if  he  were  present  he  would  sus- 
tain me  on  the  stand  that  I  am  takini;  in 
Mr.  Morgan's  case.    Mr.  Miller  writes  : 

Tub  Senate,  Canada, 

February  14,   1893. 

My  Dear  Sir, — I  had  an  interview  to-day  with 
Mr.  Costigan  relative  to  your  affairs. 

The  minister  expresged  himgelf  in  very  friendly 
terms  towards  you  and  asgured  me  that  he  con- 
gidered  yonr  cage  a  hard  one  which  he  would 
like  to  redress. 

He  said  he  was  not  able  to  make  any  provision 
this  session  to  meet  your  wishes,  but  that  unless 
your  views  were  met  during  the  recess  by  promo- 
tion, he  would  next  session  recommend  and  pro- 
mote such  legislation  as  might  be  necessary  to  re- 
place you  in  your  former  pogition  in  the  depart- 
ment. 

Yourg,  very  truly, 

(Sgd.)    WM.  MILLER. 

Henry  J.  MoRdAN,  Egq., 

Department  of  State, 
Ottawa. 

Then  ccmes  a  letter  from  Sir  Donald 
Smith : 

Hudson's  Bay  House, 
Montreal,  June  16,  189.3. 
Dear  Mr.  Morgan, — Mr.  Cogtigan  when  I  met 
iiim  in  hig  office  a  ghort  time  before  the  close  of 
lagt  gegsion,  spoke  to  me  fa  terms  of  much  satisfac- 
tion with  regard  to  you',  and  said  that  should  an 
opportunity  not  occur  of  promoting  you  during 
recess  he  would  certainly  next  session  do  his  utmost 
to  effect  such  legislation  as  might  permit  of  your 
being  restored  to  your  proper  position  in  the 
department. 

Believe  me,  dear  Mr.  Morgan, 
Very  truly  yours, 

(Sgd)    1X)NALD  A.  SMITH. 
Henry  J.  Morgan,  Esq. 

Dept.  of  Secretary  of  State, 
Ottawa. 
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letter  from  Senator 


Then  follows  another 
Miller : 

Ottawa,  April  8th,  1895. 

My  Dear  Sir  Macken-zie, — If  I  were  not  impel- 
led by  a  sense  of  duty  and  justice,  I  would  not  write 
3'ou  this  letter,  which  is  in  relation  to  the  case  of 
Mr.  Henry  J.  Morgan. 

Some  time  ago  I  was  induced  to  make  a 
thorough  examination  of  the  facts  connected  with 
Mr.  .Morgan's  alleged  misfeasance  in  connection  with 
his  official  duties,  for  which  he  has  suffered  severe 
punishment,  with  the  view  of  interceding  with  the 
late  Sir  John  Thompson  in  his  l>ehalf.  The  result 
was  that  I  came  to  the  conclusion,  nay  was 
thoroughly  convinced,  that  he  was  and  is  innocent 
of  the  charges  on  which  he  was  condemned — 
through  a  misunderstanding  of  the  facts.  My 
first  expectation  was  to  obtam  some  grounds  suf- 
ficient to  justify  me  in  asking  the  late  premier  to 
condone  Mr.  Jlorgan's  ofifence,  as  the  offences  of  so 
many  others  in  the  civil  service  had  been  con- 
doned ;  but  my  investigations  forced  me  to  the 
conclusion  that  Mr.  Morgan  was  guilty  of  no  of- 
fence, and  that  he  was  a  wronged  and  injured 
man.  With  this  conviction  I  approached  Sir  ,Tohn  I 
Thompson,  and  discussed  the  subject  with  him,  I 
and  found  that  he  was  misinformed  with  regard  to  ' 
one  or  two  vital  facts.  I  then  referred  him  to  Mr.  I 
Morgan's  statutory  declaration,  which  he  pronused  I 
to  read  carefully,  saying  that  if  he  found  the  facts 
to  l)e  as  represented  they  woiihl  certainly  modify 
his  opinion.  He  told  me  afterwards  that  if  the 
mutter  were  brought  before  the  council  by  the 
heail  of  thewle|)artment  Mr.  Morgan's  case  would 
l>e  settled  satisfactorily,  so  far  as  ho  was  con- 
cerned. 

Under  these  circumstances,  and  looking  at  all 
the  peculiar  incidents  of  Mr.  Morgan's  position, 
which  I  cannot  here  recite  in  detail,  1  feel  simply 
impelled,  as  I  stated  in  the  outset,  by  a  sense  of 
duty  and  justice,  to  ask  you  for  an  early  consider- 
ati<m  of  his  case,  and  to  put  an  end  to  the  existing 
state  of  anxiety  and  worry  consequent  on  so  muny 
di.sappoiusments,  and  to  me,  uuaccounttible  delays. 

Youi-s  very  truly,  | 

WM.  MILLER.  I 

The  Honourable  Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell,  ] 

Ottawa.  I 

Sir  James  Grant,  a  member  of  the  House 
of  Commons,  wrote  to  Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell 
on  the  25th  March  last  and  the  Premier 
replies  in  the  following  words : 

I  have  your  letter  of  ^-esterday  respecting  Mr. 
Morgan  and  when  the  matter  comes  up  you  may 
rest  assured  that  I  shall  not  forget  your  report  on 
his  behalf.  i 

These  are  all  the  papers  given  to  me  in  | 
this  matter.      The  Premier  cannot  complain  I 
of  these  letters  being  brought  up  and  I  do 
not  think  that  he  can  justify  the  superannua- 
tions. 

Hon.  Mr.  MacINNES  (Burlington)— I 
wish  to  make  a  few  remarks  with  reference  to 


the  Superannuation  Act  itself.     Of  cm> 
shall  not  deal  with  the    particular  a» 
which  the  hon.  member  -who  has  just -pi 
has  alluded.     I  think  that  some  sv*^.  i 
superannuation  in  the  public  serviep  i-  a- 
sary  in  every  country,  and  the  Snperwi-. 
tion  Act  of  Canada  has  been  criticised :- . 
various  points  of  view.     In   the  firet  p:»- 
it  is  said  that  it  is  not  self-sustaining.    I  - 
nob  think  it  was  ever  intended  to  be  -.• 
sustaining.     The  question  of  supenuur.-:.- . 
is  a  most  difficult  one — to  make  it  eft  .-: 
and    fair    to    all     parties.        I    thick  ' 
Superannuation    Act   of    the     Govera.  . 
has    been  a  fair    one.     The    most   «»•-■ 
criticism  that  could  be  made  against  iti- :: 
public  servants  are  sometimes  superanr.cr- 
for  political  reasons  ;  when  they  are  saj-'i 
nuated  for  the  purpose  of  making  p-p;:;--. 
for  political  supporters,  there  is  no  war ' 
can  get  rid  of  that  until  you  adopt  theiv 
system.     The  first  appointments  shoo'''  '- 
made  independent  of  political  considera'.   • 
rfnd  when  they  are  so  made  you  will  imp  ■ 
the  civil  service  and  will  not  have  thu  :~- 
of  complaint.     I  shall  probably  have  *•<-' 
thing  more  to  say  later  on  with  referea.*' 
the  civil  service,  but  in  the  meantime  I  "-i  • 
only  this  to  add,  that  the  Superannuatiou  .<l 
is  a  fairly  good  one,  but  its  expen.<e  wi.i  '- 
increase  from  year  to  .year  as  the  service  :-;- 
older.     It  is  perfectly  evident  in  the  o  !•■ 
of  years  that  you  will  have  more  supers  .t: 
ations  and  the  expense  must  increase.    1 
Great  Britain  after  many  investigatioc«  «•■ 
changes  of  policy  the  state  has  fallen  '••  ^ 
upon  the  system  of  dis(^nsing  with  coa:'- 
sory  contribution  and  has  taken  upon  it-  • 
the  charge  of  granting  pensions  and  retir.:. 
allowances  on  a  moderate  scale. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— I  hopeth' •• 
ample  of  the  State  Department  will  !•;  t 
lowed  throughout  every  departmoDt  is  • 
sometimes  difficult  ta  get  rid  of  men.  ^>/ 
may  be  incompetent,  and  in  many  waj<  :•-■ 
efficient,  and  not  place  themselves  ia  • 
portion  to  be  dismissed,  and  yet  thev  r 
actually  a  drag  on  the  public  service.  I  bclif^' 
you  can  hardly  go  through  any  departmeBf :' 
Ottawa  buttheplace  iscrowdedalmo^tin^c- 
departments  to  suffocation,  by  people  actuhv 
unfit  for  the  positions  they  are  in.  I  h*» ' 
doubt  it  is  so  with  all  govennnrc:- 
The  members  of  the  government  s-'-i 
members  of  parliament  have  personal  frini'i-' 
and    the    pressure    is    so    great    that  '-' 
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overnment  can  resist  it.  We  find  in  the 
ervic«j  people  who  are  unfit  for  anything 
\se,  and  who  are  utterly  incompetent  to 
tart  out  in  life  and  earn  a  living.  Their 
riends  think  a  government  office  is  a  good 
jlace  to  put  thera,  and  once  they  are  there 
r'ou.  cannot  get  rid  of  them,  they  are  worse 
;Via.n  useless.  They  are  a  drag  on  the  service 
ind  a  bad  example  to  others.  linquired  of  the 
Department  of  Public  Works,  and  T  know  of 
men  in  that  service  who  are  doing  a  gross 
injustice  to  the  other  men.  One-third  of  the 
men  in  the  department  could  do  the  whole 
Av-ork,  and  the  others  are  just  in  their  way  ; 
t\\ey  had  actually  to  crawl  over  the  others  and 
do  tlie  public  service,  and  how  to  get  rid  of 
the  useless  officials  seems  to  be  a  grave 
question. 

Hon.  Mr.  MacINNES  (Burlington)— Do 
j-ou  think  the  remedy  is  to  do  away  with 
political  patronage  1 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)— Who 
can  do  that  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH-The  millennium 
■will  have  to  come  before  that  time  arrives. 
Oovernments,  we  all  know,  are  Cexible  to 
the  importunities  of  their  friends.  I  believe 
that  in  the  Public  Works  Department  one 
third  of  the  employees  could  do  the  work 
and  do  it  faithfully,  and  I  believe  it  is  so  in 
many  of  the  other  departments.  I  hope 
the  example  given  by  the  Secretary  of  State 
will  be  carried  out  by  every  o'  her  hend  in 
the  service.  The  useless  officials  should  be 
got  rid  of  at  any  price. 


Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)- 


sees  the  manner  in  which  he  has  reflected  on 
the  civil  service,  I  think  he  will  be  ashamed 
of  it.  As  far  as  ray  experience  goes,  I  have 
had  occasion  to  visit  a  great  many  depart- 
ments— the  Public  Works,  the  Interior 
Department,  and  the  Post  Office — and  I 
tiave  found  them  to  be  a  clever,  respectable, 
and  very  intelligent  class  of  citizens.  In 
order  to  go  into  the  civil  service  to-day,  a 
man  has  to  pass  .in  examination  and  estab- 
lish his  fitness  for  the  position.  The  whole- 
sale remarks  of  the  hon.  gentleman  with 
reference  to  the  civil  service  are  unbecoming 
and  unjustified  according  to  the  circum- 
stances of  the  case. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I 
have  no  objection  to  the  motion  made  by 
the  hon.  gentleman.  All  I  can  say,  after  thei 
remarks  made  by  the  hon.  gentleman  fmm 
Victoria  is  that  I  trust  the  grounds  of  su- 
perannuation in  each  case,  together  with  a 
statement  as  to  whether  the  vacancy  so 
caused  is  to  be  filled — and  if  filled,  in  what 
way — will  be  brought  down  as  fully  as  pos- 
sible, in  order  that  the  House  and  country 
can  judge  of  the  reason  which  induced  the 
head  of  the  Department  of  Secretary  of 
State  to  pursue  the  course  which  has  been 
.so  freely  commented  on  to-day. 


The  superannuation  la  vr,  as  it  stands  upon 
the  statute  book,  has  always  been  a  suVjject 
for  discussion  and  a  matter  of  complaint  to 
many  who  oppose  the  whole  system,  and  that 
complaint  is  as  to  the  manner  in  which  it 
has  been  administered  by  all  pirties.  For 
myself,  speaking  generally,  I  have  always 
What   bad  grave  doubts  as  to  the  propriety  of  plac- 


would  you  do  with  faithful  servants  of  30 
years? 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— If  a  man  is  a 
faithful  servant,  competent  and  prompt  and 
attentive  to  duty,  he  will  never  be  dismissed  ; 
he  must  become  a  drone,  or  incomptent,  or 
inefficient ;  otherwise  I  do  not  believe  any 
public  servant  will  be  dismissed.  As  re- 
gards Morgan,  I  esteem  him  for  many  good 
qualities  and  I  believe  those  testimonials 
have  been  honestly  given,  but  I  hope  some 
government  will  devise  means  by  which  to 
weed  out  the  useless  rubbish  that  is  in  the 
public  service. 

Hon.  Mr.  PERLEY— When  the  hon. 
gentleman  comes  to  read  his  speech,  and 


ing  a  superannuation  law  upon  the  statute- 
book.  I  voted  against  it  when  it  was  first 
introduced  in  the  House  of  Commons  some 
25  or  26  years  ago.  I  gave  my  reasons  then, 
which  it  is  unnecessary  to  repeat  now.  I  atu 
also  willing  to  admit  that  there  have  been 
superannuations  which  probably  could  not 
be  justified.  I  do  not  confine  that  to  any 
one  case  more  than  another,  but  I  would 
recommend  the  hon.  gentleman  who  made 
the  motion  to  consult  the  records  and  he  will 
find  that  between  the  period  from  1874  to 
1878  there  was  a  gretter  sbu.se  of  the  power 
placed  in  the  hands  of  the  government  than 
there  was  before  or  since.  If  any  one  will 
turn  to  the  list  that  was  published  in  the 
Public  Accounts,  he  will  find  gentlemen 
superannuated  who  had  been  in  the  service 
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two,  three,  four  and  five  years,  with  ten 
years  added  in  order  to  compensate  them  for 
their  loss.  I  merely  instance  that  to  show 
the  manner  in  which  the  hon.  gentleman's 
friends  dealt  with  this  statute.  He  is  quite 
right  in  saying  that  many  of  the  superannu- 
ations which  have  taken  place,  particularly  in 
the  Secretary  of  State  Department  were  under 
section  11  of  the  Superannuation  Act.  The 
Secretary  of  State,  when  he  took  possession 
of  that  o£5ce,  found  that  he  had  more  clerks 
than  he  thought  were  necessary,  and  it  very 
of  ton  occurs  in  this  way — I  know  that  I 
had  experience  particularly  in  the  customs. 
You  find  men  who  have  been  in  the  employ 
of  the  government  for  20  or  30  years,  and 
some  of  them  40  years.  They  have  become 
old  and  do  very  little  work  in  the  depart- 
ment. There  is  always  a  sympathy  for  them 
and  a  regret  that  they  have  to  be  placed  on 
the  retired  list.  The  result  is  that  as  they 
become  old  and  neglect  their  work,  either 
from  incapacity  or  disinclination  to  work, 
younger  men  get  in  and  perform  the  labour, 
and  by  that  means  overload  the  service,  as 
has  been  indicated  by  the  hon.  gentleman 
from  Lunenburg.  Then,  when  you  super- 
annuate a  number  of  them,  as  I  myself  did 
upon  one  occasion,  I  was  met  in  very  much 
the  same  manner  as  the  hon.  gentleman 
from  Victoria  has  met  this  question  to  day. 
That  was  by  the  leader  of  the  opposition. 
The  remark  he  made  to  me  was — and 
it  was  very  pertinent  without  knowing 
the  facts — If  what  the  hon.  gentleman  says 
is  correct  why  has  he  not  superannuated 
them  before  1  J\ly  answer  to  that  was,  if 
the  hon.  gentleman  occupied  my  position  he 
would  be  the  last  man  to  turn  out  of  office, 
or  even  superannuate,  old  men  who  have 
been  faithful  in  the  service,  until 
so  compelled  from  necessity,  either  for 
economy  or  because  they  were  unable  to  do 
the  work.  Now  I  think  that  is  the  failing 
of  most  hon.  gentlemen,  and  it  is  not  a 
pleasant  thing  for  a  minister,  when  he  feels 
himself  bound  in  the  interest  of  the  service, 
or  in  the  interest  of  economy,  to  carry  out 
the  principle  of  superannuation  and  turn  an 
old  official  out  of  the  service.  But  I  was 
forcibly  reminded  of  the  remarks  I  heard 
made,  in  discussing  the  question  of  economy 
and  the  reduction  of  the  expenses  incurred 
in  one  of  the  large  departments,  by  Sir 
Charles  Tupper  in  the  other  House.  I  have 
experienced  it  myself,  and  every  man  who 
has  been  in  public  life  with  responsibility 


I  upon  his  shoulders  in  attempting  lo  €>  - 
i  any  economy.  He  said  that  he  found  it  '.  ■ 
j  difficult,  when  he  attempted  to  save  *-5.-' 
\  than  when  he  proposed  to  expend  k*.:  . 
million.  We  have  had  an  exam|^  u 
hereto-day.  We  are  continually  denoc--.-- 
as  an  extravagant  government,  &nd  tr 
some  of  our  friends  declare  that  we  jfrL: 
the  public  money  lavishly,  not  only  in  li- 
civil  service,  but  in  every  other  depmnsy--- 
of  the  administration  ;  but  the  momei:  y 
attempt  to  save  $10  or  $50  you  ha^ri^ 
avalanche  burled  upon  you  as  if  yon  had  b^ 
sending  everybody  to  the  poor-house.  Wt-. 
my  hon.  friends,  who  are  looking  -with  i- 
anticipation  to  this  side  of  the  House,  oc 
over  here  and  have  had  our  experieir 
I  am  bound  to  say  they  will  kiL.- 
the  force  and  the  truth  of  whit 
have  just  been  stating.  It  is  quite  OLfiL- 
— and  I  do  not  know  any  man  in  the  H-:- 
who  will  admit  it  in  private  oonveraT:  • 
more  readily  than  my  hon.  friend  the  sta.  • 
member  from  Halifax — to  make  a  conifiV^- 
son,  as  he  has  done,  of  the  expcnditLR  ::. 
reference  to  the  superannuation  of  if 
servants.  He  says  it  has  increased  in:;- 
last  17  or  18  years,  80  per  cent.  I>Of»''.- 
not  know  that  the  Civil  Service  Act  pniri.> 
for  the  increase  of  each  clerk's  salary  U'  t> 
amount  of  $50  per  annum  ?  Now,  take  •''' 
civil  servants — there  are  over  that  nuni'rn-.- 
but  I  will  take  that  byway  of  illustnitii*.- 
and  add  $50  a  year  to  each  clerk's  .salair 
and  multiply  by  17  or  18  years,  and  tUi 
becomes  of  this  70  or  80  per  cent  ?  It  i»  *i 
easy  problem  for  him  to  solve.  That  is  tb- 
law  on  the  statute  book,  and  it  is  all  ib;: 
the  civil  service  has  to  look  forward  to  vfKi! 
they  enter  the  service. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  stated  that  th- 
expenditure  on  civil  government  had  it- 
creased  70  per  cent,  the  other  has  !ncrea«-ii 
three  times  that. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BO  WELL - 
That  is  taking  a  still  wider  range.  I  do  n<>t 
think  the  House  would  justify  me  in  takiii; 
time  to  combat  that  idea.  Does  this  couutrr 
occupy  the  same  position  to-day  as  it  did  in 
1878  )  Has  it  not  grown  and  expanded  t' 
a  greater  extent  than  any  other  country  in 
the  world  1  Does  it  not  stand  better  tojjv 
financially,  and  are  not  the  afiairs  of  lh>' 
country  better  administered  from  oneendiif 
the  country  to  the  other,  than  in  18*8 '. 
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Hon.  Mr.  POWER— No. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
Look  at  the  extent  of  our  North-west  Ter- 
ri  tories  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER — The  country  was  the 
sa.xne  tize  then  as  it  is  now. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
]L.ook  at  the  development  in  British  Colum- 
bia ;  look  at  the  extent  of  the  trade  and 
commerce  of  the  country  from  one  end  of  it 
to  the  other,  and  then  does  the  hon.  gentle- 
man suppose  that  a  country  can  go  on  grow- 
ing in  the  manner  in  which  Canada  has 
grown  and  the  expenditure  not  increase  t 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— Look  at  the 
postotfice  service  alone. 

Hon.Sir  MACKENZIE  BO  WELL— Yes, 
thousands  of  miles  have  been  added  to  it  by 
the  extension  of  the  railway  system.     The 
hon.  gentleman  might  just  as  well  say  that 
he  could  live  to-day  with  a  family  of  eight 
or  ten  (as  I  hope  he  has  because,  if  he  has 
not  he  is  not  true  to  the  record  of  his  coun- 
trymen)  as   he   could   when   he   was    first 
married  and  commenced  housekeeping.     I 
know  I  found  it  more  difficult  to  get  along, 
so  far  as  the  pocket  is  concerned,  when  I 
had  eight  or  nine  of  a  family  than  when  I 
had  only  my  wife  and  one  or  two  young 
children.     The   country  is  in  precisely  the 
same  position.     It  may  be  a  homely  illustra- 
tion, but  it  is  one  that  every  man  who  has 
»  family  will  understand.     I  have  not  much 
to  complain  of  in  the  remarks  of  my  hon. 
friend  who  complimented  me  with  the  desig- 
nation of  "the  Premier  with  an  eagle  eye." 
There  was  a  time  when  I  had  a  rather  sharp 
eye,  but  age  has  dimmed  it  to  a  great  extent. 
I  hope,  however,  it  has  not  diminished  my 
desire  to  do  what  is  right  in  the  interests  of 
the  country.     The  hon.  gentleman  told  us  in 
his  opening  remarks  that  he  wished  to  give 
a  note  of  warning,  but  that  he  was  not  here 
to  speak  on  behalf  of  any  one.  I  was  rather 
surprised,  after   that  declaration,  to   hear 
him  read  a  dozen  pages  of  certificates  of  good 
character  handed  to  him  by  a   gentleman 
who  had  evidently  interviewed  him. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)— I  said 
I  was  not  commissioned  by  any  one  to  act  on 
his  behalf.  I  told  Mr.  Morgan  that  I  was 
going  to  speak  on  the  subject  and  he  said  "  if 


you  are  going  to  speak  I  will  give  you  those 
certificates." 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I 
never  supposed  that  the  hon.  gentleman 
or  any  other  member  of  the  Senate  would 
be  commissioned  to  speak  for  any  one.  I 
have  no  doubt  that  what  he  said  he  has 
stated  with  as  much  sincerity  as  I  have 
spoken  just  now.  Mr.  Morgan  had  made 
threats,  because  they  not  only  came  to 
my  ears  but  they  came  to  the  ears  of  the 
other  members  of  the  government,  that  he 
would  have  this  matter  ventilated  in  the 
Parliament  of  Canada.  I  tell  the  hon. 
gentleman  that  he  has  not  done  Mr.  Morgan 
any  service  in  reading  those  certificates,  or 
referring  to  bis  case  at  all.  I  shall  not 
state  what  I  know,  neither  shall  I  utter  a 
word  that  would  detract  from  Mr.  Morgan's 
character  further  than  say  this,  that  at  the 
time  of  his  suspension  and  at  the  time  of 
his  being  reduced  from  a  chief  clerkship  to 
a  first  class  clerkship,  if  I  had  had  -my  way 
he  would  have  been  di.<!missed  without  one 
moment's  consideration.  I  am  quite  sure 
that  any  man  in  this  House  after  knowing 
all  the  facts  connected  with  it — we  have 
heard  only  one  side — would  pursue  precisely 
the  same  course  that  I  have  indicated  I 
would  have  done.  The  hon.  gentleman  is 
quite  corrrect,  however,  in  saying  that  when 
he  appealed  to  me  to  be  reinstated,  I  said 
I  would  not  oppose  it,  because  I  thought  he 
had  been  punished  for  a  number  of  years 
for  dereliction  of  duty — it  was  considered 
dereliction  of  duty  by  Mr.  Chapleau,  now 
governor  of  the  province  of  Quebec ;  at  the 
time  he  was  Secretary  of  State.  I  regret 
that  it  has  been  found  necessary  to  super- 
annuate Mr.  Morgan,  because  he  is  an  old 
man,  and  he  has  a  family.  I  do  not  desire 
—  never  have  desired,  and  would  not  now, 
had  it  not  been  forced  on  me  in  deference  of 
the  government — to  give  utterance  to  one 
word  of  censure  upon  Mr.  Morgan.  It  is 
said  that  the  matter  was  placed  before  Sir 
John  Thompson  while  he  was  Minister  of 
Justice.  That  may  be  true.  I  have  no 
doubt  the  statement  made  by  our  honour- 
able colleague  from  Richmond  is  literally 
correct,  and  it  may  be  equally  true  that  the 
then  Minister  of  Justice  stated  that,  on  look- 
ing into  the  matter,  if  the  declaration  which 
had  been  made  was  correct,  it  would  change 
his  opinion  ;  but  one  thing  I  do  know,  ho 
never  attempted  to  change  the  decision  at 
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which  the  council  had  arrived,  nor  did  he 
make  any  proposition  to  reinstate  Mr.  Mor- 
gan in  the  position  which  he  had  held. 
More  than  that,  the  late  Chief  Justice 
Richards,  who  wrote  to  Sir  John  Macdonald 
on  this  matter,  >t«s  advised  not  to  press  the 
matter,  for  if  he  did  the  result  would  have 
been,  in  all  probability,  dismissal  instead  of 
a  tii'st  class  clerkship  .1  am  speaking  now  of 
matters  which  came  under  my  own  observa- 
tion, because  I  had  very  much  to  do  with 
them.  I  cannot  help  saying  that  I  did  then, 
and  do  now,  feel  a  sympathy  with  that  gentle- 
man, and  if  he  had  attended  more  strictly 
to  his  duty — because  the  street  was  his  ofBce 
two-thirdsof  the  time  of  late  years — he  might 
be  in  his  office  yet.  The  papers  will  disclose 
why  the  superannuations  have  taken  place. 
There  is  much  force  in  what  the  hon.  gen 
tleman  says,  that  a  man  of  50  or  60  years  of 
age,  who  may  be  quite  capable  of  doing  his 
accustomed  work,  if  he  is  superannuated  on 
a  small  pension — it  is  not  altogether  a  pen- 
sion because  he  has  contributed  to  the  super- 
annuation fund — it  is  a  hardship  upon  him  ; 
but  I  have  alwaj's  viewed  the  question  in 
this  light: — I  have  been  fighting  my  battles 
all  my  life,  so  have  we  all,  and  if  we  have 
any  regard  for  the  future,  we  try  to  save  a 
little  in  order  that  we  may  be  able  to  live 
when  the  time  comes  that  we  cannot  work. 
Why  should  not  a  civil  servant  do  the  same 
thing  ?  That  is  upon  the  general  principle. 
Whether  the  present  system  of  superannua- 
tion is  correct  or  not,  I  am  not  prepared, 
even  with  all  my  experience,  to  give  an 
opinion  just  now.  I  probably  would 
adopt  a  different  system  altogether  when 
the  time  arrives  that  has  been  indicated  by 
my  hon.  friend  from  Burlington,  when 
politics  and  the  public  service  shall  not  be 
factors  in  the  appointment  of  civil  servants 

Hon.  Mr.  MacINNES   (Burlington)— It 
is  so  in  Englnnd. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— My 
hon.  friend  says  it  is  so  in  England.  If  he 
were  behind  the  scenes  and  knew  what  the 
influences  in  England  are  when  they  desire 
to  get  a  friend  into  a  permanent  position, 
he  would  not  say  that  favouritism  or  politics  1 
and  the  public  service  had  nothing  to  do 
with  each  other.  i 


Hon.   Mr.  MacINNES  (Burlington)- 
is  open  competition. 


-It 


Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL- 
That  does  not  interfere  in.  the  least  Tid  •_• 
influences  which  can  be  used  in  thesfpuc 
ment  to  office.  Our  yoang  men  pi&3  f-; 
examinations — all  theexamin&tioos  tbiu- 
law  requires — and  they  are  pUeed  u 
position  in  which  they  can  compete  i<: 
offices  which  become  vacant  or  are  crei-- 
(as  my  hon.  friend  from  Halifax  sak^  ..-• 
night)  for  the  purpose  of  making  pUce-f 
hungry  hangers-on.  The  moment  at  •■!» 
is  created  or  becomes  vacant,  influeo-Te!  l- 
put  to  work  in  England,  whether  thf  j-  ■■. 
tion  is  in  the  Indian  service  or  in  the  bw.- 
service,  to  get  some  favoured  persic  i:- 
pointed.  I  should  like  to  have  a  fj'y 
prevail  in  n  ference  to  the  service  in  »£  ■- 
no  political  influence  or  any  other  inflK'.- 
but  that  <.f  absolute  merit  would  V*  i^- 
sidered.  I  should  be  delighted,  an:  ■ 
would  my  hon.  friend  from  Victoria  '•'• 
Mclnnes),  but  when  he  gets  on  ibis  .-si-  < 
the  House  and  has  a  few  friends  in  I!-"i- 
Columbia  and  there  are  vacancies  to  L.  I 
think  I  am  not  doing  him  an  inju&tic«  il  '■ 
expect  that  he  would  look  after  the  int--:-: 
of  his  friends.  I  certainly  .say  that  I  hi" 
done  so,  and  as  long  as  I  am  here,  ".-t'lf 
things  being  equal,  I  shall  conlinne  ft." 
policy. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C -I 
agree  with  the  premier  that  if  Mr.  Morw 
is  guilty  he  should  be  dismissed  oa  the^'t 
Why  did  not  the  government  appoin".  * 
commission  to  go  into  his  case  and  inTK- 
gate  it  1  He  was  kepi;  dangling  het*?< 
heaven  and  earth  for  eight  years.  Cetw 
promises  were  made  to  him  which  «^ 
never  fulfilled.  What  I  complain  of  ohitSt 
is  this  fact  that  no  notice  has  been  ji>« 
There  are  five  others  who  were  dismi**- 
without  a  moment's  notice  ;  without  a  *ani 
in'g  they  were  cast  adrift  and  told  to  ? 
No  one  would  do  that  to  &  servant  ot  b 
own.  If  the  premier  had  a  servant  ia  ii* 
employ  for  20  years  I  am  sure  he  would  c"- 
dismiss  him  without  some  notice  and  «i<-' 
out  a  retiring  gratuity. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELIr-' 
readily  admit  the  truth  of  the  last  oWn»- 
tion,  but  I  do  not  admit  that  a  commi&a''^ 
should  be  appointed  to  investigate  e«rt 
dereliction  of  duty  on  the  part  of  »  «" 
servant.  If  a  clerk  neglects  his  dntjinmj 
office,  I  know  that  without  a  commissi'-'O 
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.  man  forges  a  paper  and  obtains  money 
n  i-t,  1  know  that  without  appointing  a 
amission  to  investigate.  It  is  quite  un- 
essary,  unless  you  lay  down  as  a  principle 
.t,  V>ecause  a  man  is  in  the  civil  service,  if 
re  is  any  dereliction  of  duty  on  his  part 
must  be  treated   differently  from  what 

I  •would  expect  for  yourself.  I  am  sure 
>  hon.  gentleman,  when  he  thinks  of  it  for 
nonient,  will  come  to  the  conclusion  that 
i  proposition  is,  I  will  not  say  an  absurdity, 
t    unreasonable.     There  was  no  dangling 

Mr.    Morgan's  case.       Mr.   Morgan  was 
ed  by  his  superior  officer.     The  Minister  i 
ported  the  facts  to  the  Council,  and  instead 
doing  that  which  I  said  I  would  done  had 
»    case  been  in  my  department,  he  was 

II  ply  reduced  to  a  first  cla-ss  clerkship  and 
to  remain  there  is  called  dangling,  why  he 
ingled  until  he  was  superannuated. 

Hoa.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)— Ho  is 
unished  now  for  an  offence  which  was  com- 
iltted  eight  years  ago. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
'es,  by  reduction  of  salary  and  by  reduction 
f  grade. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  had  no  particular 
)erson  in  my  mind  at  all.  There  had  been 
t  number  of  those  superannuations  and  I 
:alled  attention  to  them. 

Hon.    Sir   MACKENZIE   BOWELL— 
The  hon.  gentleman  will  give  me  credit  for  I 
this — that  I  did  not  say  he  had. 


The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

MEMORIALS  TO  THE  FOUNDERS  OF 
CONFEDERATION. 

INQUIRY. 

Hon.  Mr.  BELLEROSE  inquired  : 

Whether  it  is  the  intention  of  the  government  to 
erect  in  the  grounds  of  the  parliament  buildings, 
n)>ou  the  death  of  euch  of  the  delegates  from  the 
various  provinces  to  the  Quebec  conference  of  1814,  , 
which  ha<l  for  its  object  the  discussion  and  founda- 
tion of  a  coiifederatiuu  of  the  provinces,  a  monu- 
ment to  perpetuate  his  memory  as  a  founder  of 
confederation  ? 

He  said :  It  is  not  my  intention  to  take 
up  much  of  the  time  of  the  House  in  discuss- 
ing this  subject,  but  it  is  only  right  that  I 
should  explain  why  I  am  putting  the  ques- 


tion. On  a  recent  occasion,  when  the  statue 
of  Sir  John  Macdonald  was  unveiled,  while 
looking  at  the  beautiful  statuary,  the 
work  of  one  of  our  fellow-subjects,  Mr. 
Hebert,  I  heard  the  question  asked. 
What  was  the  principle  on  which  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  day  were  acting  in 
erecting  the  monument  1  I  did  not  hear 
any  good  reason  for  it.  Some  thought  that 
the  statue  would  stand  there  alone — that 
there  was  no  obligation  to  go  further  than 
that.  I  heard  it  stated  by  some  that  those 
two  men,  whose  statues  have  been  erected  on 
Parliament  hill,  have  been  so  commemorat- 
ed because  they  have  done  a  great  deal  for 
Canada  during  40  years  of  their  lives.  To 
that  I  remarked  that  neither  Sir  George 
Cartier  nor  Sir  John  Macdonald  had  any 
right  to  receive  anything  at  the  hands  of 
the  confederation  for  their  services  before 
confederation ;  that  it  was  Lower  Canada 
and  Upper  Canada  that  should  give  them  any- 
thing that  they  might  have  deserved  before 
the  union  with  the  other  provinces,  and 
that  if  anything  was  due  to  them  for  what 
they  had  done  to  bring  about  confederation 
it  was  all  right,  but  that  in  that  case  all  the 
delegates  from  the  provinces  to  the  Quebec 
Conference  in  February,  1864  should  be  rem- 
embered. Then  another  gentleman,  in  reply, 
said  :  "  Very  well,  but  even  then  surely  those 
two  men  have  done  more  than  any  others." 
Then  I  said,  then  I  must  be  much  mistaken, 
because  I  consider  they  are  not  the  two  men 
who  did  most  for  the  confederation.  I  said 
I  suppose  Sir  John  Macdonald  had  been 
there  alone,  he  was  in  a  minority  of  10  in 
Upper  Canada.  He  could  do  nothing  at  all 
until  George  Brown  united  with  him  and 
carried  the  majority  in  Ontario.  Therefore 
I  do  not  see  that  Sir  John  will  pai  i  much  by 
that.  But  even  then  what  could  they  have 
done  without  Cartier,  who  gave  to  Sir  John 
Macdonald  the  majority  that  he  required  in 
the  House,  so  much  so  that  Quebec;  was 
accused  of  governing  Ontario.  The  outcry 
then  was  against  French  domination.  Even 
then,  I  do  not  consider  that  Cartier  did 
more  than  the  leaders  of  the  other  pro- 
vinces. What  could  he  have  done  without 
the  otheral  Not  very  much.  He  had  to 
receive  help.  As  far  as  those  three 
gentlemen  go,  there  is  not  one  of  them 
who  could  say  "  I  am  the  man  who  made 
the  confederation.  I  am  the  founder  of  the 
great  Dominion."  The  three  might  say  so, 
as  far  as  the  provinces  of  Ontario  and  Que- 
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bee  are  concerned,  but  we  have  to  speak  of 
the  confederation  of  all  the  provinces,  and 
I  said  "  don't  you  think  Sir  Charles  Tupper 
deserves  even  more  credit  than  our  men  in  On- 
tario and  Quebec,  when  he  bad  against  him 
nineteen  members  out  of  twenty,  and  fought 
until  he  gained  his  point  and  got  Nova 
Scotia  to  become  a  willing  member  of  the 
union  V  That  man  deserve*  to  be  commemor- 
ated more  than  the  others.  Then  I  said  if 
I  go  to  New  Brunswick  I  find  the  great 
leader  of  that  province,  who  did  much  for  his 
province  and  afterwards  much  for  the  con- 
federation, so  much  so  that  he  himself  was 
beaten  after  the  delegates  had  met  in  Que- 
bec and  he  fought  the  battle  of  union  until 
he  regained  his  position  and  had  a  majority 
at  his  back  and  confederation  took  place. 
We  had  no  fight  in  Ontario  and  Quebec  like 
that.  The  people  accepted  Confederation, 
so  I  cannot  see  things  in  that  light.  Even 
those  letMiers  of  the  four  provinces  who  came 
into  the  union,  what  could  they  have  done 
if  they  had  not  received  the  a«:sistance  of 
their  colleagues  in  the  different  administra- 
tions of  the  provinces?  I  have  here  the 
names  of  the  gentlemt-n  who  were  sent  by 
the  provinces  to  the  Quebec  Conference  in 
1864.  In  old  Canada  there  were  twelve 
ministers  of  the  Crown  at  the  time — Tache, 
Macdonald,  Cartier,  MacDougall,  Brown, 
Gait,  Campbell,  Mowat,  Langevin,  Cock- 
burn,  McGee  and  Chapais.  I  find  that  Nova 
Scotia  sent  to  the  meeting  in  Quebec,  Tupper, 
Henry,  Dickey,  McCauley  and  Archibald, 
and  New  Brunswick  seven — Tilley,  Johnson, 
Mitchell,  Fisher,  Chandler,  and  Grey.  New- 
foundland sent  delegates  also,  but  as  New- 
foundland did  not  enter  the  confederation 
it  is  not  necessary  to  refer  to  them.  There 
were  delegates  from  Prince  Edward  Island — 
altogether  30  or  31  at  the  conference.  I 
know,  with  the  government,  it  will  be  a 
question  of  poun^ls,  shillings  and  pence,  but, 
if  those  gentlemen  would  take  something  off 
the  extra  expenditure  on  the  Curran  bridge 
at  Montreal  they  will  have  enough  to 
meet  the  cost.  When  they  give  away 
money  at  the  rate  of  §300,000  on  a 
work  of  that  kind,  I  cannot  accept  that  as 
an  objection.  Let  the  government  give  me 
a  fair  answer,  but  to  say  that  they  have  no 
money  is  a  different  matter.  I  had  a  note 
prepared  to  answer  the  premier  a  few 
minutes  ago  to  show  him  how  wrong  he 
was  on  this  .<!ame  question  of  the  govern- 
ment having  no  money  to  which  he  alluded 


some  few  minutes  ago,  on  a,  prevkss 
tion  brought  up  by  oixe  of  owr  coiK.-. 
but  I  thought  this  was  enough  to;  -.<■. 
leaving  for  another  day    the  reociini- 
what  I  had  to  tell  him.      If  Tilley  ur  T  . 
had  not  been  supported   by  their  cjLa: 
could  any  hon.  gentleman  say  we  have  x 
confederation  ;    and  if  so,    I  ask  I-   * 
right  that  the  people  of   Canada  .'b-c 
something  to   preserve   the   memofr  •: , 
those  men  and  to  reward  their  effms ' 
Hon.  George  Brown  fought  year  aftc:  >, 
throughout  his  life,  for  his  province  iz^ 
Lower  Canada.     Nobody    opposed  Ktt- 
schools  more  earnestly  than  he  dM,  je:  =: 
his  adversaries  proposed    t40  him  tki: 
should  join  with  them  to  bring  abuai  .• 
federation  of  the  provinces,   he  coci.*f 
though   he  knew  that  he    would  b.^'^- 
yield  some  of  his  views  in  return  for  i'-  - 
sions  made  by  others.     He  carried  •:■ 
understanding,  accepting  all  the  legirzt 
compromises,  even  to  the  extent  of  i;~--. 
to  a  system  of  separate  schools  for  t  i- " 
vince.     That  man  will  be  left  in  ibe  -h. 
while  his  colleagues  will  be  rememb-i^. 
that   is   the   way   those  gentlemen  ic 
Treasury   benches   are  to  treat  th**  ■ 
have  been  foremost  in  the  working  to  ■■  ■:'. 
about  the  present  state  of  Canada.  iW 
say  the  quicker  they  leave  their  p<»*' 
better  for  the  country. 

An  hon.  MEMBEB — You  are  witl-' 

Hon.  Mr.  BELLEROSE— That  is  ' 
wicked  ;  it  isonly  doing  what  is  right.  >' 
hon.  gentlemen,  everyone  of  those  gent;f:-' 
1  have  named  are  of  equal  importance 
course  they  will  not  ask  it,  but  it  is  i' '  • 
to  commemorate  their  meoioiy.  Lf-  - 
members  of  the  government  think  a  ..•' 
less  of  political  influence  and  let  then  •'■ 
the  public  funds  less  for  rewardini;  "'■' 
followers  and  keeping  themselves  in  p"'- 
From  Prince  Edward  Island  weW-?'' 
delegates.  Those  gentlemen  came  in  '»'•' 
but,  as  far  as  they  ar«»  concerned  thfv  i" 
more  worthy  of  being  comniemorai<^  '- '' 
any  of  the  others,  and  why!  B^''-' 
they  worked  for  seven  years  to  >^^- 
plish  the  great  object  that  was  pi^"-'' 
in  Quebec.  If  they  do  not  receive  t?" 
credit  they  ought  to  receive  at  l*'" ' 
much  as  the  others.  Sir  A.  F.  Gait  -•■ 
the  Hon.  George  Brown  have  been  diw'' 
some  years,  yet  the  government  have  w* 
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ir  time.  As  Sir  John  Macdonald  and 
Oeorge  Cartier  were  more  conspicuous 
this  province,  I  (suppose  their  statues  have 
in  erected  first,  but  that  we  will  come  to 
others.  I  have  given  the  government 
own  opinion,  and  T  want  to  know 
ether  they  intend  to  continue  the  work 
erecting  monuments  until  there  is  one 
each  of  the  thirty-one  delegates — 
•haps  thirty-three,  because  there  were 
o  from  ^'ewfouudland  and  that  colony 
.y  join  us  yet.  I  ask  the  govern- 
int  whether  they  intend  stopping  with 
i  two  statues  already  erected,  or  whether 
jy  intend  in  due  course  of  time  to  proceed 
th  the  others  ?  No  doubt  it  will  be  ex- 
nsive  and  it  cannot  be  done  at  once  ;  I 
sh  to  know  whether  in  due  time  justice 
11  be  done  to  those  who  are  dead  and 
lether  it  is  the  intention  of  the  govern- 
?nt  to  also  do  justice  to  those  who  still 
rvive,  when  they  are  dead?  Among  the 
tter  are  some  who  are  pretty  old  now,  and 
ry  soon  they  will  be  among  those  that  are 
me. 


Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— Will  my  hon. 
ien'l  not  add  to  the  number  the  delegates 
'  Prince  Edward  Island  conference  for  the 
aritime  union  which  was  the  l)asisof  the 
rgpr  union  1  They  should  be  added  to 
le  list  because  they  really  initiated  the 
hole  matter  and  the  conference  for  the 
aritime  union  induced  the  two  greater  pro- 
inces  in  di>cord  to  come  and  unite  with  the 
iwer  province  to  have  a  larger  union  which 
as  detprrained  on  at  the  Quebec  conference 
L  1864.  I  say  those  should  be  among  the 
st  if  you  are  to  have  such  a  perpetuation 
f  their  memories,  but  I  do  not  approve  of 
uch  monuments.  I  believe  some  of 
tiose  men  who  are  said  to  be  founders  of  the 
nion  should  be  called  confounders  of  the 
nion.  I  do  not  think  they  helped  very 
luch  in  the  union,  and  I  think  that  sooner 
ban  discriminate  we  had  better  drop  such 
n  idea.  Let  us  wait  until  our  elder  sister 
s  happily  in  the  united  family,  when  one 
;rand  monument  will  do  for  all  of  us  who 
lelped  at  its  foundation  or  assisted  in  its 
section  or  its  final  consummation,  the  union 
)f  all  the  British  North  American  colonies. 
vVe  know  all  the  men  who  merit 
icknowledgment  and  although  we  have  not 
;hem  in  brass  and  stone  they  are  in  the 
hearts  and  the  memory  of  the  people. 


Hon  Mr.  McCALLUM— I  regret  that 
there  is  any  man  in  Canada  to-day,  who 
would  deplore  the  expenditure  for  the  monu- 
ments to  Sir  George  Cartier  and  Sir  John 
Macdonald.  The  hon.  gentleman  thinks 
every  man  who  took  part  in  the  work  of  con- 
federation should  have  a  monument  erected 
to  his  memory.  The  mere  confederation  on 
paper  did  not  amount  to  very  much,  and 
there  are  many  who  have  worked  for  it 
since.  We  are  working  for  it  every  day.  I 
am  surprised  to  see  the  hon.  gentleman  find 
fault  with  the  government  of  this  country 
for  the  expenditure  in  erecting  a  monument 
to  Sir  George  Cartier  and  Sir  John  Macdon- 
ald. They  deserve  all  the  honours  they  got 
and  the  people  of  this  country  are  willing  to 
pay  for  it.  If  there  are  men  prominent 
amongst  all  other  men  who  are  worthy  of  a 
monument  to  keep  their  memory  green 
amongst  the  people  of  the  country,  let 
them  have  it.  My  hon.  friend  might  even 
want  a  monument  erected  to  his  own  mem- 
ory because  he  is  notorious  in  many  res- 
pects, and  it  may  be  necessary,  I  do  not 
know  but  what  I  would  vote  for  it,  but  I 
think  myself  we  would  bejust  as  well  employed 
considering  something  else.  If  we  have  any 
money  to  expend  we  can  use  it  in  other  ways. 
Those  men  to  whom  monuments  have  been 
erected  here  are  known  from  ocean  to  ocean, 
and  no  one  regrets  the  sum  it  costs  to  keep 
their  memory  before  the  country. 

Hon.  Mr.  BELLEROSE— The  hon.  gen- 
tleman must  have  been  asleep  when  I  spoke, 
because  I  never  found  fault  with  the  gov- 
ernment for  the  expenditure  in  erecting 
monuments  to  Sir  Georg'?  Cartier  and  Sir 
John  A.  Macdonald  :  quite  the  contrary, 
but  I  found  fault  with  the  government,  who 
while  wasting  so  much  money  every  day, 
they  say  thore  is  no  money  to  erect  monu- 
ments to  the  memory  of  the  other  founders 
of  this  great  country. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCALLUM— No,  I  do  not 
sleep.  I  can  hear  pretty  well,  and  I  did  not 
even  lose  the  hon.  gentleman's  remark  about 
the  Curran  bridge.  I  do  not  know  what 
the  Curran  bridge  had  to  do  with  erecting  a 
monument  to  Sir  John  Macdonald  or  to  Sir 
George  Cartier. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALMON — I  am  astonished  that 
the  hon.  member  from  DeLanaudiere  should 
have   passed   such   a  slight  on    Manitoba. 
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Manitoba  has  been  insulted  a  good  deal  of 
late — tKe  separate  schools  have  been  taken 
away,  and  the  dual  language  abolished,  but 
to  think  that  no  monument  should  be  erected 
t,o  the  memory  of  any  one  in  tnat  province 
who  induced  that  country  to  join  the  con- 
federation. Why  s!iould  they  not  have  a 
monument,  as  well  as  the  little  province  of 
Prince  Edward  Island,  and  New  Brunswick, 
and  Nova  Hcotia.  I  think  the  hon.  member 
left  it  out  inadvertently,  and  if  you  will  add 
that  all  the  political  men  who  had  anything 
to  do  with  getting  Manitoba  into  the  union 
should  be  lemembered  it  would  be  better. 
We  should  also  have  British  Columbia. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
I  do  not  propose  to  reply  to  the  re- 
marks of  the  hon.  gentleman.  I  would 
just  say  in  the  most  polite  manner  pos- 
sible that  I  am  not  aware  that  I  gave 
him  any  occasion  for  that  ebulition  of 
feeling  in  reference  to  the  money  m«tter. 
The  only  question  T  asked  him  was  as  to  the 
number,  and  to  show  that  I  have  no  inten- 
tion of  ridiculing,  I  was  just  about  dropping 
a  note  asking  him  if  he  remembered  the 
numlier.  No  man  holds  stronger  views 
than  I  do  myself  as  to  the  squandering  of 
the  money  on  the  Curran  bridge.  The 
question  is  as  to  where  the  blame  lies.  I 
will  not  discuss  it,  but  I  do  not  think  it  is 
applicable.  I  am  quite  in  sympathy  with 
the  remarks  made  by  the  hon.  gentleman 
with  reference  to  the  fathers  of  confedera- 
tion. I  should  like  to  see  a  mammoth  statue 
in  the  centre  block  here  with  the  whole  31 
surrounding  the  great  chieftain.  He  was 
the  moving  spirit  in  the  whole  thing.  I  do 
not  wish  to  detnict  in  the  least  from  the 
credit  duetoHon.GeorgeBrownand  toother 
people  belonging  to  that  party  who  assisted 
in  carrying  out  confederation.  I  noticed  a 
few  years  ago,  travelling  down  the  Rhine, 
a  magnificent  statue  in  commemora- 
tion of  the  unification  of  the  German 
Empire.  Perhaps  it  would  be  well  to  adopt 
a  plan  of  that  kind.  Instead  of  having 
one  for  each  delegate  we  might  have 
one  grand  statue  in  commemoration  of  the 
unity  of  British  North  America,  but  I  would 
suggest,  before  we  enter  on  that  expenditure, 
that  we  might  try  and  save  it  in  some  other 
way.  We  will  wait  until  we  have  attached 
the  remaining  outside  limb  of  this  great  bodj* 
to  the  confederation.  There  was  a  hint 
thrown  out  by  a  gentleman  who  spoke  a 


few  moments  ago,  as  to  'whether  l}*'^ 
frustrated,  as  far  as  they  could,  the  t»- 
out  of  confederation,  should    be  t>.- 
with  the  same  honour  and  coossim.-  : 
those  who  sunk  their  individnalitj,  ->:  ' 
got  their  party  leanings  and  lent  tb^^r-.- 
and  ability  and  time  to  accomplish  t£^  r 
object  in  view.     Now,  I  think  soicr  .r . 
Prince  Edward  Island  friends  wi  t 
recollection  that  some  of  the  geotlri'T 
agreed  to  all  the  terms  of  that  contei-ti' 
went  home  and  did  all  they  po6«bl;o: 
frustrate  the  union  of  Prince  Edwirl  '■ 
with  the  rest  of  the  confederacy.  H- •-• 
as   men  grow  older  they  become  as'jt-  - 
sible,  as   I  hope  all  of  us  do.     Tiv-;:'. 
their  objections  in  the  first  place  a"--. . 
ually  came  into  the  union,  and  «tuk  * 
have  some  little  complaint,   I  hof*-  •"  ' 
whole  that  they  think  that  ther  »rf  »•" 
off  as  a  part  of   the  great  Dominion  v- 
in  one,  than  they  would  be  as  an  i-- 
island. 

THIRD  READING. 

Bill  (134)  "  An  Act  to  legalize  }»t-.. 
heretofore  made  to  the  general  revenue!.- 
of  the  North-west  Territories  of  oeruiE " . 
penalties  and  forfeitures." — (Sir  J/sti-'^ 
Bowell.) 

SECOND  READINGS. 

Itill  (96)  "  An  Act  to  incorporate  ti'- 
teriiational  Railway  Company." — (Mr.l*'^ 
heed.) 

Bill  (82)  "  An  Act  respecting  th'  K  • 
ston  and  Pembroke  Railway  Compso,"  - 
(Mr.  Perley.) 

VOTERS'  LIST  OF  1895  BILL 

SN'COND  RE.\DING. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL* 
ed  the  second  reading  of  Bill  (69)  "  A'-  •; 
respecting  the  voters'  list  of  l^*'•  ''• 
said  : — This  bill  is  very  simple  in  its  c^'-'' 
ter  and  has  for  its  object  the  postptmis^^ 
the  revision  during  this  year  and  to  !«.■»■ - 
by  the  second  clause  the  acts  of  etrtr-c  !■ 
vising  officers.  The  law  provides  th»tt>f 
shall  be  a  polling  division  for  »certii«f';^ 
ber  of  voters,  and  in  case  thereat*''*' 
more  than  the  300  that  another  di"' 
should  be  set  apart.  In  one  or  t«ii  ** 
the  judges  omitted  to  do  this  ;  whete'"'*' 
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e  300  there  might  now  be  320,  and  under 
old.  law  it  would  compel  him  to  set  apai  t 
ther  polling  division.  That  was  not  done 
L  in  order  to  avoid  any  difficulty  in  future 
second  clause  legalizes  that  want  of 
ion. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

UDGES  OF  PROVIISrCIAL  COURTS 
BILL. 

SECOND   READING. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL 
)ved  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill  (127) 
Ln  Act  further  to  amend  the  Act  respect- 
^  the  Judges  of  Provincial  Courts." 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Can  the  Premier  say 
aat  this  increase  is  to  certain  judges  in 
ontreal  1  It  is  placed  at  $3,000  in  this 
ct  i     What  was  the  salary  previously  ? 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I 
have  no  memoranda  as  to  it,  but  I  might 
ly  there  were  two  gentlemen  appointed, 
id  they  were  designated  as  magistrates, 
ley  have  been  placed  in  the  position  of 
id,<;es  of  the  same  courts,  and  given  the 
inie  salary  they  had  before,  making  their 
OS' t  ion  more  permanent  and  certain. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

sORTH-WEST    TERRITORIES    ACTS 
AMENDMENT    BILL. 

IN    COMMITTEE.  I 

The  House  resolved  itself  into  Committee  j 
)f  the  Whole  on  Bill  (135)  "  An  Act  further  I 
;o  amend  the  Acts  repecting  the  North-west  | 
Territories. "  ' 

(In  the  Committee.)  I 

On  clause  3, 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  ask  the  minister 
with  i-espect  to  this  clause  if  he  does  not 
think  it  well  to  provide  for  the  case  where 
the  speaker  might  not  be  available.    It  says  | 
that  a  member  who  wishes  to  resign  can  do  j 
so  by  addressing  or  causing  to  be  addressed  | 
to  the  speaker,  &c.     Supposing  the  speaker  ' 
is  not  within  the   territories  at  the  time, 
should  there  not  be  some  provision  for  send- 
ing in   the    resignation   to  the   lieutenant 
governor    or    some    other    officer  ?     Para- 
graph 3  provides  that  before  the  Legisla- 
tive Assembly    meets   and   the   speaker  is 
chosen  the  resignation  is  to  be  sent  to  the 


lieutenant  governor.  If  the  speaker  has 
died,  or  is  absent  from  the  territories,  I 
think  the  same  pi-ovision  should  be  ma/^e, 
that  the  resignation  should  be  sent  to  the 
lieutenant  governor  or  any  officer  to  be 
named. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
At  present  members  of  the  Local  House 
elected  at  the  last  election  were  desirous  of 
resigning.  There  is  no  provision  in  the 
North-west  Territory  Act  providing  for  a 
resignation  under  such  circumstances,  from 
the  fact  there  was  no  speaker,  the  House 
not  having  met,  and  this  simply  puts  the 
members  elected  in  the  territories  in  precisely 
the  same  position  that  the  members  who  are 
elected  to  the  House  of  Commons  are  when 
they  desire  to  retire  before  the  speaker  is 
elected.  As  a  practical  illustration,  there 
are  one  or  two  now — I  believe  one  on  either 
side  of  politics — who,  when  they  thought 
there  was  an  election  about  taking  place  tor 
the  Dominion  Parliament,  desired  to  contest 
their  constituences  for  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, instead  of  remaining  in  the  local 
legislature,  and  there  was  no  provision  by 
which  they  could  send  in  their  resignations ; 
and  it  was  deemed  advisable  to  give  the 
residents  of  the  territories  the  same  rights 
and  privileges  that  they  have  in  the  Domin- 
ion. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER — I  am  not  raising 
any  question  about  the  wisdom  of  the  Act  at 
all.  I  simply  suggested  that  there  was 
a  case  which  was  not  provided  for.  You 
provide  for  the  case  where  the  legislature 
has  not  met,  and  the  speaker  has  not  been 
appointed  ;  but  supposing  the  speaker  has 
died,  or  is  alwent  from  the  territory,  either 
of  which  contingencies  may  happen,  then  I 
suggest  that  you  should  put  in  the  same 
provision  as  in  the  case  where  the  speaker  is 
not  appointed.  In  either  of  these  cases  the 
resignation  may  be  sent  to  the  Lieutenant- 
Governor.  I  move  to  insert  after  the  word 
"  time "  in  line  35,  the  following  words 
"that  in  the  case  of  a  vacancy  in  the 
office  of  speaker  or  in  the  absence  from  the 
territory  of  the  speaker." 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Hon.  Mr.  LOUGHEED  moved  amend- 
ments to  clause  2.  He  said :  These  amend- 
ments are  proposed  for  the  purpose  of  remov- 
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ing  what  would  be  an  inconsistency,  did  the 
bill  go  through  as  it  now  appears.  There 
was  a  General  Irrigation  Act  passed  by  Par- 
liament of  last  session,  in  which  certain 
absolute  powers  are  vested  in  the  Dominion 
Grovernraent  as  against  the  North-west  As- 
sembly, and  there  was  a  report  prepared  by 
the  Department  of  Justice  during  the  recess 
as  to  the  exercise  of  certain  powers  by  the 
North-west  Assembly  which,  to  the  Depart- 
ment of  Justice,  appeared  to  come  in  conflict 
with  the  powers  of  the  Dominion  Govern- 
ment, and  to  remove  this  the  legislation  is 
proposed,  which  has  been  already  read. 
But  to  make  it  consistent,  it  is  necessary  to 
-have  some  amendments  to  the  General  Irri- 
gation Act,  EO  that  some  of  the  clauses  will 
not  apply. 

The  amendments  were  adopted. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL,  from  the  committee, 
reported  the  bill  with  amendments,  which 
were  concurred  in. 

LOBSTER    FISHERY    ACT    AMEND- 
MENT BILL. 

REPORTED  PROM  COMMITTBE. 

House  resumed  in  Committee  of  the  Whole 
consideration  of  Bill  (91)  "An  Act  to 
amend  the  law  respecting  the  Lobster 
Fishery." 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I 
have  made  inquiry  of  the  Minister  and  he 
thinks  it  is  much  better,  in  the  interests  of 
the  fishermen  and  also  in  the  interests  of  the 
trade,  that  the  clause  should  remain  as  it 
appears  now  in  the  bill.  I  hope  ray  hon, 
friend  will  accept  for  once  the  opinion  of  the 
Minister.  The  debate  arose  on  the  pro- 
priety of  continuing  the  clause  as  it  exists 
to-day  by  placing  on  each  package  the  name 
and  the  date  of  packing.  The  House  has 
heard  the  arguments  pro  and  con  on  this 
question,  and  1  see  no  reason  to  change  the 
views  expressed  on  behalf  of  the  department 
in  reference  to  the  amendment  which  has 
been  proposed,  that  is,  to  leave  off  the  name 
and  the  date.  The  brands  are  sufficient  to 
indicate  the  principal  packers  in  the  country, 
as  was  very  well  described  by  the  hon.  mem* 
ber  from  Northumberland. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— The  sense  of  the 
House  can  be  taken  on  this  clause  if  desired. 


I  am  not  going  to  trouble   the  ooc_   ■ 
with  it.     I  wish  to  call  the  attectioc  .t 
Minister  to  the    fact   that    there  ■».-  - 
discussion  when  we  were  in   coiiiiuu~ 
this  bill  before,  with  respect  to  tht  n  ■ 
sion    "  c«se   or   package,"  and  I  thiL-; 
general  feeling  of  the  comoiittee  Ta:  t:. 
would  be  better  to  omit  the  words  •<:;. 
age,"  because  the  word  "case  "  is  on<W- 
and  it  is  defined  later  on  in  the  suV-.--. 
After  all,  the  can  is  a  package  a«  w-^l.  v  - 
case,  and   the   package  which  ooau'i 
cans  is  recognized  by  the  trade  as  a  c%' 

Hon.    Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWEIL 
discussed  that  also  with  the  officiak   T  ■  t 
has  arisen  in  the  past  a  dispute  as  k^. 
is  a  ctise  and  what  is  a  package     Sue-    . 
them  cases  and  some  call  them  packa£«$. . 
a  package  may  not  be  a  ca.se.     A  ca^  i- .  • 
in  all  instances  a  package.     I  add«l  ir ' 
the  word  case  "  or  package  "  in  thnr-  \'..  . 
in  subsection  2  of  section  3.     It  is  m-r*- 
plicit,  and  I  think  it  is  much  better  t<'  -j 
it  as  it  is.     I  have  no  objection  to  tU  •-• 
gestion  made  by  the  hon.  gentlemu  r- ;. 
in  the  words  "  48  lbs." 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (P.El..--- 
the  bill  stood  before,  it  covers  the  <•  yr.: 
completely,  because  a  case  of  48  l-Ili  (ai-  • 
a  case  of  lobsters.     A  package  may  oc— 
24,  36,  48  or  96  lb.  cans,  or  whatever : 
number  may  be,  equivalent  to  48  aas  ■' 
lb.  each.     My  opinion  of  th's  matter  i<  ti- 
the gentlemen   who   put   up  thf%*  Wi-'-"- 
know  more  about  their  business  than  »-  ■• 
here.     The  principal  packers  put  tlieiri-' 
names  on  the  packages,  and  they  would  t-' 
the  d>ite  if  it  was  to  their  advantage  t'  ' 
so,  but  those  engaged  in  the  business  t  < 
have  their  labels  lithographed  and  npi^^ 
in  the  patent  office  here  in  Otta<Fa<  *c: 
would    be    rather  difficult   to  make  tt?. 
change   that   lithograph    plate  and  re9W 
them  to  put  a  date  on  each  one  of  thort"*-^- 
or  packages,    because   they    would  hjvf : 
employ  a  person   to   put  that   on  speoul"' 
Their  label  is  already  lithographed  andtbr.' 
get  a  large  supply  of  them  to  do  perhaps'' 
several  years  to  come.     I  think  the  bill  •« 
introduced  originally  covers  all  those  ci*- 
entirely,  and  no  amendment  is  require'- 

Hon.  Mr.  LOUGHEED,  from  the  w 
mittee,  reported  the  bill  with  amendniK'-' 
which  were  concurred  in. 
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DMMEKCIAL  TREATIES   BILL. 


SECOND   READING. 


on.       Sir    MACKENZIE     BOWELL, 
ed    the  second  reading  of  Bill  (126) — ; 
1    Act  respecting  Commercial  Treaties 
;tin^    Canada."      He  said :  I  hope  the 
ise  ailow   me  to  take  a  step  with  this ; 
no^w^,  and  we  can  have  a  full  discussion  ^ 
n  it  before  going  into  Committee  of  the 
ole.  i 

Ion.  Mr.  McCALLUM — I  want  to  move 
inst  this  bill  when  it  comes  up.     This  is 
after-birth  of  the    treaty   we  had   last 
r,  and  I  want  to  move  against  it. 

ion-  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
B  hon.  gentleman  can  move  as  well 
linst  it  before  going  into  committee  of 
!  whole,  and  it  will  be  understood  that 
does  not  affirm  the  principle  of  the  bill 
consenting  to  the  second  reading  now. 

Tlie  motion  was  agreed  to  and  the  bill 
,s  read  the  second  time. 


The  Senate  then  adjourned. 


THE  SENATE. 


— the  rumours  outside,  which  are  somewhat 
confirmed  by  an  empty  chair.  I  think  Par- 
liament is  entitled  to  some  explanation 
under  the  circumstances.  It  is  the  usual 
practice  in  the  B>'iti'<h  Parliament  and  our 
Parliament  when  any  crisis  arise-*,  that  both 
Houses  are  taken  into  the  confidence  of  the 
Government. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
The  hon.  gentleman  is  quite  correct  as  to 
the  parliamentary  and  constitutional  prac- 
tice on  questions  of  this  kind.  I  am  not,  I 
am  sorry  to  say,  in  a  position  to  relieve  the 
tension  of  the  hon.  gentleman's  mind  at  the 
present  moment,  but  I  promise  him  that 
there  is  no  doubt  I  shall  be  enabled  to  re- 
lieve him  of  all  anxiety  as  to  the  matter  to- 
morrow at  three  o'clock. 


Ottawa,  Wednesday,  10th  July,  1895. 

The  SPEAKER  took  the  Chair  at  Three 
clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 

THIRD   READINGS. 

Bill  (132)  "An  Act  to  revive  and  amend 
he  Acts  to  enable  the  City  of  Winnipeg  to 
tilize  the  Assiniboine  River  Water  Power." 
-(Mr.  Boulton.) 

Bill  (69)  "  An  Act  respecting  the  Voters' 
jists  of  1895." — (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell.) 

THE  MANITOBA  SCHOOL  QUESTION. 

INQUIRY. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Before  the  Orders  of 
:he  Day  are  called,  I  should  like  to  ask  the 
Premier  if  he  is  able  now  to  relieve  the 
tension  of  opinion  on  this  important  question 


NORTH-WEST  TERRITORIES  ACT 
AMENDMENT  BILL. 

THIRD  READING. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL 
moved  the  third  reading  of  Bill  (135) :  "An 
Act  further  to  amend  the  Acts  respecting 
the  North-west  Territories,"  as  amended. 

Hon.  Mr.  LOUGHEED— I  have  just 
directed  the  attention  of  the  hon.  premier  to 
the  fact  that  the  object  of  some  of  the  amend- 
ments has  been  to  confirm  practically  some 
legislation,  which  has  already  been  pjssed  by 
the  North-west  Assembly,  in  regard  tD  the 
I  irrigation  of  certain  districts.  At  the  last 
I  sessionof  the  North-westLegislature  an  order 
I  was  passed  providing  for  irrigation.  A 
doubt'  arose  in  the  mind  of  the  Minister  of 
Justice  as  to  whether  that  legislation  was 
within  the  power  of  the  Legislative  Assembly, 
and  to  remove  that  difficulty  this  bill  is  now 
before  the  House,  but  it  has  been  thought 
advisable,  or  it  was  the  desire  of  those  inter- 
ested in  irrigation,  that  the  ordinance  should 
be  expressly  ratified  and  confirmed,  I  there- 
fore beg  to  move  that  the  Bill  be  amended 
by  adding  these  words  as  clause  c : 

The  Ordinance  of  the  legislative  assembly  of 
the  North-west  Territories  No.  6  of  the  Ordinances 
of  1894,  is  hereby  ratified  and  confirmed,  and  this 
ratitiuation'  and  confirmation  shall  have  effect  as 
from  the  passing  of  the  Ordinance  of  the  7th  Sept- 
ember, 1894. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the  bill  as 
amended  was  read  the  third  time  and  passed. 
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LOBSTER  FISHERIES   ACT  AMEND- 
MENT BILL. 

THIRD   READING. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL 
moved  the  third  reading  of  Bill  (91)  "An 
Act  further  to  amend  the  law  respecting  the 
Lobster  Fishery." 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— As  I  intimated 
yesterday  when  the  House  was  in  commiDtee 
on  this  bill,  I  propose  to  move  an  amend- 
ment at  the  third  reading.  I  shall  not  dis- 
cuss the  bill,  because  it  has  been  discussed 
already,  perhaps  nearly  enough,  but  I  pro- 
pose to  move  an  amendment  to  reinstate  the 
provision  contained  in  the  Act  of  last  year, 
which  was  inserted  by  the  Senate,  for  the 
protection  of  the  consumer  and  for  the  credit 
of  the  business  of  the  country  that  the  name 
of  the  canner  should  appear  on  each  can. 
The  substance  of  the  argument  used  against 
this  amendment  made  to  the  bill  last  year 


name,  for  his  own  protection  he  is  -vii 
put  his  name  on.     As  £ar  as  the  date . 
cemed,  of  course   there    is  a  divert-, 
opinion  on  that,  but  i£  a  man  haavr 
tion  as  a  packer,  he  will  see  that  hi: : 
is  put  on  his  own  cans. 

Hon.  Mr.  ARSENAULT— The  i 
ment  has  been  changed.     In  the  fii^-- ; 
the  hon.  gentleman  from  Halifax  pr' 
that  the  name  of  the  packer  sboold  >■ 
on  the  case.     The  hon.  g-entlenum  st»" 
was  of  no  use,  and  now  he  wants  \  ■ 
the  name  of  the  packer  put  on  tb*  ..•- 
each  can.     Such   is  the   case  no».   7 
amendments   are   of    no    use.      X'l  . 
package  is  sent  away  without  the  .> 
the  exporter.     An  exporter  buying  i- 
five  or  six  different  small  packing  eri' 
raents  on  the  shore  supplies  those  oi.  • 
his  labels.     He  guarantees   the  fch  i  • 
and  he  exports  them  in  his  own  oacr. 
what  more  do  you  want  ?     That  is :: 
business  is  done  in  Prince    Edwarti  I-- 


Hon.   Mr.    KAULBACH— Every  • 
this  matter   has   come  before  us  I  .'ii- ' 


that    it    was 'not   favourable   to   the, 

jobbers.     It  was  not  contended  that  it  was  |  T"e  hon.  gentleman  never  saw  a  can  : 
injurious  to  the  fishermen,  who  caught  the  I  '^^"^  sent  to  market  without  a  We. 
fish,  nor  to  the  packer  who  actually  packed  I  ^  ^^'^  ^^^^  ^'"n  some  cans  here  if  .•' 
them,    and    it   was   admitted   that   it   was  I  '<^^  *'  <^hem.     No  lobster  can  Li  >«it . 
in  the  interest  of  the  consumer  who  had  '  ^'''•i*^"* '^i^  exporters  name  on  ir,  xi.- 
to   use   the   fish  ;    but    it    was   contended  1  >»  a  guarantee  that  the  fish  is  gi>«L 
that  it  might  be  injurious  to  the  middleman   "»*  see  the  use  of  this  amendment 
who  bought  from  the  packers  and  who  put 
the  article  on  the  market.     I  think  that  the 
interest  of  the  consumer  and  the  reputation 
of   the   country   are  of    more  consequence  |  P''°s^6<' ™yself  as  fully  as  I  was  able '• 
than  the  inteiests  of  the  middleman  ;  and  1 1  y^*  I  ^°  "o*  seem  to  have  convince.] 
really   do   not   see  how  the  middleman  is  ]  '^^  ^^^  members  of  this  hon.  House.    I 
going  to  suffer  from   the  operation  of  this  |  ^f *  f^''  any  objection  to   this  amMi; 
provision.     He  has  a  sort  of  guarantee  that     '    ""  "'  ~ 

the  fish  he  is  buying  is  good  fish,  and  he 
will  not  be  obliged  to  go  to  the  expense  of 
the  inspection  and  selection  described  by 
the  hon.  gentleman  from  Chntham.  I  there- 
fore move  that  the  said  bill  be  not  now  read 
the  third  time,  but  that  it  be  amended  by 
inserting  the  following  paragraph  : 


(a.)  Every  can  containing  lobsters  preserved  or 
cnred  in  Canada  shall,  before  1>eing  removed  from 
the  factory  or  camiiug  establishment  where  such 
lolraters  have  been  ctknne<l,  preserved  or  cured,  be 
marked,  labelled  or  stamped  with  the  name  and 
address  of  the  proprietor  of  such  factory  or  estab- 
lishment and  the  year  in  which  such  lobsters  are 
canned,  preserved  or  cured. 

Hon.  Mr.  MAC  DONALD  (B.C.)— As  I 
understand,  there  is  nothing  to  prevent  the 
packer  doing  that ;  if  he  has  got  a  good 


It    is    simply    keeping    the    law  a.- 
now    on   our    statute-book  and   cca^^' 
with    our    judgment    of    last   sf.*!"' 
seems  to  me  that  it  would  be  a  grwt ;' 
tection    against   illicit  canning,    h  •■ 
man  is  obliged  to  put  his  nanie  up'!-  " 
cans,  it  is  a  means  of  protectinj;  the  (•" 
against  the  person  who  cans  iUicitirii'- 
an  improper  time  of   the   year.    My  ■  ■ 
friend  alongside  of  me  (Mr.  ProT.-*)  ^^■ 
to  poohpooh    that.     We  may    expet'  -• 
canners   and  some  middlemen  to  loot  '< 
to  their  present  interests.  I  should  haw;  ■ 
further  and  had  the  year  of  canningpi^' 
every  can,  but  our  legislation  on  tii*  •■ 
ject  is  influenced  larsely   by  the  f*'!^'" 
The  fishermen  themselves  would  prfi"  '^ 
and  I  do  not  see  why   the  canner  ^'^ 
make  any  objection.     I  am  speaking  in  '^ 
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ereste  of  the  public  and  the  consumer. 
tien  I  buy  a  can  of  lobsters  I  like  to 
O'w  from  -what  cannery  I  am  getting 
tnd  -when  it  was  canned  Influence  seems 
l>e  brought  to  bear  upon  the  department 
Miarine  and  Fisheries  every  year  to  get 
ue  official  of  that  department  to  tinker 
th  the  lobster  law.  The  lobster  men  them- 
ves  have  had  ridicule  for  the  changeable 
licy  yearly  enacted.  They  know  more 
out  the  fisheries  and  more  about  the  in- 
istry  and  what  is  right  be  done  than  some 
those  men  who  are  sent  through  the  coun- 
y  and  pretend  to  know  something  of  which 
ley  know  nothing. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
very  member  of  the  Senate  must  admire 
le  pertinacity  with  which  the  hon.  gentle- 
lan  pushes  whatever  idea  he  may  have  in 
jnnection  with  this  or  any  other  matter, 
'his  question  has  been  debated  so  long  and 
D  fully,  that  I  shall  not  occupy  the  time  of 
be  Senate  in  discussing  it.  I  think  it 
las  been  shown  conclusively  to  the  House 
hat  the  label  upon  the  can  is  a  better  guar- 
antee than  the  name.  The  label  is  the 
ra.le  mark  and  is  generally  known  by  every 
>er3on  who  deals  in  this  particular  article, 
>r  in  other  articles,  and  as  my  friend  on  my 
eft  (Sir  Frank  Smith)  who  has  been  in  the 
trade  for  a  number  of  years  says,  he  never 
paid  attention,  in  making  the  very  large 
purchases  which  his  firm  made,  to  the  name 
that  might  appear  upon  the  can,  even  if  it 
were  there.  The  question  simply  was 
whether  it  had  a  certain  trade-mark  and  that 
was  sufficient.  It  has  been  proved  that  the 
placing  of  the  date  upon  the  package,  whilst 
there  is  much  force  in  the  reasoning  of  the 
hon.  gentleman  from  Lunenburg,  does,  in  a 
great  measure,  injure  the  sale  of  the  article, 
and  thereby  not  only  disarranges,  but  injures 
the  trade  of  the  country.  I  hope  the  House 
will  not  accept  the  amendment. 

Hon.  Mr.  REESOR— Perhaps  I  should 
not  interfere  in  the  discussion  now,  but  I 
would  hardly  be  able  to  vote  on  the  question 
unle<)s  I  should  be  at  liberty  to  say  a  few 
Words.  The  explanation  that  my  hon.  friend 
on  my  right  gave  would  seem  to  mean  that 
the  dealer,  who  is  the  shipper  and  seller  of 
this  article,  has  a  label  of  his  own  which  he 
furnishes  to  those  who  are  oanmng  for  him. 
If  that  is  the  case,  he  is  really  the  cazmer. 
He  has  the  superintendence  of  it  and  becomes 
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responsible;  and  I  should  like  to  ask  is  his 
own  name  on  the  can  or  the  name  of  some 
firm  : 

Hon.  Sir  FRANK  SMITH— Does  it  mat- 
ter whether  the  name  of  the  iaatory  is  on 
the  can  1  Supposing  a  reindeer,  or  a  horse- 
shoe, or  maple  leaf  is  on  the  can,  those  are 
the  marks  we  buy  from,  and  it  does  not  mat- 
ter what  factory  puts  up  the  fish. 

Hon.  Mr.  REESOR— Don't  you  think 
that  the  man  who  has  his  trade-mark  upon 
the  can  should  have  his  name  also  1 

Hon.    Sir  FRANK   SMITH— He  need 

not. 

Hon.  Mr.  REESOIU-So  that  any  one 
wanting  to  buy  the  same  article  will  know 
whom  he  is  buying  from  1 

Hon.  Sir  FRANK  SMITH— If  you  buy 
the  maple  leaf  brand,  it  is  known  all  over  the 
world.  It  will  be  far  better  for  a  purchaser 
to  know  who  comprises  the  firm  that  has 
these  cans  put  up  and  furnishes  the  labels. 
The  same  canner  may  put  difierent  labels  on 
different  lots  that  he  gets  canned,  just  as  a 
miller  will  put  difierent  labels  on  difierent 
brands  of  fionr  from  his  mill.  He  may  have 
four  or  five  names,  but  3rou  always  know 
who  the  maker  of  that  flour  is.  If  this  is 
done  upon  the  same  principle,  then  this 
would  be  sufficient. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER^If  I  may  be  allowed 
to  explain,  the  trade-mark  is  part  of  the 
label ;  it  goes  on  the  label  along  with  the 
name  of  the  packer.  The  hon.  the  First 
Minister  and  the  other  hon.  members  of  the 
government  have  contended  that  the  trade- 
mark is  enough,  but  those  hon.  gentlemen 
forget  that  the  trade-mark  is  on  the  label 
along  with  the  name,  and  if  a  man  puts  his 
name  on,  the  trade-mark  goes  with  it. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
That  is  just  the  reason  why  we  say  the  name 
is  not  necessary. 

The  House  divided  on  the  amendment, 
which  was  lost  on  the  following  division : — 


Dever, 

Kaulfaach, 

Landry, 

McCaUum, 

Pelletier, 


OoMntnm. 

The  Honoorable  Messieon 

Perioy, 
Power, 
Reesor, 
Scott.— 9. 
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NON-CONTBNTS. 

The  Honourable  Hessiears 


Allan, 

Almon, 

Anuand, 

Arsenault, 

Baird, 

Bellerose, 

Boucherville  de 

Bowell  (Sir  Mackhnzie), 

Casgrain, 

DeBlois, 

Dickey, 

Dobsoii, 

Drummond, 

Guevremont, 

liou^heed, 

McKay, 

MeKindsey, 

McLaren, 

McMillan, 


Macdonald  (Victoria), 

Macdonald  (P.E.L), 

Macfarlane, 

Maclnnes  (Burlington), 

Masson, 

Memer, 

Murphy, 

O'Donohoe, 

Ogilvie, 

Primrose, 

Prowse, 

Read  (Quint^), 

Robitaille, 

Ross  (Speaker), 

Smith,  (Sir  Frank), 

Snowball, 

Sutherland, 

Vidal, 

Wark.-38. 


The  Bill  was  then  read  the  third  time  and 


THE  CONTINGENT  ACCOUNTS  OF 
THE  SENATE. 

MOTION. 

Hon.  Mr.  McKAY  moved  the  adoption 
of  the  Second  Report  of  the  Standing  Com- 
inittee  on  the  Internal  Economy  and  Con- 
tingent Accounts  of  the  Senate.  He  said  : 
The  recommendations  which  are  made  in 
this  report  are  very  fully  set  forth  with  ex- 
planations and  references.  I  do  not  think 
it  is  worth  while  wasting  the  time  of  the 
House  giving  explanations  further  than  they 
appear  in  the  report. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)— I  wish 
to  call  the  attention  of  the  Internal  Economy 
Committee  to  the  loose  manner  in  which 
things  are  allowed  to  be  conducted  in  the 
corridors  of  this  House.  Strangers  and  boys 
are  allowed  to  pass  through  with  their  hats 
on,  smoking  and  spitting,  and  they  are 
allowed  to  go  into  rooms  unchecked.  Only 
to-day  I  found  a  stranger  in  my  room  look- 
ing through  my  books — a  man  that  I  had 
never  seen  before.  I  find  at  all  hours 
strangers  walking  about  with  hats  on  their 
heads  and  smoking  in  the  corridors.  It 
should  be  stopped. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— I  am  very  glad 
my  hon.  friend  has  mentioned  this  matter,  be- 
cause I  was  going  to  make  a  remark  on  the 
subject  myself.  It  is  certainly  a  great  nuis- 
ance and  should  be  stopped. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Some  steps  should  be 
taken  to  prevent  our  restaurant  being  used 


as  a  common  tap  room.  You  find  u  . 
hours  strangers  going  down  there  iibc!if\-. 
The  Speaker  ought  to  issue  a  postin "-  - 
to  stop  strangers  from  going  to  the  tcsta:^ 
unless  they  are  accompanied  by  a  siaa-'t: 
either  House. 

The  SPEAKER— I  never  heaid  anr . . 
plaint  of  the  kind  before,  but  now,  aiv:  ■ 
remarks  that  have  fallen  from  the  boL  .■•: 
tlemen,  I  shall  be  most  happy  to  comj^j  (.. 
the  wishes  of  the  House. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 
THE  LIBRARY  OF   PARLZAlfDT 

MOTION. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALLAN  moved  the  adopi 
the  second  report  of  the  joint  oonunir."- : 
both  Houses  on  the  library  of  ptriiaE--. 
He  said  : — The  only  matter  of  imponit- 
to  which   I    desire   to   call   the  atteas; 
of    the    House    and     which    requires  •-• 
special   consideration   is    that  part  of  '.. 
report   which    embodies    the  recumn*!- 
tions   of  the  sub-committee  on  exchat* 
The  gist  of  that   report    is   this:  uut<: 
recent    occasions    considerable  sums  *e^ 
spent  on  the  purchase  of  copies  of  cefAi 
works  of  native  literature   for  distribcist 
to   Canadian  universities  and  for  foK^- 
exchange.     La.st  year  a  number  of  cufie- « 
Kingsford's  History  of  Canada,  and  this  w- 
a    number    of    copies   of   other  work  i' 
distribution  or  exchange  were  ordered  t; 
the    result    of  such   purchases  is  tlut  ti- 
funds  at  the  disposal   of  the  librarr  «>*. 
mittee  for  the  purchase  of  new  wort-:- 
very  much  depleted,  and   therefore  the  s' 
committee   thinks   that    the  grant  to  tk- 
library  is  not  large  enough  to  jaitiSrt- 
purchase  of  books  for  the  purpose  of  enac 
aging  native  literature.     They  recomneo; 
therefore,  that  the  books  to  be  purchased  b; 
the    library    committee    shall  be  coni*"- 
simply  to  those  which  are  usekl  for  « 
change,  and  that  hereafter  when  the  p^' 
committee  is  disposed  to  enoour^  w"'' 
literature  they  should  bring  such  works'* 
the  notice  of  the  Government,  in  order  toit 
a  sum  may  be  placed  in  the  estimat*  '* 
the  purchase  of  a  certain  number  of  «F'", 
That  was  the  practice  in  fomwr  /»«« '*'' 
it  was  on  the  recommendation  of  the  c*' 
mittee,  in  fact,  that  the  GovemiDeiit  i^ 
if  they  acted  at  aU.  It  is  merely  going  °*» 
to  the  former  practice.     There  is  w  "^'^ 


Digitized  by 


Google 


[JULY  10,  1895] 


643 


tlie  purchase  of  books  for  the  purpose  of 
coura^ng  native  literature,  if  made  to 
sxfcent,  does  cut  down  the  amount  which 
ioed.  a,t,  the  disposal  of  the  librarian  for 
:>\i.rclia.se  of  new  books  so  much  that  it 
fBculb  iM  keep  the  library  up  to  its  pro- 
^^tandnrd.  Hence  the  recommendation 
le  committee  that  for  the  future  if  it  is 
^iclered  desirable  to  purchase  any  books 
:.Via't  kind  that  instead  of  the  pur- 
se money  coming  out  of  the  library  fund, 
Liould  be  recommended  to  the  Govem- 
it  to  put  a  sum  in  the  estimates  for  the 
chase  of  such  books.  That  is  really  the 
y  recommendation  of  any  importance. 
i  rest  is  merely  the  report  of  the  sub-com- 
:,tee  on  accounts  which  are  all  set  forth 
'e  and  do  not  require  any  comment.  If 
^  Mouse  thinks  that  that  recommendation 
El  wise  one  I  trust  that  the  report  will  be 
opted. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

JDGES  OF    PROVINCIAL   COURTS 
ACT  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

THIRD  BEADING. 

The  House  resolved  itself  into  a  Commit- 
«  of  the  Whole  on  BUI  (127)—"  An  Act 
irther  to  amend  the  Act  respecting  the 
udges  of  Provincial  Courts." 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I 
ntimated  to  the  Senator  for  Ottawa  that  I 
»ould  let  him  know  whether  this  was  an  in- 
crease in  the  salary  paid  to  the  two  judges 
n  Montreal  who  were  generally  known  as 
Magistrates.  There  is  no  increase ;  it  is 
dmply  fixing  the  salaries  which  have  been 
paid  to  them  in  the  past  instead  of  haying 
bo  vote  it  every  year,  making  it  the  same  as 
aU  other  judges  whose  salaries  are  made 
statutory  instead  of  being  subject  to  a  vote 
of  Parliament  whenever  the  estimates  come 
up. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— Is  that  an  in- 
crease in  the  number  of  judges  t 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I 
think  it  is  an  increase  of  one. 

Hon.  Mr.  LOUGHEED— Is  it  intended 

to  be  retroactive  ? 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE    BOWELL— 
You  cannot  appoint  a  man  backwards. 
41J 


Hon.  Mr.  LOUGHEED— Is  it  intended 
to  be  retroactive  in  regard  to  the  salary  for 
the  first  two  years,  $2,000  per  annum  and 
after  that  $2,400  ? 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I 
should  judge  not.  Unless  it  was  made  re- 
troactive by  a  certain  clause  it  could  not  be 
interpreted  in  that  way. 

Hon.  Mr.  MacINNES  (Burlington), 
from  the  committee,  reported  the  bill  with- 
out amendments. 

The  bill  was  then  read  the  third  time 
and  passed. 

COMMERCIAL  TREATIES  BILL. 

IN   COUMITTEE. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL  moved 
that  the  House  resolve  itself  into  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  on  Bill  (126)  "  An  Act 
respecting  Commercial  Treaties  a£Pecting 
Canada."  He  said  :  When  the  House  kindly 
allowed  me  to  take  one  step  yesterday  with 
this  bill  it  was  with  the  understanding  that, 
if  it  was  desired,  a  full  discussion  could  take 
place  on  the  motion  to  go  into  Committee 
of  the  Whole,  or  in  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  by  those  who  desired  to  take  part 
in  the  discussion.  The  lengthened  debate 
which  took  place  on  this  question  last  year, 
when  the  treaty  was  brought  before  the 
House  by  my  hon.  friend  the  Minister  of 
Agriculture,  relieves  me  of  all  necessity  to 
repeat  the  arguments  in  its  favour  or  to  refer 
to  it  at  any  length.  The  papers  have  been 
before  the  House  and  before  the  country  for 
more  than  twelve  months.  It  is  very  well 
understood  that  a  treaty  was  entered  into 
between  Lord  Dufferin,  Her  Majesty's  Pleni- 
potentiary in  Paris,  assisted  by  Sir  Charles 
Tupper,  the  High  Commissioner  for  Canada, 
and  Monsieur  Hanotaux,  on  the  part  of  the 
French  nation.  An  arrangement  was  arrived 
at  by  which  certain  articles  were  to  be  ad- 
mitted at  the  minimum  rate  of  duty  into 
France  in  consideration  of  certain  reductions 
which  were  to  be  made  in  the  tariff  of 
Canada.  It  would  be  only  repeating  what 
has  already  been  said  if  I  were  to  occupy  the 
time  of  the  House  in  referring  to  those  articles 
in  detaiL  This  bill  is  to  bring  the  treaty  Into 
full  operation.  I  may  explain  one  reason  why 
we  have  been  delaying  so  long  in  ratifying 
the  treaty  by  the  Parliament  of  Canada.  It 
was  the  result  of  some  misunderstanding  be- 
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tween  the  Imperial  Grovemment  and  the 
Dominion  of  Canada  as  to  its  actual  meaning 
and  bearing  upon  the  trade  of  the  country. 
The  question  arose  as  to  whether  the  t«rm 
"  third  .powers  "  in  the  treaty  would  apply  to 
thecolonial  possessionsof  the  British  fhnpire; 
and,  if  so,  whether  it  would  deprive  Canada 
of  the  right  to  enter  into  reciprocal  relations 
with  any  other  British  colony  without  ex- 
tending the  same  rights,  privileges  and  ad- 
vantages to  France.  England's  answer  to 
that  query  was  that  it  did  not,  that  it  was 
made  between  Great  Britain  and  France,  and 
that  all  her  possessions  formed  a  part  of  the 
empire  and  that  interprovincial  or  intercolo- 
nial trade  was  not  affected  in  any  way ;  but 
it  was  understood,  and  pledged  on  behalf  of 
Canada  at  the  time  the  treaty  was  entered 
into  between  the  high  contracting  powers, 
that  all  countries  that  bad  treaties  with 
Great  Britain  in  which  there  was  what  is 
known  as  the  favoured-nation  clause,  should 
have  all  the  advantages  which  are  given  to 
France  in  this  treaty  ;  that  is,  those  countries 
having  with  Great  Britain  treaties  which 
contain  the  clause  to  which  I  have  referred 
and  to  which  Canada  and  the  colonies  were 
made  a  party.  I  have  no  doubt  it  is  known 
by  hon.  members  of  this  House  that  Canada 
is  not.  made  a  party  to  treaties  which 
have  been  entered  into  of  late  years 
between  Great  Britain  and  other  por- 
tion of  the  world — unless  she  so  desires 
it.  Treaties  entered  into  between  Great 
Britain  and  a  foreign  power,  before 
being  finally  ratified,  are  referred  to  Canada 
with  the  request  that  Canada  should  inti- 
mate to  Great  Britain  whether  she  desires 
to  become  a  party  to  that  treaty.  In  nearly 
all  the  cases  which  have  come  under  my 
notice,  we  have  decided  not  to  become  a 
party  to  the  treaty.  Sometimes  because  we 
thought  it  would  not  be  in  the  interests  of 
the  country,  and  sometimes  because  we  did 
not  wish  to  be  bound  by  the  provisions  of  a 
treaty  which,  although  it  might  not  injuri- 
ously affect  us  directly,  might  interfere  with 
our  negotiations  with  other  powers  or  with 
any  of  the  colonies ;  but  having  been  bound 
by  the  treaties  between  Great  Britain  and 
Germany,  Belgium,  Austria  and  other  coun- 
tries which  contain  those  favoured- nation 
clauses  and  to  which  Great  Britain  made  us  a 
party,  (that  is  many  y^ars  ago  before  we  took 
exception  to  being  made  parties  to  those 
treaties)  we  consented,  in  the  negotiations 
with  them,  that  they  should  have  whatever 


advantages  were  given  to   France,  ki  ■ 
reason  that  whatever     advantagft  <ir<i| 
Britain  has  in   the  forei^^   market  r- 
which  she  has  such  treaties,  the  colosi"  > 
have  the   same   advantages.     It  w  i- 
urged  by  Great  Britain,  and  it  has  b<>K 
poUcy  for  a  great  many  years,  not  if- 
vent,  if  she  could  help  it^    colonies  eevr.- 
into  treaties  which  affect   the  trade  <s  -.■ 
country,    without  giving  -wrhatevw  id^ii 
ages  might  arise   from    them    to   the  s.-:- 
colonies.      This   was   done    when    iis\. 
sent  a  deputation  a  few  years  a^  to  Can: 
for   the  purpose   of   negotiating   witii  £l 
country  for  the  admission  of  her  suear  r 
lower  rate  of  duty  than   was   chargeo  •.•Jt- 
eoantries  in  consideration  of    the  lo«i^\ 
of  the  duty  upon   certain    artaclee  »L. 
would  be   sent   from    Canada    to  Jau  : 
Great  Britain  intimated  to   that  cx^xy  ' 
once  that  in  any  arrangement  wfatdb  -'.■ 
might   enter   into   with   Canada,  wiiate;-' 
advantages  would  accrue  to  Canada  tbr- 
f rom,  must  be  given  also  to   i  be  sister  -. 
onies  in  any  portion  of  the  world.     Acw:' 
ing  that  policy  on  the  part  of  Great  Bnu::. 
we    consented    to     extend    the    operati-- 
of  this  treaty  to  any  of  the  British  «*.*»■ 
possessions.     The  other  clause   deprires  - 
of  any  right   to   the  advantages  derin'-- 
from  the  treaties  to  which    I   have  allc* 
containing  this   favoured-nation  cbur.  i: 
those  treaties  should  cease  to  exist  or  sb>''.: 
be  denounced  at  any  time,  and  it  also  i.'i'^ 
us  power  to  denounce  this  treaty  tmnKt* 
on  a  year's  notice  whenever    we  think  if  -' 
not  in  the  interest  of  Canada  to  contic:- 
its  operation. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCALLUM — That  i«  ti' 
best  clause  in  the  treaty. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL- 
These  are,  in  as  a  short  and  sacciiKf ' 
manner  as  I  could  put  them,  the  proTiskt' 
of  the  bill  before  the  House. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCALLUM— I  mom; 
against  the  adoption  of  the  treaty  lasi  ^' 
because  I  believed  it  to  be  a  one-«ided  tSx: 
and  opposed  to  the  interests  of  the  peop!«  (■ 
this  country.  In  fact,  I  consider  it.  »•* 
than  any  dther  measure  that  I  ever  liV' 
opposed  to  the  prosperity  of  this  eoaotir 
The  party  that  I  have  been  associated  *it!i 
since  my  youth,  the  great  Conaemtir' 
party,  long  ago  adopted  tiie  natioiuJ  pc^ 
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ring  all  this  time  we  have  told  the 
>ple  tihat  we  should  keep  the  Canadian 
■rkel;  for  Canadians.  We  have  told  them 
bfc  "we  should  collect  the  revenue  necessary 
meet  the  expenditure  of  this  country,  as 
ich  SL3  possible  off  the  luxuries  that  come 
>o  Canada.  What  do  we  find  now  by  this 
saty  ?  We  take  the  duty  off  wine  to  the 
tent  of  30  per  cent,  and  when  we  do  that 
»  must  make  up  the  revenue  in  some  other 
*y.  Therefore  we  must  tax  the  neces- 
ries  of  life  in  order  to  make  up  that  re- 
inue.  That  was  the  grotind  I  took  last 
tar,  because  by  the  adoption  of  this 
eaty,  in  order,  as  some  hon.  gentlemen 
lid  last  year,  to  cultivate  a  taste  for 
rench.  wine  among  our  people,  we  will 
e  destroying  a  very  important  industry  in 
lis  country — the  grape-growing  industry, 
rrape  growing  and  the  manufacture  of  wine 
re  growing  industries.  What  do  we  get  in 
eturn  for  this  treaty,  under  which  we  are 
liliged  to  give  20  other  countries  the  same 
ertua  that  we  have  given  France  1  Be- 
iuced  rates  on  20  articles,  and  one  of  them 
8  eels.  I  call  it  a  wine-and-eels  treaty. 
Fhe  National  Policy  is  gone  altogether  on 
;hat  point,  and  how  can  I  appeal  to  the 
people  of  the  country  on  this  question  t  If 
I  understand  the  treaty,  and  I  think  I  do, 
we  have  got  to  ship  direct  to  France  in 
order  to  get  the  advantage  of  the  minimum 
tariff.  Has  France  got  a  line  to  enable  us 
to  take  advantage  of  the  treaty  t  Ko,  it  is 
a  one-sided  affair.  It  has  been  said  that  the 
treaty  will  not  go  into  operation  unless  we 
have  direct  communication  with  France.  I 
find  the  following  in  the  Mail  and  Umpire, 
the  organ  of  the  Government,  published  the 
21st  March  last  : 

Steps  are  being  taken  by  the  Department  of 
Trade  and  Commerce  to  ascertain  the  terms  on 
which  a  direct  steamship  service  can  be  maintained 
between  Canada  and  France  and  Belgium.  On 
this  side  of  the  Atlantic  the  ports  will  be  Montreal 
and  Quebec  in  summer,  and  Halifax  and  St.  John 
in  winter.  With  such  a  service,  a  great  impetus 
to  our  trade  with  the  countries  named  is  expected. 
Besides  this,  a  direct  line  to  France  is  understood 
to  lie  necessary  before  Canada  can  enjoy  the  full 
wlvantages  of  the  French  treaty.  Tenders  will 
shortly  oe  asked  for  the  service,  and  this  will 
enable  the  government  to  form  a  conclusion  as  to 
its  probable  cost. 

The  hon.  gentleman  who  is  at  the  head  of 
the  government  now  was  for  a  long  time 
Minister  of  Trade  and  Commerce.  Will  he 
be  kind  enough  to  tell  us  what  arrangements 
he  has  made  about  that  steamship  service  t 


Last  session  we  had  an  assurance  that  there 
was  no  necessity  for  direct  commuuicatioo. 
We  have  a  number  of  steamship  lines  sub- 
sidized  now  ;  that  is  all  right,  no  doubt,  and 
in  the  interests  of  the  country,  but  are  we 
going  to  have  another  subsidized '!  The  organ 
of  the  party  says  that  we  are.  I  can  see  no 
reason  why  I  should  change  my  mind  oa 
this  subject.  The  treaty  ties  our  hands  so 
that  we  cannot  negotiate  a  treaty  with  any 
other  power  without  placing  France  on  the 
same  level  with  them.  My  hon.  friend  says 
that  we  have  the  power  of  terminating  the 
treaty  on  one  year's  notice.  I  am  very  glad 
of  it ;  it  is  the  only  clause  in  the  whole 
treaty  that  I  approve  of,  or  that  the  people 
of  this  country  can  approve  of.  The  idea  of 
making  a  treaty  for  the  purpose  of  flooding 
this  country  with  foreign  wine  when  we  can 
make  all  the  wine  that  we  use  ourselves  ! 
The  effect  of  the  treaty  will  be  to  destroy 
a  growing  industry  in  which  large  num- 
bers of  people  are  engaged  to-day. 
When  we  went  before  the  public  we  said 
we  wished  to  encourage  the  industries  of  the 
country.  Are  we  encouraging  them  now ! 
We  are  encouraging  the  industries  of 
France,  There  is  a  good  deal  of  sentiment 
in  this  matter.  It  may  be  a  good  and  noble 
sentiment ;  but  every  Frenchman  in  thi? 
House  and  in  the  other  House  voted  for 
that  treaty.  They  must  have  thought  it 
was  beneficial  to  France,  or  they  would  not 
have  voted  so  unanimously  for  it.  I  voted 
against  this  treaty  last  year,  and  I  shall 
vote  against  it  this  year  if  I  stand  alone  ; 
and,  therefore,  I  move  that  Mr.  Speaker  do 
not  leave  the  chair  to  go  into  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  to-day,  but  that  we  go 
into  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on 
this  bill  this  day  six  months. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— Hon.  gentlemen, 
in  seconding  the  motion  of  my  hon.  friend 
from  Monck,  I  do  not  know  that  I  second 
it  exactly  from  the  same  standpoint  that  he 
takes  in  opposing  the  treaty  now  before  the 
House.  He  opposes  it  on  the  ground  of  the 
National  Policy — that  it  is  a  free  trade  meas- 
ure. In  so  far  as  it  is  a  free  trade  measure 
I  am  thoroughly  in  accord  with  the  princi- 
ples of  the  treaty  ;  but  there  is  an  element 
in  the  treaty  that  I  protested  against  last 
year  and  I  think  it  is  not  inconsistent  with 
the  principles  that  I  argued  for  last  year 
that  I  should  enter  the  same  protest  now 
that  the  treaty  has   come  into  the  House  a 
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second  time.  Why  has  the  treaty  come  in- 
the  House  the  second  time  1  It  is  because 
the  government  in  bringing  down  or  nego- 
tiating the  treaty  last  year  did  not  provide 
for  the  legislation  that  they  are  now  patting 
upon  the  statute-book  in  order  to  make  it 
effectual  so  far  as  our  relations  with  our  sis- 
ter colonies  are  concerned.  I  would  like  to 
drawthe  attention  of  this  honourable  House 
to  the  remarks  I  made  in  discussing  the 
treaty  last  year  so  far  as  the  favoured 
nation  clauses  are  concerned.     I  said  : 

We  have  inost-favoured  nation  treaties  with  the 
following  nations  negotiated  by  Great  Britain  in 
which  we  are  included  :  Argentine  Republic, 
Austria,  Corea  and  Hungary,  Belgium,  Bolivia, 
Chili,  Costa  Rica,  Denmark,  Egypt,  Germany, 
Madagascar,  Mexico,  Montenegro,  Morocco, 
Persia,  Russia,  .Sandwich  Islands,  8iam,  Korway 
and  Sweden,  Tunis,  Uruguay,  Venezuela  and 
Zanzibar.  England  has  favoured-nations  treaties 
with  a  large  number  of  other  nations,  but  Canada 
is  only  included  in  those  I  have  mentioned,  some 
31  in  number.  We  have  entered  into  most-favoured 
nations  treaties  with  the  nations  I  have  mentioned 
here  and  any  concession  that  we  give  to  France 
now  in  our  markets  carries  also  with  it,  of  course, 
the  imposition  or  benefit  of  most-favoured  nation 
treatment  with  all  those  nations. 

I  pointed  that  out  last  year,  and  I  pointed 
out  further  in  my  ri-marks  that  it  would  be 
absolutely  neoessHry  before  this  treaty  went 
into  force  that  legislation  should  be  put  upon 
the  statute-book  in  order  to  put  Australia 
and  the  rest  of  the  British  possessions  on  the 
same  equality  or  footing  in  the  Canadian 
markets  as  we  were  according  to  the  foreign 
nations  I  have  mentioned  ;  and  I  will  just 
read  my  remarks  upon  that  occasion  : 

Mr.  Foster,  in  the  House  of  Commons,  has  told 
us  that  under  the  niost  favoured  nations  treatment 
all  the  nations  in  Europe  with  whom  we  have 
most  favoured  nation  treaties  will  be  included ; 
and  notwithstanding  a  conference  we  held  here  the 
other  day,  for  the  purpose  of  negotiating  with  our 
sister  colonies  for  better  treatment,  if  this  treaty 
were  carried  out,  and  no  legislation  enacted,  France 
would  be  sending  her  wines  in  here  at  .)0  per  cent 
less  tariff  than  our  sister  colonies  would  be  allowed 
to  send  in  from  the  Cape  of  Good  Hope  and 
Australia. 

Hon.  Mr.  ANGERS— Oh,  no,  it  does  not  affect 
them  at  all. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— I  beg  pardon,  at  the 
present  moment  you  have  to  enact  legislation  which 
will  enable  Australia  to  send  their  wine  in  at  the 
same  rate  as  France  now  obtains  in  this  treaty. 

I  simply  point  this  out  in  order  to  justify 
the  lengthened  remarks  that  I  made  upon 
the  introduction  of  the  treaty  last  year. 
Hon.  gentlemen  in  this  House  do  not  agree 


with  me  always  in  the  views  that  I  adrsi 
but  at  the  same  time  I  hope  ban.  gecA 
will  give  me  credit  for  having  hid  te  :■  - 
sight  to  point  this  difficulty  out  am  r 
probaLly  the  fact  that   having  piiniK: 
difficulty  out  it  caused    the  govemB» 
delay  the  passage  of  the  treaty  until ':'. 
acted  fairly  and  honourably  towarv  -. 
rest  of  the  British  possessions.     At  laj  --. 
whatever  the  motive  was,  I  hare  psr- 
the  facts  as  contained   In    my   reoiait-  -■ 
year,  which  this  legislation  is  now  ;ns:r,  . 
Now,  there  is  another  position  that  1  ti'-, . 
regard   to   the  treaty,     and     I  think  '_ 
it  is  necessary    that    I  should    enter  ' 
same    protest    that    I    entered   last  '- 
in     regard     to     it.       We     have;     i> 
pointed     out,      negotiated     a    comnw- 
treaty  with  a  large  foreign  nation  it .. 
own  behalf  for  the  first  time,  exclusivrtT:- 
the  benefit  of  Canadian  interests.    I  [>r.' 
out  then  that  the  negotiation  had  takr. 
form  which  I  thought  was  injuriotis  V)  i-i 
ada,  that   it  was  a  very  bad  precedet:  ' 
us  to  put    upon   the   statute-book  a  t:*." 
that      contatJiLS     the      principle  of   it 
favoured     nation    treatment    which    ti- 
treaty     contains,     that     we     shouU   -' 
establish  a  precedent,  but  refer  it  hift ; 
the   purpose   of  putting   it  on  what  1  .• 
equitable  grounds.    Now  what  is  thef* :'»" 
that  this  treaty  puts  us  in  1    We  have  a  • 
favoured-nation   treaty  with  France  ir ' 
twenty  articles  mentioned  in  the  treaty.  '■ 
only   in  the   twenty  articles  mentionw  : 
the  treaty  have  we  a  right  to  enter  ua--' 
the  minimum  tariff  that  is  conceded  to  otV' 
nations.     But  France  has  the  right  to  «■'■'' 
Canada  upon  the  lowest  tariff  that  wf  i'' 
give  to   any   nation  in  all  our  cominP'' 
We  exchange  the  whole  of  Canadian  «■■: 
merce  under  most  favoured-nation  treatm-- 
merely  for  the   benefit  of  most  Uyour^' 
nation  treatment  in  twenty  articles  il»i  -" 
into  France  from    Canada.    I  think  b'"- 
gentlemen    that    that    is    an   unwise  f^- 
cedent   for    us    to   establish  in  the  n«- 
tiation     of     treaties.       I     atn   io  '»"'■-' 
of  the  treaty.     I  am  in  favour  of  haMt: 
treaties  with  France  and  forei^  Datioi^ 
believe  that  the  more  extended  that  you  ck 
make  your  commerce  the  more  competitK' 
you  can  invite  into  your  own  country.  (* 
better  position  you  are  going  to  ?!«*<*■ 
population  in,  the  better  articles  tber"- 
have  in  consequence  of  that  compewi'ii 
the   lower  prices  they  will  h»«  in  c"""^ 
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ence    of  that  competition,  and  in  conse- 
.ence  of  that  lower  price  they  enjoy,  they 
ill    be    a.ble  to  supply  themselves  with  a 
'e&t.er       number     of    the    necessaries  and 
>ra£or'ts    of   life   than   they   would  by  en- 
incing      the     prices    through     monopoly 
id        restriction      under      protection.       I 
elcome    treaties  of  this  kind,  but  when 
:ie  trea-ties  are  passed  I  say  they  should  be 
assed    on  an  equitable   basis  as  between 
.a,tions.      As  I  stated  last  year  the  purchas- 
i\g  pov^er  of   Canada   is  only   equal   to  its 
elling  power ;    that   we  could  not  sell  more 
o  France  even  if  there  are  40,000,000  people 
n  that  market  than  the  selling  power  of  the 
>,OOO,OO0  people  in  Canada,  to  whose  market 
Danada   is  to  have  access,  and  you  could 
not  buy  more  from  France  in  the  same  way, 
and     -we    should    enjoy    from  France    the 
Bame  favoured  nation  treatment  of  all  the 
articles   we   produce  for  foreign   export  if 
•we  give  to  France  in  all  of  the  articles  they 
produce  for  export.  I  see  by  the  papers  that 
France  has  negotiated  a  treaty  with  Switzer- 
land, by  which  she  is  giving  the  minimum 
tariff  to  Switzerland  in  several  articles.    We 
are   not  going  to  enjoy  the  benefit  of  the 
minimum  tariff  or  the  most  favoured-nations 
trejitment  that  has  been  accorded  to  Switzer- 
land.     I  see  that  one  of  the   articles    men- 
tioned   in   the    treaty  with  Switzerland   is 
cheese.     We  are    not    going    to  have  the 
benefit    of   sending  Canadian    cheese    into 
France   in    competition     with    Switzerland 
under  the  minimum  tarifi".     If  we  had  nego- 
tiated a  treaty  in  the  way  I  have  mentioned 
namely,  equality  of  commerce,  we  would  be 
able  to  send  our   cheese  into  France  under 
the     minimum    tariff,     and    there    would 
have    been    so  much  more    advantage    to 
be   gained     under     most     favoured-nations 
treatment  by  the  people  of  Canada  and  the 
treaty  would  have  possessed  so  much  more 
value.  For  that  reason  I  say  that  in  order  to  be 
consiftent  in  the  position  I  took  last  year  I 
must  enter  my  protest  once  more  against  the 
negotiation  of  a  treaty  on  that  basis.     Not 
that  I  am  at  all  hostile  to  the  treaty  on 
the  same  grounds  as  my  hon.   friend.     I  do 
not  fear  at  all  the  entering  into  Canada  of 
light  wines  at  the  25  per  cent  duty,  because 
that  is  quite   sufficient  protection  for   the 
growth  of  our  wines  in  Canada.     The  taste 
for  light  wines  is   a   healthy  taste  as  cojn- 
pared  with  the  taste  for  spirits,  a's  compared 
with  the   taste  for  stronger  liquor,  and  in 
that  way  I  say  this  treaty  is  likely  to  pro- 


duce a  beneficial  effect.  I  should  like  to 
see  the  duty  on  excise  on  spirits  raised 
and  a  taste  for  light  wines  cultivated.  We 
can  increase  immensely  the  production  of 
light  wine  greatly  to  the  health  of  the  com- 
munity and  the  profit  of  the  country,  and 
for  that  reason  I  do  not  take  the  same  ob- 
jection, but  in  seconding  the  motion  my 
protest  is  confined  to  that  particular  phrase 
of  the  treaty  in  so  far  as  our  obtaining  only 
most  favoured  nation  treatment  in  regard 
to  the  twenty  articles  mentioned  in  the 
treaty,  whilst  giving  most  favoured  nation 
treatment  to  France  in  the  whole  of  Cana- 
dian commerce. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— I  cannot  under- 
stand my  hon.  friend's  argument,  coming 
from  a  free  trader.  His  principle  is  this  : 
that  our  prosperity  depends  on  the  industry, 
the  products  of  other  countries.  This  doctrine 
of  unrestricted  free  trade  he  has  propounded 
in  sundry  ways  and  atdivers  times  and  plttces, 
that  we  should  pursue  a  policy  which  would 
leave  our  market  open  to  the  whole  world  ; 
every  person  could  come  in  here  and  have 
control  of  our  market  without  any  duties  at 
all.  He  would  give  everything  away,  and 
now  turns  round  and  says  in  effect  that  our 
lariff  should  not  be  lowered  unless  in  return 
for  some  substantial  privilege  granted 
by  France,  that  we  do  not  get  an  equiva- 
lent for  this  treaty  with  France,  that  we 
should  not  throw  our  markets  open  at  all 
if  we  do  not  get  an  equivalent — that  we 
are  giving  a  great  deal  away  and  getting 
nothing  in  return.  I  cannot  understand  the 
hon.  gentleman's  idea  of  consistency.  We 
are  not  responsible  for  the  treaties  with 
Germany  and  Belgium  and  other  countries, 
although  I  know  that  in  the  maritime  pro- 
vinces we  have  gained  from  the  favoured- 
nations  clauses.  When  the  Spanish  West 
Indies  made  a  treaty  with  Norway  to  admit 
Norwegian  fish  at  a  lower  rate  of  duty  than 
was  imposed  on  the  fish  of  other  countries, 
we  immediately  claimed,  under  the  treaty 
that  England  had  negotiated  with  Spain, 
that  we  had  a  right  to  the  same  advantages 
and  our  claim  wm  granted.  We  get  benefit 
sometimes  from  this  favoured-nations  clause 
which  England  has  in  her  treaties 
with  other  countries.  I  am  not  going 
into  the  details  of  the  treaty  now.  It 
was  fully  debated  by  us  last  Session.  I 
believe  is  will  be  a  benefit  to  us.  I  can 
understand  the  argument  of  ray  hon.  friend 
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from  Monck,  who  believes  as  I  do  that  the 
prosperity  of  Canada  depends  on  the  industry 
of  its  people — that  our  first  duty  is  in  foeter- 
ing  the  industries  of  the  country  ;  but  it  is 
80  singular  to  find  an  extreme  free  trader 
as  the  hon.  member  for  Marquette  second- 
ing his  motion.  I  wonder  that  they  can 
work  together.  They  are  as  far  as  the 
poles  asunder  in  their  views  on  the  tari£f 
question,  yet  they  combine  to  defeat  this 
measure.  I  believe  this  treaty  is  in  the 
right  direction,  that  it  is  carrying  out  our 
trade  policy,  in  extending  our  foreign  mar- 
kets when  to  our  interest  and  that  the  country 
will  benefit  by  it.  The  articles  that  we  admit 
at  a  reduced  duty  are  nuts,  prunes,  castile 
soap  and  wine. 

Very  few  other  countries  produce  those 
articles,  or  send  to  us  to  an  extent  to  affect 
our  markets.  The  customs  returns  do  not 
show  that  we  are  deluged  with  wines,  fruit, 
nuts  or  castile  soaps  from  other  countries, 
and  we  need  not  fear  that  by  opening  up 
this  trade  with  France  we  will  be  giving 
advantages  to  other  countries  to  our  own 
disadvantage.  Perhaps  my  hon.  friend 
from  Shell  River  is  going  back  to  his 
early  convictions,  his  first  love,  to  the  policy 
of  protection  ;  certainly  he  argues  that  when 
we  ;|ive  away  anything  we  should  get  some- 
thing in  return.  I  am  glad  that  he  is  going 
back  to  his  early  principles  and  there  is 
reason  to  hope  that  before  long  we  shall  find 
him  supporting  the  government  This  treaty 
does  not  stand  in  the  way  of  future  trade  rela- 
tions with  the  United  States  or  other  coun- 
tries. We  can  give  England  twelve  months' 
notice  of  abrogation.  But  I  must  repeat 
that  I  am  at  a  loss  to  conceive  how  those 
of  our  opponents  who  have  adopted  a  policy 
of  free  trade  as  they  have  it  in  England, 
object  to  this  treaty  which  is  designed  to 
make  trade  freer. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— The  principle  of 
free  trade  is  to  tax  luxuries  of  this  kind. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— When  this  treaty  was 
first  being  negotiated  in  February  and 
March,  1893,  the  general  belief  in  Parlia- 
ment was  that  we  were  negotiating  a  treaty 
strictly  with  France  and  not  with  a  dozen 
or  two  dozen  other  countries,  and  even  then 
the  treaty  was  not  received  with  very  great 
favour  that  year.  The  Finance  Minister  in 
1893,  speaking  for  the  government,  said : — 

Parliament  will  not  be  asked  to  ratify  the  treaty 
this  year.     I  think  it  is  also  well  to  state  that  one 


of  the  chief  points  which  the  govenuDcnt  kiii 
keep  in  view,   is  with  respect  to  the  fv-'-^r- - 
nations  clause.      Whatever    may    have  V*e 
understanding  with  respect  to  all  the  ocher  ^- 
of  the   treaty,   as  to  articles    which  v«k  :    ■ 
allowed  to  come  in,  it  is  perfectly  true  thaiM 
telegram  of  the  I2th  January  ■we  aseentci  u.  ■ 
clauses,  whether  we  fully  understand  tiMB  .• 
or  not,  and  are  responsible  for    them.     Be:  t 
respect  to   the  extensions  of  the  most  fav..-.-p.- 
uation  treatment,  that  was  never  cont«iiipL>> 
the  government,    that  was   not    inclndn:  s  ' 
instructions,  and,  so  far  as  that  is   coDcenn-i  <  - 
entirely  beyond  the  wish  of  the  govemmcB- 

Tn  discussing  the  treaty  that  year  we  »-^ 
under  the  impression  that  it  woiald  onir 
volve  favoured  natioits  clauses  with  B«kiu. 
and  with  Austria-Hungary.  As  the  I  - 
gentleman  from  Shell  River  has  cieerc-. 
when  the  matter  was  discussed  last  year : 
was  somewhat  broadened  by  a  belief  '!' 
there  were  other  nations  which  would  bete 
titled  to  come  in  under  the  favoured  nar  ».• 
clause,  but  it  was  never  thought  for  a  t- 
ment  that  it  would  be  so  universal  T-- 
present  bill  is  the  outcome,  I  suppose,  c<f  "■ 
insistance  of  the  British  GovemmeDt  tha: ' 
should  be  put  in  the  form  of  a  statute,  i. 
order  that  we  should  not  repudiate  the  agt^ 
ment.  I  have  the  impression  that  the  p-- 
ernment,  through  the  Finance  Minister./*; 
stated  when  it  became  generally  knowL  ut 
so  many  other  countries  were  going  to  ft: 
ticipate  in  this  treaty,  that  we  were  to  (A". 
no  discrimination  against  any  other  coanuy. 
The  United  States  were  particularly  aUuit>. 
to.  Canada  is  not  included  in  the  farocni. 
nations  clause  in  the  treaty  between  Ei^'- 
land  and  the  United  States.  BefereiKv«>! 
made  particularly  to  the  United  States,  it- 
my  impression  is  that  it  was  then  said  tbi 
the  policy  of  the  government  would  be.  w 
far  as  those  particular  articles  vcr 
concerned,  not  to  discriminate  against  uj 
country.  However,  I  may  be  in  emf 
on  that.  Now,  I  think  we  have  my 
properly  included  all  the  colonies.  The  sen- 
timent that  the  Canadian  people  hav?  ev 
pressed  through  their  representatives  it 
Parliament  has  been  decidedly  in  £a^our  'i 
having  control  of  trade  arrangements  vitli 
other  countries  ourselves,  and  many  memhen 
have  tiiken  a  prominent  position  in  discu.<«- 
ing  the  question  from  that  point  of  view  in 
years  past,  more  particularly  Mr.  filalii'. 
when  he  occupied  a  seat  in  Parliament.  U<^ 
was  very  strongly  of  the  opinion  that  « 
should  take  a  decided  stand  on  this  subject 
and  should  have  control  of  our  own  treaties. 
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1891,  -the  present  government  felt  so 
>ngly  on  thin  subject,  that  a  petition  was 
»p1>ed.  by  Parliament, — I  believe  by  unan- 
>us  consent, — calling  the  attention  of  the 
periail  Gk>vernment  to  Canada's  position, 
1  to  t>he  manner  in  which  Canadian  inter- 
s  'would  be  severely  prejudiced  in  the 
snt  of  our  making  treaties  of  reciprocity 
bh  any  other  country  by  reason  of  this 
i-ou  red-nations  clause.  In  the  Senate  Jour- 
Is  of  1891  I  find  the  following  : 

Vour  Tnemorialists  desire,  in  the  first  place,  to 
%w  attention  to  certain  stipulations  in  the  exist- 
i  treaties  with  lielgium  and  with  the  German 
iWverein,  ordinarily  referred  to  as  the  "most 
roured-nution "  clauses,  which  are  extended  to 
lier  countries  whose  commercial  treaties  with 
reat  Hritain  contain  a  "most  favoured-nation" 
iiise,  and  which  apply  to  British  colonies. 

t.  that  time  we  did  not  thoroughly  realize 
1  the  countries  that  would  be  entitled  to 
'ade  -with  Canada  under  the  favoured-nation 
lause,  because  of  recent  years  we  have  not 
sen  included  in  such  treaties.  In  the  earlier 
ears  all  the  colonies  were  included.  I  have 
ere  the  imperial  return  of  the  different 
ountries  which  have  the  most  favoured 
lation  clause  with  Great  Britain,  and  I 
lotice  all  the  earliest  treaties — say  before 
l860 — ^included  the  colonies.  Since  con- 
'ederation,  perhaps  a  year  or  two  before  it, 
;ertain  colonies  were  exempted.  I  think  the 
ion.  gentleman  from  Shell  River  is  in  error 
when  he  mentioned  the  number  that  he  did. 
I  do  not  think  the  number  is  as  large  as  he 
said,  because,  according  to  my  notes,  a  num- 
ber of  the  countries  which  he  mentioned  are 
not  entitled  to  come  in,  as  the  treaties  were 
made  with  them  subsequently  to  the  time 
when  Canada  made  a  stand,  and  was  speci- 
ally excluded.  However,  I  think  the  num- 
ber is  thirteen  or  fourteen  altogether  that 
would  come  in,  exclusive  of  the  British 
colonies.  This  petition  to  the  Parliament 
of  Canada  referred  only  to  those  treaties 
with  Belgium  and  the  German  ZoUverein. 
It  says : 

Your  memorialists  earnestly  desire  to  foster  and 
extend  the  trade  of  the  Dominion  with  the  empire, 
and  its  great  neighbour,  the  United  States,  and 
with  other  countries  throughout  the  world,  where- 
ever  opportunity  offers ;  and  believe  that  by 
mutual  concessions,  and  the  adoption  of  measures 
for  the  rearrangement  of  trade  relations  between 
the  various  portions  of  the  British  empire,  and 
between  the  empire  and  foreign  nations,  important 
and  lasting  beneficial  results  may  be  obtained,  and 
that  to  the  way  of  the  attainment  of  these  great 
objects,  the  continuation  of  the  restrictions  im- 
posed upon  Canada  and   other  portions   of   the 


empire  by  the  so-called  favoured-natiama  clause 
creates  an  unnecessery  and  unjustifiable  obstruc- 
tion. 

We  asked,  so  far  as  Canada  is  concerned, 
that  Her  Majesty's  government  would  de- 
nounce those  several  treaties  in  order  to  free 
Canada  from  the  effect  of  that  clause.  That 
was  the  universal  opinion  of  Parliament,  that 
that  should  be  done  before  we  entered  into 
any  treaty.  At  the  time  we  entered  into 
this  treaty  with  France,  it  was  not  supposed 
that  the  favoured-nations  clause  applied  so 
generally  as  it  does  to-day.  The  consequence 
is  that  Canada  will  be  placed  at  a  disadvan- 
tage. I  am  not  prepared  to  say  that  if  we 
made  a  treaty  of  reciprocity  with  another 
country  we  should  be  obliged  to  give  to 
France  and  all  other  countries  having  the 
favoured-nations  clause  equal  privileges  in 
our  markets.  That,  I  believe,  is  a  debatable 
points  I  believe  it  has  been  held  by  some 
authorities  that  if  a  reciprocity  treaty  is 
made  it  does  not  necessarily  follow  that 
countries  having  a  treaty  containing  the 
favoured-nations  clause  would  be  entitled  to 
come  in  and  share  the  advantages  derivable 
by  the  country  with  which  the  reciprocity 
treaty  was  made.  In  other  words,  if  we 
made  a  reciprocity  treaty  with  the  United 
States,  it  is  debatable  whether  France  could 
come  in  and  claim  the  advantages,  although 
a  clause  in  this  treaty  is  very  strong  and 
would  embarrass  us  seriously.     It  says  : 

Any  commercial  advantages  granted  by  Canada 
to  any  third  power,  especially  in  tariff  matters, 
shall  be  enjoyed  fully  by  France,  Algeria  and  the 
French  colonies. 

I  think  it  is  almost  beyond  doubt  that 
France  would  be  entitled,  if  we  made  a  re- 
ciprocity treaty  with  another  country,  to 
come  in  and  share  all  the  advantages.  That 
was  never  contemplated,  and  I  think  if  it  is 
not  too  late  we  should  specially  exempt  from 
the  operation  of  the  treaty  with  France  any 
negotiations  we  might  make  to  obtain 
reciprocal  relations  with  another  country. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)— We 
cannot  touch  the  treaty  now. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— We  cannot  alter  the 
treaty.  We  have  confirmed  it  by  Act  of  Par- 
liament, which  I  suppose  is  not  in  force  un- 
til the  treaty  is  effected,  but  hon.  gentlemen 
will  see  that  it  opens  the  way  to  very  serious 
embarrassment,  and  that  we  have  drifted 
into  a  position  which  may  affect  us  very 
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seriously  in  the  future.  If  this  paragraph 
can  be  construed  that  in  the  event  of  our 
entering  into  a  reciprocity  treaty  with 
another  country,  under  this  clause  France 
could  come  in  and  claim  similar  advantages, 
it  would  affect  our  revenue  very  seriously. 
We  get  no  quid  pro  quo,  because  our  privi- 
leges in  France  are  limited  to  a  very  few 
articles  and  to  the  minimum  tariff  whatever 
that  may  be. 

Hon.  Mr.  POIRIER— Even  without  that 
I  think  France  could  come  in. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— So  much  the  worse. 
If  we  had  a  treaty  with  France  that  was  a 
fair  and  equitable  treaty,  and  did  not  neces- 
sarily affect  our  relations  with  other  coun- 
tries, we  would  know  where  we  were,  but 
we  are  at  sea  now :  we  do  not  know  where 
this  treaty  is  going  to  end.  It  may  affect 
very  seriously  the  revenue  of  this  country. 
France  gives  us  no  corresponding  advan- 
tages. No  one  can  pretend  to  say  that  our 
sending  articles  to  France  under  the  mini- 
mum tariff  will  compensate  us  for  throw- 
ing open  our  markets  to  the  articles 
named  here  exported  from  France.  I  re- 
gard the  treaty  as  entirely  one-sided,  and 
one  which  in  1893  we  never  would  have 
thought  of  accepting,  because  the  whole 
spirit  of  the  debate  in  1893  was  against  any 
such  proposition.  It  was  only  on  the  as- 
sumption that  the  fa  voured-n  tionsclause  was 
not  to  apply  so  largely  that  it  was  accepted. 
Great  Britain  has  taken  a  positive  stand 
on  the  subject  and  says  you  must  pass  an 
Act  of  Parliament  because  we  cannot  rely 
upon  Orders  in  Council  for  your  observance  of 
the  treaties  that  we  have  made  with  those 
countries.  Great  Britain  is  exceedingly 
sensitive  with  regard  to  treaties 
and  very  properly  so,  because  she 
is  regarded  as  the  most  honourable  of 
the  nations  of  the  world,  and  therefore  she 
does  not  wish  to  be  placed  in  any  false  posi- 
tion by  leaving  this  an  open  question  in  Can- 
ada, and  80  the  British  oiUcials  have  insist- 
ed on  our  having  this  bill  passed.  As  the 
hon.  gentleman  from  Monck  says,  it  will  de- 
stroy the  wine  industrjr  of  Canada.  Many 
of  the  countries  that  I  have  namexl  are  large 
producers  of  wine,  more  particularly  the 
Argentine  Republic,  Australia  and  Hungary, 
and  therefore  in  a  measure  it  does  destroy 
the  Canadian  industry  of  wine  growing.  We 
all  know  there  was  a  strong  protest  on  that 


ground  from  that  industry,  uid  one  cc: 
think  out  to  have  received  more  attaiti..i  r 
Parliament.  I  presume  the  matter  br: 
so  far  now  that  it  is  beyond  recall  >r.; 
unfortunate  that  we  should  havedrifiK  . 
that  position,  because  at  the  time  tbt  t-. 
woB  first  discussed,  the  public  seotic-x' 
Canada  was  decidedly  against  it  if  it  ki 
ed  the  consequences  that  we  now  fed  l. 
follow  on  its  adoption. 

Hon.  Mr.  SNOWBAXL— I  ha«  i: 
times  taken  a  deep  interest  in  this  <':  - 
Coming    from    the    maritime  proviLc- 
naturally  look  upon  it  in  a  different  lifb'.~ 
that  in  which  it  is  viewed  by  th«  wr. 
of  the  members  of  this  House  oomin;:" 
the  west.     Before  proceeding  farth<^. .  = 
ever,  I  think  an  apology  is  due  to  a  j-. 
portion  of  this  House  for  some  remaii^  _ 
have  been  made  here.     While  not  a  lyi 
man    myself,    I    am    a     reprMcntaiiTr 
France,     and     I,     therefore,    resen:  n 
thing    that    may  be   derogatorr  to  '^ 
The  hon.  gentleman  from   Monck  saki  '^ 
this     treaty     was    altogether    f»vi!L'.i 
to  France,  and  he  undertook  to  pro-'  - 
assertion  by  saying  that  every  French  i-- 
ber  of  both  Houses  voted  for  it,  «»!  - 
did  so  because  they  thought  that  F.t 
was  most  benefited. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCALLUM— I  said  it  vi- 
matter  of  sentiment  a  good  deal  vitd  "■ 
French  members,  because  they  all  vot«dii."- 

Hon.  Mr.  SNOWBALL— I  a«ep«  - 
apology. 

Hon.   Mr.    McCALLUM— There  k 
apology  about  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  SNOWBALL— He  intimi:- 
that  a  large  portion  of  this  Hous»-  *'' 
French  before  being  Canadians  or  Brit> 
The  hon.  gentleman  from  Monck  «lsos<*'' 
to  think  that  there  is  no  communira'' 
between  this  country  and  Fnnce,ia'i"^ 
without  a  steamboat  subsidy  and  »  '"*■  '■ 
steamers  nothing  could  be  done.  Hi'  :i 
agines  there  is  nothing  more  balky  lii^ 
eels  and  cheese  to  send  to  that  coantrj-  - 
he  would  take  a  trip  to  the  lower  proucf; 
he  would  see  that  there  is  a  very  larg*  w* 
carried  on  between  Canada  and  Fr»m*  •' 
few  years  ago  a  trade  was  being  *orkw  's 
between  the  maritime  provinces  and  Frw 
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lave  no  doubt  there  was  also  a  large  export 
>m  Quebec  of  timber  and  wood,  of  which 
cncw   nothing,  because  I  do  not  keep  a 
sord    of    the  Quebec    exports,  but  I   do 
ep  a    record  of   the   exports   from   Nova 
otia      and   New   Brunswick,   and    I   can 
eak       -with      some     accuracy     in     refer- 
ice      to      it.      A     few     years      ago      we 
id     succeeded    in    building    up    a    trade 
ith  France  by  which  France  took  14  per 
int  of    all  the  exports   of  wood  from   the 
•wer    provinces,  and  I  believe  it  was  much 
irger    as    the  returns  I   have   from   Nova 
cutia    do    not    give   me  the    destination 
f    all    the  shipments,  but  I  am  speaking 
'ithin   bounds  when  I  say  that  the  export 
rsLH  14  per  cent,  but  since  the   differential 
reaty,     our    trade    dropped    down    to    4 
ler  cent.     There  has  been  an  effort  made  to 
;et  our  exports  to  France  put  on  the  same 
ooting  as  the  exports  from  the  most  favoured 
lations.     This   treaty  has  been  under  con- 
lideration  for  years  and  if  we  were   going 
K>  make  any  alteration  to  it  we  should  have 
done  so  before.     It  has  already  been  agreed 
to  by  the  French  Chambers  and  Great  Bri- 
tain, and  if  we  make  any  change  now  two 
years     may     be     again     wasted.      French 
merchants    have    been     given     to     under- 
stand    that     there    is    no    doubt    in    the 
world     but    that     the     treaty     will      be 
ratified.  The  circumstances  surrounding  the 
negotiations   have   justified    it.     ^o   far  as 
Canada  is  concerned  it  was  ratified  last  ses- 
sion,   and   that   was    represented     to    the 
French  buyers.     I  tell  my  hon.  friend  from 
Monck  that  although  I  am  one  of  the  small 
exporters,  I  have  alread}'   sent  this  year  to 
France  194,142   francs   worth   of   property 
carried  by  four  ships,  one  steamship  and  the 
others  sailing  vessels.     If  you  want  to  get 
more  direct  communication  with  France  you 
can  go  down  to  the   port   of   Chatham  and 
there  you   will   find    a   direct   trade  every 
week.     If  you  want  to  send   over  anything 
I  can  get  it  exported  for  you  to  a  French 
port. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCALLUM— When  I  spoke 
of  a  direct  trade  with  France  I  said  we  could 
not  take  advantage  of  the  Treaty  without 
subsidizing  a  Une  of  steamers  to  France.  I 
know  the  hon.  gentleman  can  send  lumber 
direct,  but  I  understand  that  we  cannot 
break  bulk,  but  must  ship  direct.  We  can- 
not take  advantage  of  the  treaty  without 
subsidizing  a  line   of  steamers  to   go  there. 


and  I  object  to  the  expense  of  giving  a  sub- 
sidy to  a  line  of  steamers  because  we  are 
carrying  all  the  indebtedness  now  that  we 
ought. 

Hon.  Mr.  SNOWBALL— We  have  no 
regular  line  of  steamers,  but  we  have  steam- 
ers plying  between  the  lower  province  ports 
and  France  without  any  subsidy  from  the 
government.  We  are  maintaining  a  direct 
trade  with  that  country  without  any  subsi- 
dies. 

Hon.  Sir.  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
What  steamers  are  they  t 

Hoa  Mr.  SNOWBALL— I  cannot  tell 
you — tramp  steamers  you  may  call  them. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Ocean  tramps. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I 
was  not  aware  of  any  line. 

Hon.  Mr.  SNOWBALL— There  is  no  regu- 
lar line.  When  my  own  trade  has  exceeded 
in  two  months  this  season,  over  §40,000 
there  must  be  a  considerable  trade  with 
that  country.  Now  if  the  people  of  France 
had  not  distinctly  understood  that  they 
were  going  to  get  their  goods  in  this  season 
under  the  lowest  tariff,  I  am  positive  they 
would  not  have  bought,  and  it  was  only 
with  that  distinct  belief  on  their  part  that 
they  did  purchase,  and  it  would  be  doing  a 
great  injury  to  them  not  to  ratify  the  treaty 
as  it  now  stands.  If  we  were  going  to 
repudiate  the  treaty  we  should  have  done 
it  long  ago.  I  hope  the  House  will  see  fit 
to  ratify  the  treaty  in  its  present  form,  and 
give  us  some  little  advantage  in  our  exports. 
Canada  does  not  supply  Great  Britain  with 
20  per  cent  of  the  wood  she  consumes,  and 
the  trade  is  not  as  great  as  people  imagine. 
Norway  and  Sweden  supply  her  with 
over  30  per  cent  and  we  supply  under 
20  per  cent.  The  United  States  come 
next  with  about  20  per  cent  and  Germany 
and  other  countries  also  supply  large  quanti- 
ties. I  repeat  the  whole  of  the  provinces 
of  the  Dominion  of  Canada  do  not  send 
j  to  Great  Britain  more  than  20  per  cent 
of  the  wood  import  of  that  country.  Our 
trade  is  hampered ;  it  is  bearing  a  large 
portion  of  the  tax  of  this  country.  There 
are  other  trades  besides  the  trade  in  wood 
which  will  derive  great  advantages  from  that 
treaty  by  closer  trade  relations,  and  we 
should  be  allowed  to  send  our  wood  into  a 
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country  that  is  a  free  bayer  of  what  we  pro- 
duce in  this  country.  I  hope  the  treaty  will 
be  quickly  ratified  so  that  the  owners  oJE  the 
cargoes  which  left  our  ports  a  few  days  since 
may  get  the  benefit  of  the  minimum  tariff. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER — T  propose  to  vote 
for  the  motion  of  the  hon.  member  from 
Monck.  We  have  ratified  the  French  treaty 
already.  I  think  that  we  made  a  mistake 
in  doing  so,  and  I  think  we  shall  make  a 
still  further  mistake  in  passing  this  bill, 
which  purports  to  extend  to  a  number 
of  other  countries  the  advantages  that 
the  Act  of  last  year  gave  to  France. 
There  is  another  point  to  which  suffi- 
cient attention  has  not  been  called.  I 
did  not  hear  the  hon.  the  first  minister 
make  any  reference  to  it  at  all  in  discussing 
the  matter.  It  is  this :  that  those  other 
countries  are  in  a  totally  different  position 
from  France,  because  France  offers  us  an 
equivalent.  Some  of  us  think  that  what 
was  offered  by  France  was  not  a  full  and 
satisfactory  equivalent  for  what  we  gave, 
but  France  did  give  us  something  in  return. 
Now  we  propose  to  confer  upon  the  Austra- 
lian colonies,  upon  Germany,  upon  Belgium 
and  upon  Austria-Hungary  the  same  advant- 
ages which  we  gave  last  year  to  France, 
while  these  countries  give  us  nothing  at  all. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— They  give  us  a 
larger  return  than  France.  France  gives 
us  favoured-nation  treatment  in  twenty 
article,  and  those  countries  give  us  favoured- 
nation  treatment  in  all  our  commerce. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  understood  the 
hon.  member  from  Shell  River,  or  the  hon. 
member  from  Ottawa,  to  say  that  in  treaties 
of  recent  date  Canada  was  not  included.  Do 
I  understand  that  Canada  is  included  in  the 
treaty  with  Austria-Hungary? 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— Certainly  she  is. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— And  under  that 
treaty  we  are  entitled  to  the  same  treatment) 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— Yes,  certainly,  in 
all  our  commerce. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— We  are  entitled  to 
that  now  without  the  passage  of  the  bill.  I 
a.m  substantially  right ;  for  the  concessions 
we«  make  in  this  bill  we  get  nothing  in  return. 
If  -rtife  have  made  the  concession,  then  this  bill 
is  no\('  necesstxry  ;  if  we  have  not  made  the 


concession,  we  ought  not  to  pass  tie  L 
because  we  are  giving  aomething  av» 
getting  nothing  in  retam.  I  think  it  i  ■ 
be  regretted  that  while  the  pi^ej  d  ~_- 
government  continues  to  be  protectiaa  iii- 
should  adopt  such  a  measure  as  this.  1  u 
not  surprised  that  my  hon.  ooUeagne  sml 
laugh  at  the  idea  that  the  policy  c:  tL 
government  is  protection,  ia  the  face  <rfs^ 
a  measure  as  this — in  this  Hoaae  where  ••■ 
leader  nailed  the  protection  Rag  to  tbe  sskc 
but  still  asks  the  House  to  accept  a  ineiec 
of  this  kind. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALMON — I  am  laughiiisa:'> 
hon.  gentleman  for  opposing;  the  bilL 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  believe  in  bee 
consistent  and  logical,  and  whUe  the  pto< 
of  the  government  is  a  policy  of  protect'  - 
I  think  it  is  highly  objectionable  that  t: 
wine  growers  of  this  country  should  be  <■! 
posed  to  the  competition  of  those  al  Fnic- 
Australia,  Germany,  Auatria-HongiuT  k . 
Spain;  and,  on  the  other  hand,  a.-  i 
free  trader,  I  might  tell  my  ban.  .«• 
league  that  I  should  be  opposed  :• 
admitting  luxuries  into  the  countrr  f» 
of  duty.  If  we  are  to  have  a  free  tnfc 
tariff,  then  I  should  rather  propose  :■• 
allow  cheap  clothing  and  other  Becesaiy: 
of  life  to  come  in  free.  I  do  not  see  ^ 
Canada  has  to  gain  by  the  pasdng  of  tx: 
bill.  Let  the  favoured-nation  treaties  sjeii 
for  themselves.  I  do  not  see  why  weslxcc 
interfere  ;  we  do  not  always  show  so  an 
regard  for  the  wishes  and  interests  of  Grei: 
Britain  in  commercial  matters.  Wedidix: 
show  the  slightest  regard  for  Great  Briuit 
when  we  adopted  the  National  Policy,  anil 
think  Canada  had  better  look  after  b-i 
own  interest,  and  I  think  her  interwt  :■ 
adverse  to  the  passage  of  this  bilL 

Hon.  Mr.  DEVER— This  treaty  wasdi* 
cussed  fully  last  year  and  if  it  had  not  bM 
for  the  fact  that  a  debate  has  sprang  ip 
just  now  I  think  I  would  hardly  be  a'i^ 
posed  to  say  anything.  However,  I  caM'>'. 
allow  certain  cardinal  points  argued  a^'' 
this  treaty  to  go  abroad  without  someeip^ 
nation.  The  hon.  gentleman  from  Haliiu 
said  that  this  was  allowing  the  luxuries'^ 
France  to  come  in  duty  free.  I  am  m' 
aware  that  the  wine  of  France  is  oomis^'^ 
duty  free.  There  is  a  reduction  in  the  duty 
that  was  put  on  by  the  Nationkl  F<^'-7 
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as  tio  enable  thia  country  to  m»ke  a  troaty 
Lth  foreign  countries.    I  believe  we  would 
>  the  same  with  the  United  States  if  they 
ould.    give  us  an  equivalent.     That  being 
le  case,  I  do  not  see  that  there  is  any  sub- 
;anti&l  argument  in  the  remarks  of  my  hon. 
iend    to  my  right.     The  hon.   gentleman 
■om   Ottawa  made  some  remarks  also  which 
think  should  be  noticed.     He  said  that  he 
nought  this  would  injure  us  in  our  trade 
'ith  any  nation  we  might  wish  to  trade  with, 
b  cannot  injure  us  more  than   one  year, 
ecause  by  the  conditions  of  the  treaty  it  can 
e  abrogated  in  that  time ;  consequently  we 
ould  only  suffer  oneyear.  He  also  claims  that 
bis  treaty  will  be  the  means  of  reducing  our 
evenue.     I  take  issue  with  him  in  that  also, 
tecause  a  certain  portion  of  wine  comes  from 
Trance,  the  duty  on  which  has  been  nused 
oo    high.      For   instance,   sparkling    wine 
>ays  a  duty  of  some  $6  or  $6  per  dozen  and 
jverybody  knows  that  with  such  a  duty  that 
nrine  will  not  be  consumed  by  the  ordinary 
sitizen.      I  also  raise  the  point  that  the  ad- 
nission  of  champagne  and  sparkling  wines 
jan  be  no  injury  at  all  to  the  manufacturer  of 
native  'wines.  I  wish  the  hon.  gentle  Tian  from 
Monck  to  pay  particular  attention  to  this, 
because  he  seems  to  be  under  the  impression 
that  the  introduction  of  champagne  would 
be  injurious  to  the  manufacturer  of  native 
wine.  We  do  not  manufacture  champagne,  at 
all,  and   consequently  it  cannot  injure  this 
country  in  that  article.  In  my  opinion  we  are 
not  giving  much  to  France  for  what  we  are 
getting.  French  wine  will  be  imported  ;  that 
is,  a  certain  portion  will  be  imported ;  for 
really  we  cannot  do  without  it.     We  have 
native  wines,  it  is  true,  but  thoee  who  can 
afford  to  have  French  wines  will  import  them, 
and  we  can  pay  for  them  in  the  productions 
of  the  country.     We  can  send  France  a  very 
large  list  of  productions,  and  I  deny,  in  toto, 
that  our  exports  have  to  be  confined  to  eels 
and  one  or  two  other  things.  On  the  contrary, 
we  can  send  wood  extensively  into  France. 
We  can  also  send  canned  bee^  canned  Hah 
and  food  of  various  kinds.     We  can  also  send 
paving  blocks  and  things  that  we  produce 
and  for  which  we  should  be  very  glad  to  have 
an  open  market  in  return  for  the  small  conces- 
sions we  are  making  in  taking  what  we  will 
take,  whether  we  get  the  market  or  not.  I  do 
not  see  any  necessity  to  continue  the  debate 
longer.  Hon.  gentlemen  will  see  that  after  all 
thcoe  who  support  this  treaty  have  a  deeper 
interest  in  it  than  being  merely  Frendimen. 


Hon.  Mr.  BERNIER — From  what  was 
said  a  few  moments  ago,  it  appears  that  some 
member  has  said  that  the  French  senators 
supported  the  treaty  on  account  of  being  of 
French  origin. 

Several  hon.  MEMBERS— No,  no. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— There  are  more  Eng- 
lish than  French  senators  supporting  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  BERNIER— I  understood  from 
the  hon.  gentleman  from  Chatham  that  it 
was  stated  by  an  hon.  member  that  it  was  a 
sentimental  affair  with  those  of  us  who  are 
of  French  origin. 

Hon.  Mr.  SNOWBALL— But  nobody  be- 
lieved it. 

Hon.  Mr.  BERNIER— My  desire  is  to 
explain  that  we  are  supporting  this  treaty 
because  it  is  in  accord  with  the  policy  of  the 
government  adopted  long  ago.  It  has  been 
the  policy  of  the  government  of  Canada  for 
many  years  to  increase  our  trade  with  other 
nations,  and  that  policy  is  a  sound  one.  On 
that  ground  we  support  the  treaty,  because 
we  think  it  will  a^ord  a  considerable  in* 
crease  of  our  trade.  France  is  a  country  of 
immense  resources.  It  is  a  good  market  for 
all  nations  and  Canada  should  try  to  secure 
admission  to  that  market.  Our  efforts  have 
been  directed  in  that  way  for  many  years. 
Up  to  the  present  we  have  not  been  success- 
ful. Here  is  an  opportunity  to  open  an  in- 
creasing trade  with  France,  and  it  seems  to 
me  we  should  not  miss  the  opportunity.  That 
is  the  principal  reason  for  supporting  the 
treaty. 

Hon  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I 
have  one  explanation  to  make  in  reference 
to  the  statement  made  by  the  hon.  senator 
from  Monck  in  relation  to  the  paragraph 
which  he  read  referring  to  a  subsidy  to  a 
line  of  '  steamers  between  Canada  and 
France.  I  am  quite  sure  that  the  corres- 
pondent of  that  paper  had  no  authority  for 
making  the  statement  that  the  government 
considered  the  treaty  could  not  be  car- 
ried out  unless  there  was  a  direct  line  of 
steamers.  If  he  will  refer  to  a  telegram 
sent  by  myself  on  the  12th  January,  1893, 
he  will  find  that  I  stated  on  behalf  of  the 
government  that  we  could  not  accept  the 
conditions  involved  in  the  clauses  regarding 
the  steamship  subvention.      That  referred 
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to  a  proposition  which  was  made  by  France 
during  the  negotiations  that  we  should 
establish  a  line  ot  steamers  and  grant  them 
a  subsidy  of  half  a  million  dollars  per  an- 
num. The  House  will  remember  that  there 
was  a  proposition  before  the  Parliament  of 
Canada  for  the  subsidizing  of  a  line  of 
steamers  to  ply  between  Cansuia  and  France 
and  England,  or  England  to  Fraiice  and 
then  to  Canada.  We  declined  to 
accept  that  proposition.  I  may  say, 
however,  my  own  view  of  this 
treaty  is  that  it  will  not  be  of  that  advan- 
tage to  Canada  which  it  should  be,  unless 
we  have  a  direct  line  of  steamers  running 
between  Canada  and  France,  and  vice  versa. 
The  government,  recognizing  the  force  of 
the  argument,  and  recognizing  the  necessity 
for  it,  advertised  for  tenders  for  a  line  of 
steamers  between  Canada  and  France  and 
Belgium,  and  to  call  on  the  return  voyage 
from  Belgium,  at  one  of  the  principal  ports 
in  France  and  thence  direct  to  Canada. 
The  advantage  to  be  derived  from  the  es- 
tablishment of  a  line  of  that  kind  is  to  re- 
lieve the  trade  of  the  country  from  the 
surtaxe  d'entrepot,  which  is  imposed  upon 
all  articles  that  are  taken  into  France  that 
are  not  imported  direct.  I  freely  confess 
that  unless  we  have  that  line  of  steamers 
we  will  not  derive  the  advantages  that  we 
should  derive  from  the  ratification  of  this 
treaty.  Tenders  were  called  for,  and 
tenders  are  now  in  the  Trade  and  Com 
merce  Department  for  the  establishment  of 
a  fortnightly  line  of  10-knot  steamers  to 
be  subsidized  to  the  amount  of  $50,000  per 
annum ;  and  another  subsidized  to  the 
amount  of  $125,000,  for  13-knot  steamers. 
The  question  that  is  really  being  considered 
by  the  government  is  which  line  they  will 
subsidize. 


Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON- 
run  from  Montreal  ? 


-Is  that  line  to 


Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
From  Montreal  and  Quebec  in  the  summer, 
and  from  Halifax  or  St.  John  in  the  winter. 
One  remark  made  by  my  hon.  friend  from 
Shell  River  rather  staggered  me.  He  stated 
that  the  wine  coming  from  France  into 
Canada  would  be  admitted  50  per  cent 
cheaper  than  from  any  other  country. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— Than  from  the 
colonies. 


Hon.   Sir   MACKENZIE    BOVTELL- 

That  makes  the  hon.  gentleman's  case  »•■.•■■ 
Because  the  terms  of  the  treaty  are  sKca 
to  admit  the  wines  from  aU  the  Brr 
colonies  at  the  same  rate  imposed  tan  «-_:. 
imported  from  France.  The  diK. 
tion  between  the  duties  u{x>n  wines  ir^z. 
different  countries  only  apphes  to  ti.- 
countries  who  have  not  the  favtMired-a»xL  - 
clause  in  their  treaties  with  Great  Bri&i_ 
It  could  not  be  50  per  cent,  becaoise  ;.- 
amount  of  the  reduction  is  only  ^  >^ 
cent.  The  duty  upon  wines  is  25  oeats  ;•■ 
gallon  and  30  per  csent  ad  valorHii  io-  . 
strength  of  26  degrees,  and  three  oeaz^  z  ■- 
every  degree  above  that.  The  Tedacti<e  : 
the  duty  upon  wines  is  to  apply  to  all  cvr^ 
tries  with  which  we  have  the  faivarvc 
nations  clause,  with  the  colonies  of  iirr".- 
Britain,  and  with  France. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— Do  I  underst-.i 
the  leader  of  the  government  to  saj  tlw 
without   this   legislation   Australian  ^inr^ 
would  be  admitted  at  as   low   a  ntc  if 
French  wines  ? 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL- 
said  nothing  of  the  kind.  I  said  that  zt--. 
treaty,  if  ratified,  would  allow  wines  of  *■ 
greater  strength  than  26  degrees  to  o.ttL; 
from  France  at  25  cents  a  gallon,  and  <>y-' 
26  degrees  in  strength  at  3  cents  for  cac- 
additional  degree.  That  applies  to  coIoca 
as  well  under  the  treaty. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— Only  under  tha 

legislation. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELI^ 
Only  under  this  legislation.  My  hon,  friend 
from  Halifax  evidently  had  not  been  stadjicz 
the  tariff  for  some  years  past.  There  has  be«£ 
a  standing  paragraph  in  the  tariff  ever  sinit 
1879,  when  Sir  Leonard  Tilley  proposed  thf 
first  tariff  under  the  National  Policy,  pm- 
viding  for  the  removal  of  the  30  per  cent  dntj 
from  any  country  that  would  reciprocate  ia 
the  same  way.  It  is  there  and  it  is  in  tb? 
tariff  to-day,  so  that  we  are  only  cajtrjin;: 
out  the  policy  that  was  inaugurated  by  thr 
government  of  Canada,  and  to  which  mr 
hon.  friend  from  St.  Boniface  refers,  ever 
since  the  National  Policy  was  established. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)— Hm 
France  made  any  objection  to  the  enlarging 
of  the  treaty  under  thia  bill  1 
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Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— No; 
Y  hon.  friend  from  Ottawa  read  fi-om  a 
eeeh  delivered  by  the  Minister  of  Finance 
kiich  I  confess  took  me  somewhat  by  sur- 
•ise. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Delivered  in  1893. 

Hon.  Sir  ALA-CKENZIE  BOWELL— 
es,  I  understand  it  was  in  1893.  I  am 
lite  sure  that  that  speech  cannot  have  been 
irrectly  reported,  because  he  must  have 
ncwn  better.  Here  is  a  telegram  sent  by 
lyself,  dated  12th  January,  1893,  long  be- 
>re  the  speech  to  which  the  hon.  gentleman 
}fers  was  made      It  reads  as  follows  : 

0  .Sir  Chas.  Tupper. 

Re  French  negotiation,  govemmeot  cannot 
3cept  conditions  involved  in  clauses  regarding 
leainship  subvention  and  reduction  of  duty  on 
'rench  biooks,  but  agree  to  most  favoured-nation 
reatment  so  far  as  articles  named  in  treaty  are 
}ncemed. 

Now  that  is  distinct  enough. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— This  may  have  been 
,t  an  earlier  date. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— It 
cannot  have  been  at  an  earlier  date,  because 
.his  was  during  the  negotiation  of  the  treaty, 
vhilo  we  were  corresponding — Sir  John 
Thompson  and  myself  as  Minister  of  Trade 
vaA  Commerce,  with  Sir  Charles  Tupper — 
»  to  the  nature  and  character  of  the  treaty 
in  every  particular  so  far  as  it  affected  the 
tirade  of  the  country.  The  balance  of  the 
telegram  is  aa  follows  : 

They  agree  to  other  conditions  in  return  for  mia- 
imum  tariff  on  articles  named  as  regards  France, 
St.  Pierre  and  Miquelon.  This  subject  to  your 
views  as  to  effect  on  proposed  Spanish  negotiations. 

At  that  time,  and  just  before.  Sir  Charles 
Tupper  was  in  negotiation  wit^  Spain  on 
this  very  question  of  wine,  to  ascertain 
whether  they  would  take  the  produce  of 
Canada  at  a  low  rate  of  duty,  providing  we 
put  in  force  that  clause  of  the  tariff  to  which 

1  have  referred.  I  desire  to  make  that  ex- 
planation, because  I  am  quite  sure  my  col- 
league, the  Minister  of  Finance,  must  have 
been  misreported  at  that  time.  It  wiU  also 
be  borne  in  mind  by  those  who  have  read 
with  any  attention  the  debates  of  the  House 
of  Commons,  that  Sir  John  Thompson  stated 
during  the  debate — and  it  was  afterwards 
repeated  by  the  Finance  Minister — that 
though  they  did  not  consider  the  treaty 


compelled  them  to  make  the  concessions  to 
the  colonies,  yet  as  it  was  a  part  of  the 
policy  of  Great  Britain,  they  would  give  the 
colonies,  under  the  circumstances,  the  same 
advantages  as  they  gave  to  France.  I  moike 
that  explanation  to  show  that  Parliament, 
and  every  one  who  read  the  debates  at  that 
time  knew,  what  concession  we  were  making. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Was  it  not  only  after 
the  convention  with  the  Australian  delegates 
here  that  we  decided  to  give  the  colonies 
the  advantage  1 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— No. 


Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT- 
intended  at  first. 


-I  did  not  think  it  was 


Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
During  the  debate  upon  this  question  in  the 
House  of  Commons,  the  declaration  was 
made  by  Sir  John  Thompson,  then  Minister 
of  Justice,  and  by  the  Finance  Minister, 
Mr.  Foster.  The  question  did  come  up,  the 
hon.  gentleman  will  remember,  and  was  dis- 
cussed during  the  sittings  of  the  colonial 
conference.  My  recollection  is  that  Mr. 
Foster  stated  at  that  time  that  the  colonies 
would  receive  the  same  advantages  as  France 
under  the  treaty.  I  do  not  desire  to  enter 
into  the  question  of  the  National  Policy  as 
it  affects  the  lumber  trade,  but  if  my  hon. 
friend  from  Chatham  will  take  the  trouble, 
when  he  has  a  little  leisure,  to  read  the 
speeches  made  by  our  late  colleague,  Senator 
Burns,  in  the  lower  House,  and  one  by  the 
present  speaker  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
Mr.  White — if  he  will  listen  to  reason,  and 
will  read  those  speeches  carefully,  he  will 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  he  is  only  reit- 
erating an  exploded  story  that  we  hear  so 
often,  that  the  National  Policy  has  almost 
ruined  the  lumber  trade.  Those  gentle- 
men proved  beyond  a  peradventure  that 
there  is  not  a  single  article  that  enters  into 
consumption  in  theii^usiness  which  is  not 
as  cheap  or  cheaper  than  before  the  National 
Policy  was  inaugurated,  while  the  price  of 
lumber  is  better.  I  can  understand  my 
hon.  friend's  anxiety  for  this  treaty,  and  I 
am  very  glad  to  know  that  it  is  going  to 
recoup  him  for  the  great  loss  which  he 
thinks  he  has  sustained  by  the  national 
policy,  and  I  can  only  hope  that  if  this 
treaty  is  ratified  he  may  have  a  fast  line  of 
steamers  running  between  his  mills  and 
France,  and  that  he  can  find  a  market  for 
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all  he  has  to  sell.  Of  course,  we  can  forgive 
the  senior  member  for  Halifax  for  the  de- 
light he  takes  in  always  picking  at  the 
Fational  Policy.  He  complimented  his  col- 
league from  Halifax  by  saying  that  he  liked 
a  joke.  Moat  of  us  do,  but  if  anybody  can 
fathom  the  joke  that  the  hon.  gentleman 
perpetrated  to-day,  I  must  confess  that  I  am 
too  dull  to  comprehend  it.  I  could  enter 
into  an  elaborate  argument  as  to  the  efiect 
that  the  treaty  will  have  on  the  trade  of  the 
country,  but  that  was  described  so  fully  last 
year  that  it  is  not  necessary  to  repeat  it 
now.  One  hon.  gentleman  said  that  the 
treaty  should  be  amended.  We  have  no 
power  to  amend  it ;  we  must  accept  it  as  it 
is,  or  reject  it.  We  can  make  no  amend- 
ment to  any  of  the  clauses,  because  if  we 
change  it  in  the  least,  it  would  have  to  go 
back  to  France  for  a  ratification  of  that 
change,  and  they  might  throw  it  out  alto- 
gether. My  hon.  friend  from  Monck  says 
"  throw  it  out."  I  think  we  had  better  try 
this  treaty  and  its  effects  on  the  country, 
and  if  it  is  not  as  advantageous  as  we  ex- 
pect, or  if  it  is,  as  the  hon.  gentleman  who 
opposed  it  said,  one  sided,  then  we  can  take 
advantage  of  the  power  given  us  to  notify 
France  that  we  will  abrogate  it  at  the  end 
of  a  year. 

The  Senate  then  divided  on  the  amend- 
ment, which  was  rejected  by  the  following 
division : 

Contests : 
Hou.  Messrs. 


Boulton, 

Power, 

McCallum, 

Reesor, 

Memer, 

Scott.— 8. 

Non-Contests  : 

Hon. 

Messrs. 

Allan, 

Lougheed, 
McKay, 

Almon, 

Armand, 

McLaren, 

Arsenault, 

McMUlan, 

Baird, 

Macdonald  (Victoria), 

Bellerose, 

Macdonald  (P.E.I.), 

Bemier, 

Macfarlane, 

Bolduc, 

Maclnnes  (Burlington), 

Boucherville,  de  Masson, 
Bowell  (Sir  Mackenzie)    Murphy, 

Casgrain,  Ogilvie, 

Clemow,  Perley, 

De  Bloi»,  Poirier, 

Dever,  Primrose, 

Dickey,  Prowse, 

Dobson,  Read  (Quint^), 

Drumtnond,  Robitaille, 

Ou^vreiiKnt,  Smith  (Sir  Frank), 

Kanlbach,  Snowball, 

KirchhTtffer,  Sullivan, 

Landry,^^*^  Vidal.-42. 


The   House   then  resolved  itself  ic-i| 
committee  on  the  bill. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL,  from  the  ooiEsr- 
reported  the  bill  without  aznendnenu 

The  bill  was  then  read  the  third  da^ . 
passed. 

BILLS  INTRODUCED. 

Bill  (136)  "An  Act  respecting  the  . 
charge  of  a  mortgage  to  Her  MajesiT  tsri 
as  the  Markland  Mortgage." — (SirMicte-- 
Bowell.) 

Bill  (68)  "An  Act  further  to  ametc  • 
Dominion  Elections  Act." — (Sir  Maciii- 
BowelL) 

Bill  (114)  "An  Act  to  amend  tt«  A 
respecting  roads  and  road  allowanoes  i:  °- 
province  of  Manitoba." — (Sir  Vick'.: 
Bowell.) 

The  Senate  then  adjourned. 


THE  SENATE. 
Ottatva,  Thursday,  11th  July,  iJ'-' 

The  SPEAKER  took  the  Chair  »t  Ti- 
o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 

THIRD   READING. 

Bill  (117)  "An  Act  respecting  •> 
Ohambre  de  Commerce  du  District  de  Ms.' 
tM." — (Mr.  Desjardins.) 

THE  MANITOBA  SCHOOL  QVESTIOy 

UiqUIRT. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Before  theHo«P 
oeeds  to  the  business  of  the  day,  I  bw  " 
remind  the  Premier  of  the  promiw  he  «*■" 
yesterday  that  he  would  annonnoe  whe'^*' 
the  gentlemen  who  are  reported  «  l*"*' 
resigned  have  really  resigned  or  ire  *- 
members  of  the  Government  t 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-b  I 
compliance  with  the  promiae  made  jmwiI*' 
I  am  in  a  position  to  answer  the  qM^ 
which  the  hon.  gentleman  has  pat    ^F** 
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ceipt  of  the  answer  to  the  remedial  order 
nt  to  the  Manitoba  Legislature,  which  was 
ceived  a  week  ago  last  Monday,  the 
►vernment,  after -due  consideration,  came  to 
le  conclusion,  as  I  announced  to  the  House 
few  days  since,  not  to  proceed  with  re- 
edial  legislation  during  the  present  session, 
it  in  view  of  what  we  considered  an  intiin- 
ion  in  that  answer  from  the  government 
:  Manitoba  that  they  were  prepared  to  still 
irther  consider  any  representation  which 
light  be  made  by  the  government  of  Can- 
la,  we  thought  it  best,  in  the  interests  of 
lose  who  had  the  success  of  this  remedial 
:gislation  most  at  heart,  to  postpone  its 
>nsideration  until  we  could  communicate 
'ith  the  Manitoba  government  in  order  to 
scertain  how  far  they  were  prepared  to 
ccede  to  the  terms  of  the  remedial  order  and 
he  judgment  delivered  by  the  Lord  Ghan- 
ellor  of  the  Privy  Council  of  England  upon 
he  subject.  I  refer  now  to  the  last  decision 
eiivered  on  the  25th  January,  1895.  From 
hat  decision  three  of  our  colleagues,  I 
egret  to  say,  dissented — the  Hon.  Minister 
'f  Agriculture,  who  has  the  honour  of  a  seat 
n  this  House,  the  hon.  Postmaster  General, 
•nd  the  hon.  Minister  of  Public  Works. 
They  considered  that  in  the  interests  of 
he  Dominion,  and  in  the  interests  of 
,hose  whom  they  represented  and  in  the 
nterests  of  the  minority  of  the  province  of 
Manitoba,  it  was  the  boiAiden  duty  of  the 
government  of  Canada  to  proceed  at  once, 
luring  the  present  session,  with  remedial 
egislation.  I  regret  to  say  that  we  could 
lot  come  to  a  unanimous  decision  upon  that 
point.  My  hon.  friend,  who  is  in  this 
House,  I  regret  to  add,  still  holds  the  opin- 
ion that  he  first  entertained  and  declines  to 
re-enter  the  Cabinet,  unless  we  are  prepared 
to  concede  the  points  which  he  had  so  forc- 
ibly and  eloquently  urged  upon  his  col- 
leagues. The  majority  of  Council,  however, 
deemed  it,  as  I  have  already  stated,  more  in 
the  interest  of  peace  and  the  welfare  of  the 
Dominion,  and  more  to  the  benefit  of  those 
deeply  interested  in  a  final  settlement 
of  this  very  important  question,  that 
we  should  not  proceed  as  they  desired. 
My  hon.  friend  is  in  the  House  and 
will  be  better  able  to  state  his  reasons 
than  I  possibly  can.  I  may,  however,  with 
the  permission  of  the  Senate,  after  he  has 
spoken,  if  it  is  tho&ght  necessary,  make  fur- 
ther explanations.  These  three  gentlemen 
sent  in  their  resignations.  I  am  glad  to  say, 
42 


that  after  mature  deliberation  and  in 
a  firm  belief  in  the  honesty  of  their  col- 
leagues, two  of  them  have  consented  to- 
remain  in  the  Government  on  the  assurance 
that  should  Manitaba  refuse  to  grant  legis- 
lation^ restoring  to  the  minority  of  Maoii- 
toba  the  rights  of  which  they  were  de- 
prived by  the  Act  of  1890,  the  present 
government  would  risk  its  position,  each 
individual  his  own  political  reputation,  and 
introduce  remedial  legislation,  trusting  to- 
the  good  sense  and  fairness  of  the  House  of 
Commons  and  of  the  Senate  to  carry  it  intc 
operation.  I  may  say,  and  I  say  it  in  alt 
sincerity,  that  I  look  forward  with  much 
fear  and  with  great  anxiety  to  the  future 
peace  of  this  country,  if  we,  without  having 
exhausted  every  possible  means  to  obtain 
from  the  legislature  and  government  of 
Manitoba  redress  for  the  grievance  of  the 
minority  in  that  province — I  say  I  look  for- 
ward with  much  apprehension  to  the  effect 
of  a  policy  which  would  force  on  an  almost 
independent  province,  so  far  as  loc^l  matters 
are  concerned,  a  law  which  would  have  to 
be  carried  out  in  all  its  details,  should  they 
refuse  to  do  it,  by  the  Dominion  Govern- 
ment or  by  the  Dominion  Parliament.  I 
ask  every  well  wisher  of  his  country  to  re- 
flect well  upon  that  point.  There  are  cer- 
tain local  rights  which  every  province  has. 
The  difficulties  which  present  themselves, 
to  my  mind,  in  attempting  to  force  upon  an 
unwilling  people  any  kind  of  legislation  will 
render  whatever  relief  we  may  grant  use- 
less to  those  whom  it  is  the  intention  of 
parliament  to  aid  if  they  possibly  can.  My 
two  colleagues — that  is  the  hon.  the  Minister 
of  Public  Works,  and  the  hon.  the  Post- 
master General — have,  after  much  reflection, 
and  having  considered  the  representations 
which  have  been  made  to  them  from 
the  stand-point  which  I  have  given  to 
the  House,  and  with  a  distinct, 
and  positive  understanding  that  this  govern- 
ment will  proceed  with  legislation  should  it 
be  denied  by  the  legislature  of  Manitoba, 
consented  to  retain  their  portfolios  and  re- 
main inthe  Government  until  the  time  arrives 
when  it  will  be  an  imperative  duty  on  the 
government  to  act  in  this  matter.  I  sin- 
cerely regret,  for  more  reasons  than  one, 
that  my  hon.  colleague  who  sat  beside 
me,  has  not  been  able  to  take  that  view.  I 
believe  he  is  actuated  by  the  highest  patriotic 
motives  in  the  course  that  he  is  taking.  I 
believe  that  he  has  but  one  single  object  in 
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view  and  that  is,  to  secure  to  his  fellow 
countrymen  and  co-religionists  rights  of 
which  he  knows  they  have  been  despoiled 
and  which  he  desires  to  restore  to  them. 
The  only  difference  of  opinion  between 
that  hon.  gentleman  and  myself  and  my 
colleagues,  is  as  to  the  best  mode  of 
carrying  that  out.  I  do  not  know 
that  at  present  I  need  say  more  upon  this 
question.  I  Lave  expressed  the  regret  which 
I  feel  deeply  at  severing  the  personal  and 
political  relations  which  I  have  had  with  my 
colleague  who  has  occupied  a  seat  on  my 
right  since  we  have  been  in  the  Senate  of 
Canada,  and  I  hope  the  time  is  not  far  dis- 
tant when,  although  he  may  not  agree  with 
us  at  the  present  moment,  he  will  at  least 
give  us  credit  for  having  pursued  that  course 
which  we  believed  to  be  best  in  the  interest 
of  the  Dominion  and  those  who  have  been 
deprived  of  their  rights  in  Manitoba. 

Hon  Mr.  ANGERS— Hon.  gentlemen,  I 
have  to  inform  this  House  that  I  have 
obtained,  through  the  Prime  Minister,  per- 
mission from  His  Excellency  to  state  to 
you  the  reasons  and  circumstances  of  my 
withdrawal  from  the  Cabinet.  On  the  8th 
July  inst.,  I  wrote  to  the  Prime  Minister 
the  following  letter : 

I  have  the  honour  to  inform  you  in  writing,  as 
I  have  already  done  verbally,  that  I  cannot  accept 
the  responsibility  of  the  declaration  you  are  al>out 
to  uiake  in  the  Senate  on  the  Manitoba  school 
question.  In  consequence,  please  lay  before  His 
Excellency  my  resignation  and  obtain  for  me  per- 
mission to  state  in  the  Senate  the  causes  and  rea- 
sons of  my  withdrawal  from  the  Cabinet. 

I  remain, 

Yours  truly, 

A.  R.  ANGERS. 

Permission  to  give  those  explanations 
I  received  yesterday,  and  I  agreed  to  post- 
pone them  until  to-day.  It  is  unnecessary 
for  me  to  go  through  the  history  of  this 
important  question  of  the  separate  schools 
in  Manitoba,  especially  in  this  House,  where 
every  member  is  fully  conversant  with  all 
that  has  been  published  concerning  it ;  how- 
ever, I  have  to  retrace  my  steps  to  some 
time  back,  but  not  very  distant  from  the 
present  day.  I  wish  to  refer  to  the  judg- 
ment of  the  Judicial  Committee  of  the 
Privy  Council  rendered  in  January  last. 
It  is  necessary  in  justice  to  myself, 
that  I  should  lay  before  the  House  the 
main  points  which   have  been   decided  by 


Her  Majesty  in  her  Judicial  Fiivj  i 
the  Lords  say  : — 

Contrast  the  position  of   the   Romaa  C^ii 
prior  and' subsequent  to  the  A.cta  from  viaii 
appeal.    Before  these  passed  into  lav  tben  n 
denominational  schools  of  which   the  ci«(r' 
management  were  in  the  hands  of  Roaaaa  Otk 
who  could  select  the  books    to  be  naed  i^j  •^ 
mine  the  character  of  the  religioos  tcmciiii!^  T- 
schools  received  their  proportionate  shvr  ^ 
money  contributed  for  school   purpoaes  oc  * 
general  taxation  cf  the  province,   and  rL*  e» 
raised  for  those  purposes  by  Ioc^tl  aaaessmtai  • 
so  far  as  it  fell  upon  Catholics,  applied  oalj  Bw.- 
the  support  of  Catholic  schools.      \Vbat  ii  t-c  ^ 
tion  of  the  Roman  Catholic  minority  ander  i'-  j 
of  1890  ?    Schools  of  their  own  denofiiinatKS.  - 
ducted  according  to  their  views,  trill  rceeiTMi 
from  the  state.     They  must  depczid  caBiaT  . 
their  support  upon  the  contribution*  olt-x^i 
Catholic  community,  while  the  taxes  out  rl  v 
state  aid  is  granted  to  the  schools  pr»vi<l<<^.  i-t 
the  statute  nil  alike  ou  Catholics  and  Pmtati- 
Moreover,  while  Catholic  inhabitants  i<  ■■iii  !>. 
to  local  assessment  for  sobool  pnrpoaes.  tt- )' 
ceeds  of  that  assessment  are  ho  lonser  desiu- 
any  extent  for  the  support  of  Cath<Mic  sc^oeit    - 
afford  the  means  of  maintainingschooU  vkfd:  '^ 
regard  as  no  more  suitable  for  the  tdmuacri 
Catholic  children  than  if  they  were  distiIlct^r :'' 
testant  in  their  character. 

In   view   of   this  comparison,    it   4oi»jae—' 
possible  to  say  that  the  rights  and  privilafrt  •*  '■ 
Roman  Catholic  minority  in  relatioa  to  edn*. 
which  existed  prior  to  1890  have  not  brCB  a&c. 

Their  Lordships  also  stated  : 

As  a  matter  of  fact  the  objection  of  Boaiaa  <  • 
holies  to  schools  such  as  alone  receive  fU:<  • 
under  the  Acts  of  1890  is  conscientious  ana  -  «■:■ 
rooted.     If  this  bad  not  been  so,  if  there  Ilk!  '— 
a  system  of  public  education  acceptable  to  IV:    - 
and  Protestauts  alike,   the  elaborate  ena-tTu.  - 
which  have  been  the  subject  of  so  much  cic^ 
versy  and  consideration  would  have  been  mtf^ 
sary.    It  is  notorious  that  there  weie  acote  J>' 
enoes  of  opinion  between  Catholics  and  Phxnt'i  - 
on  the  education  question  prior  to   1870.    V  ' 
recognized  and  emphasized  in  almost  every  ~' 
those  enactments.     There  is  uo  donbt  eitiirr  •'- 
the  points  of  difference  were,  and  it  is  in  tbt .. 
cf  these  that  the  22nd  section  of  "  The  Mtt<' 
Act "  of  1870,  which  was  in  truth  a  parU^oift'  ■' 
compact,  must  be  read. 

And  in  conclusion  their  Lordships  adde<!  :- 

For  the   reasons   which   have  been  gir*.  :>" 
Lordships  are  of  opinion  that  the  2nil  subs-.'  ' 
of  22  of  "  The  Manitoba  Act  "  is  the  govt-raiii  ' 
actment  and  that  appeal  to  the  (iovemor  <  >«»  ■ 
Council  was  admissible  by  virtue  of  thattnai.'t'v 
on  the  grounds  set  forth  in  the  roenmriaU  am  p<' 
tious,  inasmuch  as  the  Acts  of  1890  afltvt^i  ':"- 
or  privileges  of  the  Roman  Catholic  minority  ;t 
lation  to   education  within  the  meaning  i"f  ; 
subsection.     The    further   question    is  sclm  i! 
whether    the    Governor    General    in    C"HD.-ii    • 
power  to  make  the  declarations  or  remedial  -c. ' 
asked  for  in   the  memorials   or   petitiimii  <■•  '' 
any   other    jurisdiction    in    the  prenutt*.    T- 
Lordships  have  decided  that  the  <;ovemori;rt': 
in  Council  has  jurisdiction  and  that  the  appt-'- 
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t  founded,  but  the  particular  course  to  be  pnr- 
l  must  he  determined  by  the  authorities,  to 
>in  it  has  been  committed  by  the  statute.  It  is 
for  this  tribunal  to  intimate  the  precise  steps 
>e  taken.  Their  general  character  is  sufBciently 
netl  by  the  3rd  subsection  of  section  22  of  "  The 
tiitoba  Act." 

t  is  certainly  not  essential  that  the  statutes 
eale<I  by  the  Act  of  1890  should  be  re-enacted 
that  the  precise  provisions  of  these  statutes 
uUl  again  he  made  law.  The  system  of  educa- 
^  embodied  in  the  Acts  of  1890  no  doubt  com- 
nds  itself  to  and  adequately  supplies  the  wants 
the  great  majority  of  the  inhabitants  of  the 
>vince.  All  legitimate  ground  of  complaint 
iilrl  be  removed  if  that  tystem  wero  supple- 
nted  by  provisions  which  would  remove  the 
evance  upon  which  the  appeal  is  foimded  and 
re  modified  so  far  as  might  be  necessary  to  give 
>ct  to  these  provisions. 

The  Lords  of  the  Committee  thereupon  reported 
Her  Majesty  that  the  said  question  hereinbefore 
forth  ought  to  be  answered  as  follows  : — 

1.  la  answer  to  the  first  question:  That  the 
peal  referred  to  in  the  said  memorials  and  peti- 
ins  and  asserted  thereby  is  such  an  appeal  as  is 
inissible  under  subsection  2  of  section  22  of 
The  Manitoba  Act,"  33  Victoria  (1870)  Chapter 

Canada. 

2.  In  answer  to  the  second  qu^tion :  That 
ounds  are  set  forth  in  the  petitions  and  memorials 
eh  as  may  be  the  subject  of  appeal  under  the 
ithority  of  the  subsection  of  "The  Manitoba 
ct "  above  referred  to. 

3.  "  In  answer  to  the  third  question  :  That  the 
xsision  of  the  Judicial  Committee  of  the  Privy 
ouncil  in  the  cases  of  Barrett  va.  The  city  of 
('innipeg  and  Logan  t>«.  The  city  of  Winnipeg, 
:>es  not  dispose  or  conclude  the  application  for  re- 
ress  based  on  the  contention  that  the  rights  of 
le  Roman  Catholic  minority  which  accrued  to 
lem  after  the  union  under  the  statutes  of  the 
rovince  have  been  interfered  with  by  the  two 
uitutes  of  1890,  complained  of  in  the  said  petition 
nd  memorials. 

4.  In  answer  the  4th  question  :  That  subsec- 
lon  3  of  section  93  of  "  The  British  North  America 
ict  1867,"  did  not  apply  to  Manitoba. 

o.  In  answer  to  the  5th  question :  That  the 
Jovernor  (Jeneral  in  Council  has  jurisdiction  and 
he  appeal  is  well  founded,  but  that  the  particular 
nurse  to  be  pursued  must  be  determined  by  the 
.uthorities  to  whom  it  has  been  committed  by  the 
tatute ;  that  the  general  character  of  the  steps 
0  l>e  taken  is  sufficiently  defined  by  subsection  3 
)f  section  22  of  "  The  Manitoba  Act  "  of  1870. 

li.  "In  answer  to  the  6th  question:  That  the 
\ct8  of  Manitolm  relating  to  education  passed 
jrior  to  the  session  of  1890,  did  confer  on  the 
niriority  a  right  or  privilege  in  relation  to  educa- 
tion within  the  meaning  of  su1>8ection  2  of  section 
22  of  "  The  Manitoba  Act "  which  alone  applies ; 
that  the  two  Acts  of  1890  complained  of  did  affect 
a  right  or  privilege  of  the  minority  in  such  a  man- 
ner that  an  appeal  will  lie  thereunder  to  the 
(iovemor  General  in  Council. 

-And  Her  Majesty  at  the  Court  at  Os1x>me 
House  in  the  Isle  of  Wight,  on  the  2nd  day  of 
February,  1895,  after  takmg  the  said  report  into 
consiiieration  was  pleased  by  and  with  the  advice 
of  Her  Majesty's  Privy  Council  to  approve  of  the 

4-'i 


said  report  of  the  Lords  of  the  Committee  and  to 
order  that  "the  recommendation  and  directions 
therein  contained  be  punctually  observed,  <ibeyed 
and  carried  into  effect  in  each  and  every  parti- 
cular, whereof  the  Governor  General  of  the 
Dominion  of  Canada  for  the  time  being  and  all 
other  penons  whom  it  may  concern,  are  required 
to  take  notice  and  govern  themselres  accor- 
dingly. 

The  decision  granted  the  minority  the  fol- 
lowing rights  and  privileges  : 

(a. )  The  right  to  build,  medntain,  equip,  manage, 
conduct  and  support  Roman  Catholic  shcools  in  the 
manner  provided  for  by  the  said  statutes,  which 
were  repealed  by  the  two   Acts  of  1890  aforesaid. 

(6.)  The  right  to  share  proportionately  in 'any 
grant  made  out  of  the  public  funds  for  the  pur- 
poses of  education. 

(c.)  The  right  of  exemption  of  such  Roman 
Catholics  as  contribute  to  Roman  Catholic  schools 
from  all  payment  or  contribution  to  the  support  of 
any  other  schools. 

Upon  this  judgment  the  Privy  Council  of 
Canada  passed  an  order  and  adopted,  two 
days  after,  what  is  known  as  the  remedial 
order,  which  was  sent  to  the  legislature  of 
the  province  of  Manitoba,  through  his  Hon- 
our the  Lieutenant  Govemorof  that  province. 
The  legislature  made  an  answer  to  that  re- 
medial order  refusing  to  obey  the  injunction 
contained  in  the  judgment  of  the  Judicial 
Committee  of  the  Privy  Council  and  the  re 
medial  order  of  the  Privy  Council  of  Canada. 
Upon  this  refusal  the  doors  of  Parliament, 
under  the  law,  were  open  to  do  justice  to 
the  minority.  The  answer  of  Manitoba  was 
received  on  the  1st  of  July.  From  that  day 
devolved  upon  the  government  the  power, 
and  consequently,  the  obligation,  of  relieving 
the  Roman  Catholic  minority  of  that  prov- 
ince of  the  enormous  grievances  they  are 
sufiFering.  For  the  last  five  years  they  have 
been  called  upon  to  contribute  to  the  support 
of  public  schools  to  which  they  cannot  send 
their  children.  What  I  thought  to  be  the 
duty  of  the  government  I  could  not  see  ac- 
complished. The  government,  on  Monday 
last,  made  the  following  declaration  : 

I  desire  to  state  that  the  government  has  had 
under  its  consideration  the  reply  of  the  Manitoba 
Legislature  to  the  remedial  order  of  the  2l8t 
March.  1895,  and  after  careful  deliberation  has 
arrived  at  the  following  conclusion  : — Though 
there  may  l>e  differences  of  opinion  as  to  the  exact 
meaning  of  the  reply  in  question,  the  government 
believes  that  it  may  he  interpreted  as  holding  out 
some  hope  of  an  amicable  settlement  of  the  Man- 
itol)a  scnool  question  on  the  basis  of  possible 
action  by  the  Manitoba  government  and  legis- 
lature ;  and  the  Dominion  government  is  most 
unwilling  to  take  any  actiou  which  can  be  inter- 
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preted  08  forestalling  or  precluding  such  u  desirable 
consummation.  The  government  has  also  con- 
sidered the  difficulties  to  be  met  with  in  preparing 
and  perfecting  legislation  on  so  important  and 
intricate  a  question  during  the  last  hours  of  the 
session.  The  government  has,  therefore,  decided 
not  to  ask  parliament  to  deal  with  remedial  legis- 
lation during  the  present  session.  A  communication 
will  be  sent  immediately  to  the  Manitoba  govern- 
ment on  the  subject  with  a  view  to  ascertaining 
whether  the  government  is  disposed  to  make  a 
settlement  of  the  question  which  will  be  reasonably 
satisfactory  to  the  minority  of  that  province, 
without  makins  it  necessary  to  call  into  requisition 
the  powers  of  the  Dominion  Parliament.  A  session 
of  the  present  Parliament  will  be  called  together  to 
meet  not  later  than  the  first  Tuesday  of  January 
next.  If  by  that  time  the  Manitoba  government 
fails  to. make  a  satisfactory  arrangement  to  remedy 
the  grievances  of  the  minority,  the  Dominion  gov- 
ernment will  be  prepared,  at  the  next  session  of 
parliament,  to  be  called  as  above  stated,  to 
introduce  and  press  to  a  conclusion  such  legislation 
as  will  afford  an  adequate  measure  of  relief  to  the 
said  minority,  bused  upon  the  lines  of  the  judgment 
of  the  Privy  Council  and  the  remedial  oriler  of 
the  21st  March,  1895. 

To  this  declaration  I  was  unable  to  as- 
sent, and  I  sent  the  letter  of  resignation 
which  I  have  read  in  opening  my  remarks. 
I  wish  to  state  to  the  House  what  were  my 
grounds  for  being  unable  to  give  my 
assent  as  a  member  of  the  Cabinet, 
to  this  declaration.  I  must  read  to  the 
House  the  answer  that  was  made  by 
the  legislature  of  Manitoba  to  the  remedial 
order,  and  ascertain  whether  there  is  to  be 
found  in  that  answer  some  hope  of  an  amic- 
able settlement  of  the  Manitoba  school  ques- 
tion, on  the  basis  of  possible  action  by  the 
Manitoba  government  and  legislature.  In 
their  answer  the  legislature  state  this  after 
reciting  the  remedial  order  and  the  Order  in 
Council : 

The  privileges  which  by  the  said  order  we  are 
commanded  to  restore  to  our  Roman  Catholic  fel- 
low-citizens are  substantially  the  same  privileges 
which  they  enjoyed  previously  to  the  year  18JK). 
Compliance  with  the  terms  of  the  order  would  re- 
store Catholic  seiHtrate  schools  with  no  more  satis- 
factory guarantee  for  the  efficiency  than  existed 
prior  to  the  said  date. 

We  are  therefore  compelled  to  respectfully 
state  to  Your  Excellency  in  Council  that  we  cannot 
accept  the  responsibility  of  carrying  into  effect  the 
terms  of  the  remedial  order. 

Objections  upon  principle  may  be  taken  to  any 
modincation  of  our  educational  statutes  which 
would  result  in  the  establishment  of  more  sets  of 
separate  schools.  Apart,  however,  from  the  ob- 
jections upon  principle,  there  are  serious  objections 
from  a  practical  educational  stand-point. 

Is  there  any  man  in  this  House  or  in  the 
country   that    can    state  there  is   in  that 


paragraph  of  the  answer  some  bo{»>: 
of  a  satisfactory  settlement  of  the  i-- 
Their   answer  is,    on    prindpk   r; 
to  the  establishment  of  separate  »cti»>. 

We  labour  under  great  tliflicultteiinii.'.::: 
an  efficient  system  of  primary  eiiikU-o. 
school  taxes  bear  heavily  upon  our  pvH  - 
large  amount  of  land  wbich  is  /rer  !pr  ■ 
taxes  and  the  great  extent  of  coantrt  <>u 
our  small  population  is  scattered  pr«u«'    ■' 
to  efficency  and  progress.     The  reforaa  t''- 
1890  have  given  a  strong   impetui  tu  t'..  • 
work,  but  the  difficulties  which  are  inkti;'. 
circumstances  have  constantly  to  be  oic:  1:  •• 
obvious,  that  the  establishment  of  a  M':' 
Catholic  schools  followed  by   a  set  <i  A:. 
schools    and    possibly   Mennonite,  Lt.t:        I 
other    schools,    would     so     impnir   oa:  •  •■ 
system  that  any  approech   to  even  oor  ; 
general  standard    of    efficency,  wouM  <• 
impossible.     We  contemplate  the  iB»ur  r ' 
such  a  state  of  affairs  with  very  gravf  ipfn  - 
We  have  no  hesitation  in  saying  tiiat  :krf- 
l)e   suggested  any  measure,   which  to  •«. 
would  more  seriously  imperil  the  de^fi'j'" 
our  province. 


Is  there  here  anything  ji 
come  to  the   conclusion  meutiooed 
first   paragraph    of   the   deciaratiw  -: 
government,  that  therein  is  foreshado*- 
hope  of  an  amicable  settlement,  u-o ' 
consequently  Parliaments  hould  lecf*' 
willing  to  interfere.     It  has  beenstatri  ■ 
monetary  difficulties  were  the  catu*  « 
lition  of  separate  schools.     It  wv  n«^- ' 
they  claim,  to  tax  Roman  Catholics  in  • 
to  support  public  schools,  to  which  >  ■" 
the  minority  could  not  send  their  chli: 
Is  it  quite  true  that  this  was  the  mot:'' ' 
legislature   of  Manitoba  had  at  th'  '. 
The  evidence  is  contradictory  on  that  !•■ 
Mr.  McCarthy,  speaking  in  thea«ni^(<' 
province,  when  he    came  before  the  .' 
Council  stated  the  true  object  of  t'  • 
abolished  the  separate  schools  in  the  prr  •" 
of  Manitoba.     It  was  to  deprive  the  F^ 
Canadians  of  their  language,  to  m«l;e  ■  •' 
English.     Then  the  answer  reads: 

We  believe  that  when  the  remedisl  "f''''  ' 
mode,  there  was  not  then  available  to  Yo« ' ' ' 
lency  in  Council  full  and  accurate  uJony-  ■ 
to  the   working  of  our  former  system  "I  ■" 
We  also  believe  that  there  was  isckingtht  ■  •• 
of  forming  a  correct  judgmental  to  tJieeff"^' 
the  province  of  changes  in  the  direction  «••■■  ■ 
in  the  order. 

Was  that  an  olive  branch  theywrt"^' 
ing  when  they  said  to  the  Governor"" 
eral  in  Council,  you  have  been  df*'- 
with  a  matter  upon  which  you  tiid  ^'" 
formation  and    you  have  in«de  «  Wnou'' 
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rely  that  could  not  be  construed  as  indi- 
:ing  a  desire  of  an  amicable  settlement. 

iteing  iinpreased  with  this  view  we  respectfully 
>niit  that  it  is  not  yet  too  late  to  make  a  full 
\  «leliberate  investigation  of  the  whole  subject. 
niild  such  a  course  ue  adopted,  we  shall  care- 
ly  assist  in  affording  the  most  complete  inform- 
on  available.  An  investigation  of  such  a  kind 
mill  furuish  a  substantial  basis  of  fact  upon 
lich  uouclusions  could  be  formed  with  a  reason- 
\e  ilegree  of  certainly. 

Again  was  that  offering  the  olive  braknch  ? 
'as  that  a  step  towards  restoring  to  the 
iiiority  of  the  province  their  separate 
hools  t    Certainly  not. 

It  is  itr^ed  most  strongly  that  upon  so  important' 
mutter,  involving  as  it  does,  the  religious  feeling^ 
\A  convictions  of  different  clasgfis  of  the  people  of 
ana<la  and  the  educational  interests  of  a  province 
hich  is  expected  to  become  one  of  the  most  im- 
:>rtant  in  tlie  Dominion,  no  hasty  action  should 
■i  taken,  but  that  on  the  contrary,  the  greatest 
ire  and  deliberation  should  be  exercised,  and  a 
\\\  and  thorough  investigation  made. 

That  was  the  advice  given  to  the  Privy 
'ouncil  of  Canada  which  does  not  amount 
jjain  to  a  hope  of  a  reasonable  or  favoura- 
ile  settlement  of  the  grievances  of  the  mino- 
ity  : — 

While  we  do  not  think  it  proper  to  enter  upon 
I  \«.-i;al  argument  in  reference  to  the  memorial,  we 
l«;uni  it  our  duty  to  briefly  call  attention  to  the 
egal  and  constitutional  difficulties  which  surround 
.he  '»ks«.  It  is  held  by  some  authorities  that  any 
wtion  taken  by  the  Parliament  of  Canada  upon 
lie  sulijec)  will  be  irrevocable. 

While  this  opinion  may  or  may  not  be  held  to  be 
lound,  it  is  in  our  judgment  only  necessary  to  point 
!>ut  that  there  are  substantial  grounds  for  enter- 
tftiuiu)^  such  an  opinion  in  order  to  emphasize  the 
necessity  for  acijuiriug  a  most  ample  knowledge  of 
tlie  foists  before  any  suggestion  of  parliamentary 
action  is  made. 

It  will  be  admitted  that  the  two  essentials  of  any 
effective  and  substantial  restoration  of  Roman 
(.'atholic  privileges  are — 

( 1 )  The  right  to  levy  school  taxes  : 
f2)  The  right  to  participate  in   the  legislative 
school  grant. 

Without  these  privileges  the  separate  schools 
caiiuot  be  properly  carried  on,  and  with  them, 
therefore,  any  professed  restoration  of  privileges 
Mould  be  illusory. 

It  may  be  held  that  the  power  to  collect  taxes 
for  school  purposes  conferred  upon  school  boards 
by  our  former  educational  statutes  was  conferred 
by  virtue  of  the  provisions  of  subsection  2  of  sec- 
tion 92  of  the  British  North  America  Act  and  not 
by  virtue  of  the  provisions  of  section  22  of  the 
Manitoba  Act.  If  this  view  be  well  founded  then 
that  portion  of  the  Act  of  189()  which  abolished  the 
old  right  to  collect  taxes  is  not  subject  to  appeal 
to  Your  Excellency  in  Council,  and  the  remedial 
order  and  any  subse<tuent  Legislative  Act  of  the 
parliament  of  Canada  (in  so  Mr  as  they  may  pur- 
port to  restore  the  said  right)  M-ill  be  ultra  itre/i. 


Now,  again  it  is  impossible  to  find  an  offer 
of  settlement  in  that  paragraph  of  the  answer. 
On  the  contrary  it  controverts  the  decision 
of  Her  Majesty  in  Her  Privy  Council. 

As  to  the  legislative  grant,  we  hold  that  it  is 
entirely  within  the  control  of  the  legislature  of  the 
province,  and  that  no  part  of  the  public  funds  of 
the  province  could  be  made  available  for  the  sup- 
port of  separate  schools  without  the  voluntary  act- 
ion of  the  legislature.  It  would  appear,  therefore, 
that  any  action  of  the  parliament  ot  Canada,  look- 
ing to  the  restoration  of  Roman  Catholic  privileges 
must,  to  be  of  real  and  substantial  benefit,  be  sup- 

f demented  by  the  voluntary  action  of  the  provincial 
egislature. 

There  again  can  we  say  that  an  offer  of  a 
settlement  was  made  t  On  the  contrary  it 
is  a  positive  refusal  to  obey  the  remedial 
order. 

If  this  be  the  case,  nothing  could  be  more  unfor- 
tunate from  the  stand-point  of  the  Roman  Catholic 
people  themselves,  than  any  hasty  or  peremptory 
action  on  the  part  of  the  parliament  of  Canada, 
because  such  action  would  probably  produce 
strained  relations  and  tend  to  prevent  the  possibility 
of  restoring  harmony. 

I  draw  your  attention  to  that  paragraph 
of  the  answer.  Instead  of  finding  there 
the  hop-)  of  a  settlement,  I  find  a  threat 
made  to  the  Parliament  of  Canada  that  if 
we  restore  to  that  minority  the  privileges 
which  the  mandate  of  the  Queen  said  they 
should  get,  they  shall  suffer  for  it. 

We  deem  it  proper  also  to  call  attention  to  the 
fact  that  it  is  only  a  few  months  since  the  latest 
decision  upon  the  subject  was .  given  by  the  Judi- 
cial Committee  of  the  Privy  Council.  Previous  to 
that  time  a  majority  of  the  ineuibers  of  the  Legis- 
lative Assembly  of  Manitoba  had  either  expressly 
or  impliedly  given  pledges  to  their  constituents 
which  they  feel,  in  honour,  bound  loyally  to  fulfill. 

It  is  impossible  to  find  here  a  hope  of 
an  amicable  settlement.  Therefore  upon 
that  very  important  point  I  had  to  refu.se 
my  consent.  Dealing  now  with  the  second 
part  of  the  declaration  made  by  the  govern- 
ment, I  have  to  state  that  I  was  also  unable 
to  subscribe  to  it : 

The  government  has  also  considered  the  diffi- 
culties to  be  met  with  in  preparing  and  perfecting 
legislation  on  so  important  and  intricate  a  question 
during  the  last  hours  of  the  session. 

Why  was  Monday  last,  "  the  last  hours  of 
the  session  "  1  You  all  know  that  the  present 
session  was  called  this  year  about  thirty  days 
later  than  last  session.  We  have  been  here 
at  work  about  forty  days  less  than  last  year. 
It  is  said  the  legislation  is  difficult  and  intri- 
cate. Admitting  that  it  is,  when  Mr.  Ewart 
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argued  his  case  before  the  Privy  Council 
here,  he  produced  a  draft  Act  that  meets  the 
circumstances  of  the  case,  and  that  draft 
Act  has  been  before  the  public  for  the  last 
three  months.  Taking  that  Act  up  and 
giving  it  a  few  days'  attention  and  discussion, 
with  the  assistance  of  the  hon.  Premier  him- 
self who  has  had  a  great  deal  to  do  with 
educational  matters,  of  the  hon.  member  from 
Ottawa  who  introduced  the  separate  school 
Act  in  Ontario,  of  my  hon.  friend  on  the 
other  side  of  the  House,  the  member  for  St. 
Boniface,  who  was  twelve  or  fifteen  years 
superintendent  of  education  in  that  province, 
it  would  have  been  quite  possible  to  pass  a 
good  bill.  I  had  to  decline  subscribing  to 
that  paragraph  of  the  declaration.  Coming 
to  the  third  paragraph  it  is  stated  : 

A  communication  will  be  sent  immediately  to  the 
Manitoba  government  on  the  sul)ject,  with  a  view 
to  ascertaining  whether  the  government  is  <lis- 
posed  to  make  a  settlement  of  the  question  whiuh 
will  be  reasonably  satisfactory  to  the  minority  of 
that  province  without  making  it  necessary  tocall 
into  requisition  the  powers  oi  the  Dominion  Par- 
liament. 

It  is  proposed  here  that  the  government 
should  enter  into  negotiations  with  the 
government  of  Manitoba.  The  law  requires 
that  communication  upon  this  subject  be 
made  not  to  the  government  but  to  the 
legislature.  The  legislature  of  that  province 
has  just  been  prorogued,  it  may  not  meet, 
and  is  not  obliged  to  meet  before  the  first 
or  second  week  of  July  next.  Therefore  the 
government  will  be  unable  to  approach 
the  legislature  of  the  province  before  the 
extreme  limit  of  this  Parliament's  exist- 
ence has  been  attained.  They  will  have 
to  approach  the  government.  True  it  is 
a  responsible  government,  but  for  the  pur- 
pose, it  is  an  unauthorized  body.  The  legis- 
lature of  the  province  has  just  passed  re- 
solutions which  are  imperative  as  regards 
the  Manitoba  government.  Only  a  few 
weeks  ago  they  told  us  that,  on  principle, 
they  will  not  grant  separate  schools.  And, 
moreover,  they  say : — 

Previously  to  that  time  the  majority  of  the 
members  of  the  legislative  assembly  of  Manitoba, 
have  either  expressly  or  impliedly  given  pledges  to 
their  constituents  which  they  feel  in  honour  bound 
loyally  to  fulfil. 

That  pledge  is  that  no  separate  schools  will 
be  given  to  the  minority.  What  is  the  use, 
after  the  positive  refusal  of  the  legislature 
in  every  paragraph  of  its  answer,  to  apply 
to   the  government  of  that  province  1     It 


cannot  do  anything  efiEectually.  It'.ir 
your  attention  to  this  fact,  that  it  *>- 
a  promise  that  those  very  schools  v..; 
continued  for  ever  by  Mr.  Greenwj. 
those  schools  were  abolished  by  him. 
upon  a  promise  of  Mr.  Green  Taj,  c:^. 
ized,  and  in  the  face  of  a  House  Tbii..! 
he  tells  yon,  in  honour  bound  not  t<' .-: 
these  schools,  that  you  can  expert  t  ■■  ■ 
them  from  him  1  This  is  the  rea.*!  »  i 
was  again  under  the  p>ainful  duty  of  n  i^:;; 
able  to  subscribe  to  that  porttoa  •:•  ] 
declaration.      I  read  in  the  Ottawa  (    ; 

If  the  French    Canadian   ministen  r.-.>' 
such  haste,  they  prove  themselves  m  rcor'  - 
the  sentiments  of  many   English  »pesikic;' 
vatives  as  to  render  regard   for  Qneln't  > 
no  longer  u  matter  of  much   imporun.r  ' 
rest  of  confederation. 

By  these  words  I  am  charged  with  Ir . 
shown    an    undue  haste    and  with  v.  . 
refused  to  grant  any    delay.     I  mii-t  ■•. 
to   the    House  that  when  the  govfri. 
came  to  the  conclusion  tomaket-heirr:-..' 
tion,  I  requested  that  it  should  not  I*  -  • 
last    Monday,    but    that    the    gnvena 
wait  until   I  had  permission  to  gits  >: " 
same  time  explanations  tothisHou;*.  K- 
I  not  get  permission  then  for  reasons  ihf,  •  • 
i  not  dependent  upon  the  government,  'v 
1  was  dependent  upon  them  not  to  mitj^ 
declaration  on  Monday,  but  they  did.   i  • 
necessitates  my  stating  that  in  oppn-i" 
the  proposal  of  the  government,  I  an-  - 
Council  by  way  of  compromise  a  pny-' 
granting  a  further  delay,  but  obj<^i". 
any  official  negotiations  being  entereii  • 
with  the  government  of  Manitoba,  m'-- 
ground  that  an  evasive,  or  illusorr »ii--'" 
made   by    them    might   put  the  IMm"' 
government  in  the  impossibiity  of  H"'- 
Parliament  to  act.     The  proposal  for  »■ " 
I  voted  is  to  this  effect  : 

I  desire  to  state  that  the    govemmtw  1»"   ' 
under  its  consideration  the  reply  of  the  .">»'' 
government    and    legislature    to    the    f**'' 
Order  of  21st  March,  1895,  and  after  v«r)    '■• 
deliberation  has  come  to  the  followiD#  wo* 
At  this  late  stage  of  the  session,  and  »«i»k"'.',' 
little  time  has  elapsed  since  the  recepU'-n  •■•  •• 
answer  of  the  legislature  of   ManifolM  to  tJi,-^ 
edial  order  of  the  21  st  March,  and  in  view  '■  •• 
complicated   nature  of   the    lepslat'""  Z*^'  ', 
to  restore  to    the    minority   n!  Mtnit"'*  \' 
rights    and    privileges    to    separate  «cl>"»' .'  ^ 
government   nas   determined   not    to  ;''"'"y^. 
such    legislation    at    this    pretest  "^'"P' 
will   call    a  session    of    this    prew'/",   i^ 
during  next  fall   for  the    purpose  of  t"^^^, 
ing  and   pressing  to  a   concluMOOi  '■"  '"' "  ''' 
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islation  to  grant  relief  to  the  said  minority  on 
•■  lines  of  the  judgment  of  the  Judiuial  Com- 
ttee  of  the  Hrivy  Council  and  of  the  remedial 
ler  of  the  21st  March  last ;  if  the  legislature  of 
tuitoba  has  not  before  that  time  taken  such  steps 
to  satisfy  the  minority  in  that  respect  which 
pe  every  loyal  subject  of  Her  Majesty  should 
terrain  before  believing  that  the  province  of 
).oitoba  would  ignore  the  decision  of  Her  Majes- 
's  Privy  Counciland  the  remedial  order  of  the 
tvermor  General  of  Canada. 

And  I  wish  further  to  state  the  government  will 
Misinit  to  the  Lieutenant  Governor  of  Manitoba 
;opy  of  this  declaration  of  Parliament. 

Under  this  proposal  the  necessary- 
slay  to  perfect  the  bill  prepared  by  Mr. 
wart  would  have  been  obtained.  The 
inority  who  liave  now  an  acquired  right, 
ould  not  run  the  risk  of  seeing  the  door  of 
arliament  closed  upon  them  by  an  evasive 
nswer,  or  by  a  promise  that  could  not  be 
irried  out,  or  again,  by  the  statement,  for 
istance,  that  the  legislature  of  Manitaba 
aving  just  prorogued,  it  is  impossible  for 
nem  to  assemble  before  the  month  of  July 
ext.  What  will  be  the  position  of  the 
>orninion  government  if  they  come  before 
Arliament  in  January  with  such  a  declara- 
ion  1  The  minority  will  have  been  put  out 
'f  the  fort,  it  will  be  standing  out  again  in 
h«  open  field,  and  the  government  will  be 
mable  to  determine  the  House  to  take 
,ction.  That  was  my  objection  to  that  part 
if  the  declaration  of  the  government, 
Hid  I  offered  the  one  which  I  have  just  read 
.o  you ;  but  it  was  voted  down.  The 
leclaration  made  by  the  government  admits 
>f  a  doubt  as  to  the  actual  jurisdiction  of 
Parliament.  The  one  that  I  offered  granted 
k  delay  but  raised  no  suspicion  as  to 
lurisdiction.  I  have  read  that  declaration 
:o  show  that  I  did  not  want  to  be  hasty. 
However,  my  conviction  is  that  between 
bhis  day  and  the  day  that  Parliament  meets  < 
;vgain,  such  an  excitement  will  go  over  the 
country  in  opposition  to  the  granting  of 
remedial  legislation  that  if  the  government 
hesitates  now,  it  will  be  then  afraid. 

Hon.  Sir  FRANK  SMITH— Never. 

Hon.  Mr.  BELLEROSE— I  say  to  the 
contrary  ;  I  saw  them  afraid  very  often. 

Hon.  Mr.  ANGER&— The  minority  is 
told  thnt  it  should  be  satisfied  with  the 
declaration  made  by  the  government,  because 
there  is  in  it  a  clause  binding  the  govern- 
ment to  bring  before  Parliament  remedial 
legislation.     Hon.  gentlemen,  that  minority 


had  just  the  same  promise  from  the  govern- 
ment before.  If  I  refer  to  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  leader  of  the  House  on  the  addres>s,  I 
find  the  following  words  : 

I  hope  sincerely,  with  the  mover  and  the  second- 
er of  the  address,  that  the  people  of  Manitoba  may 
see  their  way  clear  to  settle  tliis  question  among 
themselves,  and  to  relieve  the  Parliament  of  Canada 
from  the  serious  obligation  which  will  devolve  upon 
them  otherwise.  It  is  a  very  serious  matter  for 
the  government  of  the  Dominion  to  undertake  to 
deal  with  a  question  which  affects  solely  any  one 
section  of  the  country.  If  the  people  of  Manitoba 
are  patriots  they  will  keep  this  question  out  of  the 
arena  of  Dominion  politics,  but  if  they  desire  to 
continue  flinging  firebrands  among  the  electorate  of 
this  country  (who,  I  am  sure,  are  desirous  of  living 
in  peace  and  harmony) — if  they  reject  all  overtures, 
and  act  upon  the  sugijestions  of  those  who  are 
leading  the  opposition  throughout  the  country, — I 
can  only  say  that  when  the  time  comes,  if  it  should 
come,  for  action  by  this  government,  the  people  of 
Canada  will  find  that  the  present  administration 
are  quite  prepared  to  assume  the  responsibility 
which  may  fall  upon  them,  no  matter  what  the 
results  may  be. 

That  was  the  promise  of  the  government 
at  the  opening  of  the  session.  Was  it  neces- 
sary to  get  another  declaration  of  the  same 
kind  ?  In  my  opinion  the  first  one  was  good, 
but  the  second  one  is  not  so  good.  The 
second  one  is  embarrassed  with  procedure 
which  may  prevent  the  future  action  of  the 
government.  The  noble  voice  that  we  heard 
at  the  beginning  of  the  session  promising  re- 
lief when  the  time  would  come,  and  it  has 
come,  has  been  suppressed. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
What  has  been  suppressed  1 

Hon.  Mr.  ANGERS — Your  promise  has 
been  suppressed  by  an  influence  which  acted 
like  a  damper,  and  new  promises  had  to  be 
made.  After  recalling  to  the  House  the 
voice  of  its  leader,  as  he  spoke  at  the  be- 
ginning of  the  session,  I  think  it  is  my  duty 
before  closing  to  r.-call  the  echo  of  another 
voice  upon  this  very  subject.  I  quote  from 
the  second  volume  of  Mr.  Pope's  book  on 
Sir  John  Macdonald.  At  page  248,  I  read 
the  following,  which  is  an  extract  from  a 
letter : 

You  ask  me  for  advice  as  to  the  course  you 
should  take  upon  the  vexed  question  of  separate 
schools  in  your  province.  There  is,  it  seems  to  me 
but  one  course  open  to  you.  By  the  Manitoba  Act, 
the  provisions  of  the  British  North  America  Act 
(section  93)  respecting  laws  passed  for  the  protec- 
tion of  minorities  in  educational  matters,  are,  made 
applicable  to  Manitoba,  and  cannot  be  changed  ; 
fpr  by  the  Imperial  Act  confirming   the  establish- 
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ment  of  the  new  provinces,  34  and  38  Victoria 
chapter  28,  section  6,  it  is  provided  that  it  shall 
not  be  competent  for  the  Parliament  of  Canada  to 
alter  the  provisions  of  the  Manitoba  Act  in  so  far  as 

it  relates  to  the  province  of  Mtmitoba.  Obviously 
therefore  the  separate  school  system  in  Manitoba 
is  beyond  the  reach  of  the  legislature  or  of  the 
Dominion  Parliament. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— To  whom  is 
that  written  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  ANGERS— I  cannot  give  the 
name.  The  name  was  intentionally  sup- 
pressed by  the  author.  Mr.  Pope  comment- 
ing on  this  letter  says  ; 

Oh  the  kindred  question  of  the  dual  language 
his  opinions  were  equally  decided  and  outspoken. 
He  fully  sympathized  with  the  French  Canadians 
in  their  natural  attachment  to  their  mother  tongue 
and  in  the  summer  immediately  preceding  his 
death  he  carefully  noted  and  put  by  for  use  in  the 
session  of  1891  the  following  extract  from  a 
speech  by  Mr.  Gladstone  which  he  observed  ex- 
pressed (mutatis  mutandis)  his  own  views  an  the 
proposal  to  abolish  the  official  use  of  the  French 
language  in  Manitoba  : 

"  There  appears  to  be  a  desire— I  will  ootsay  the  evi- 
dence is  demoDstratlTe,  but,  still,  in  the  manoeriu  which 
the  question  Is  brought  forward,  there  seems  to  be  a  desire 
— to  a  great  extent  to  substitute  the  British  for  the  Italian 
language  in  Malta.  Well,  I  am  opposed  to  any  such  sub- 
stitution. I  think,  and  my  mind  goes  back  to  the  case 
of  Wales,  that  there  is  nothing  in  the  world  that  the 
Wel^h  would  so  vividly  resent  as  any  officious  attempt  to 
change  the  language  of  their  country.  And,  gentlemen, 
tbey  are  perfectly  right.  The  union  between  a  nation 
and  its  languuge,  the  union  between  even  a  small  people 
like  Wales  and  its  lanyua^e  is  a  duo  and  affectionate 
union;  it  is  bound  up  with  its  traditions  :  and  when  we 
went  into  Malta  we  engaged  to  respect  their  traditions, 
and  no  attempt,  no  policy,  1  do  not  care  where  it  began — 
1  believe  it  began  in  some  former  time — but  we  have  evi- 
dence before  us  now  which  induces  me  to  say  that,  in  my 
opinion,  the  Maltese  have  been  sacredly  i^romised  the 
preservation  of  their  language  and  institutions,  and  are 
entitled  to  claim  amoug  tbe  very  first  elements  of  that 
promise,  that  we  shall  pay  due  respect  to  the  customs 
established  among  them  and  inherited  from  their  fore- 
fathers, which  are  bound  up  with  all  their  ideas,  and 
which  above  all  tbey  wish  to  retain." 

In  holding  these  views  Sir  John  Macdonald  could 
not  be  charged  with  any  prejudice  iu  favour  of  the 
Boman  Catholic  religion  or  the  French  Canadian 
race.  Rather  do  I  think  that  to  the  entire 
absence  of  prejudice  in  his  large  and  liberal  mind 
is  to  be  ascribed  the  cause  which  determined  bis 
political  attitude  on  these  questions. 

That8amespirit,Ith'nk,thePremierof  Can- 
ada is  possessed  of,  but  unfortunately  I  fear 
that  the  opposition  mode  to  the  execution  of 
the  mandate  of  the  Queen  and  of  the  remedial 
order  is  8tron(;er  and  ureater  than  his  in- 
tention. The  hon.  leader  has  in  his  hand 
the  present ;  no  man  perhaps  in  Canada 
could  more  effectiveh'  have  given  remedial 
legislation  to  the  minority  than  himself  this 
session,  but  having  the  present  in  his  hand 
he  has  not  the  future.  I  am  justified  in 
speaking  so  from  an  abstract  which  I  will 


read  to  tbe  House  from  the  Haanfltoa  .v 

ta(or : 

The  result  of  the  grand  tag  of  war  in  the  !•- 
inion  cabinet  is    that  there  is    to    be   no  nr-; 
legislation  introduced   this  seasioii.       It  j  i* 
olicially   announced  that  anotber  semim  ■( 
present  Parliament  will  be  held  and  that  s  '-Z 
provide  remedial   legislation     Mrill    be    pfifi 
only  in  that  session.     We  do  not  ihink  that  v   • 
at  all  likely.     The  same  influence  which  pcetccv 
the  introduction  of  a  bill  now  will  be  pm<3 : 
intensified  then,  and  the  French    will   not  he  . 
to  carry  their  point. 

Now  that  is  my  fear.     In  my  opim<K  ^ 
medial  legislation,  by  the   inaction  c-f  ' 
government,  has  been  so  imperilled  tba:  •^■ 
minority  may  never  have  it,  and  oonseques* 
I  cannot  accept  the  responsibility  of  >»:'. 
risk.     I  must  thank  the  House   for  itt  i: 
tention  they  have  given  me  in  this  matter  4:>° 
I  hope  I  have  not  uttered  one  word  thato.c': 
be  construed  as  expressing   anything  ta.'-. 
to  the  leader  of  the  government. 

Hon.  Sir  FRANK  SMITH— On  this  fct* 
sion  I  stand  in  a  very  peculiar  positiar.  it 
the  reason  that  it  has  been  insinuated  •.-:: 
side  of  this  House,  within  the  last  few  cuis 
that  the  Irish  Catholics  were  untrue  to  their 
principles,  untrue  to  the  minority  in  ybd- 
toba,  and  opposed  to  tbe  enoctmeit  <t 
remedial  legislation  for  the  relief  oftb>t 
minority.  I  think  I  shnll  be  enabki 
to  convince  the  House  that  I,  for  one.  u 
neither  untrue  to  the  minority  in  ifcit 
toba  nor  to  the  Dominion  at  large.  1 
have  been  identified  with  my  friend<  v- 
religiotts  matters  and  have  been  connecoc 
with  the  Roman  Catholic  church  since  kj 
childhood — in  fact  I  was  bom  a  Ronuo 
Catholic.  I  am  sorry  that  I  am  an  unworthj 
representative  of  that  church,  but  the  mu 
'does  not  live  who  can  truthfully  say  that  I 
ever  flinch  when  duty  calls  me  to  W- 
Neither  have  I  done  so  on  this  occasion,  fcr 
the  question  was  to  be  argued  in  Counei!  oi 
the  17th  March  last,  and  on  the  16th  Marti 
at  5  o'clock  in  tbe  evening,  I  was  in  m_v  tvi 
ill.  Against  the  protest  of  my  doctor  wa 
j  of  all  my  family,  I  rose  from  my  bed  uni 
came  down  that  night  to  Ottawa,  and  tiskii 
my  life,  as  the  doctor  said,  for  the  cu»- 
I  want  those  who  are  of  a  different  orifis 
from  me  not  to  insinuate  that  I  am  desert- 
1  ing  a  cause  that  I  ought  to  uphold  bec«use 
j  I  ask  for  a  short  delay.  This  question  ha> 
I  been  before  tbe  country  five  years,  and  I  tst 
I  any  reasonable  man,  clergyman  or  layman. 
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urther  delay  of  fire  months  is  an  unrea- 
}le  request  for  the  government  to  make 
tie  purpose  of  giving  time  to  settle  this 
d  question  amicably,  rather  than  impose 
jower  of  the  Dominion  Parliament  upon 
}rovince  of  Manitoba.  On  this  issue  I 
dentified  with  the  government.  I  have 
lorted  the  policy  of  the  Prime  Minister, 
ve  done  so,  not  to  Iienefit  any  one  creed 
ice  or  locality  in  this  country,  but  to  pro- 
e  peace  and  harmony  in  the  Dominion  at 
e.  1  believe  now,  and  I  believed,  when 
SIS  giving  my  vote  in  council  for  delay, 
;  time  may  lead  to  an  amicable  settle- 
kt.  I  have  had  the  honour  of  serving  under 
:  Premiers  of  thiscountry.  Inever  asked  to 
'eappointed  when  I  handed  in  my  resigna- 
i,  but  I  have  had  the  honour  to  be  invit- 
by  every  one  of  those  different  gentlemen 
hree  of  them  have  now  gone — to  become 
lember  of  the  Cabinet.  I  do  not  go  there 
Eorce  my  opinion  on  the  Premier  in  be- 
f  of  any  creed  or  any  locality  in  this 
minion.  I  go  there  to  give  my  cool  and 
biased  opinion  for  the  benefit  of  the  peo- 
!  at  large  of  this  country  where  I  have 
ed  since  I  was  a  boy  of  ten  years  of  age. 
im  told  that  on  this  occasion  I  was  the 
St  to  vote  in  favour  of  delay.  I  am  not 
ing  to  say  whether  I  did  so  or  not.  Any 
e  who  says  so  could  only  have  learned  the 
ct  at  the  council  board,  and  no  member  of 
e  Cabinet  is  at  liberty  to  mention  how 
embers  of  the  government  deal  with  ques- 
ons  that  come  before  them.  It  is  unfair 
>  divulge  the  proceedings  in  the  council 
latnber.  It  is  unbecoming  toraen  of  honour, 
ho  take  a  solemn  oath  and  declaration  going 
1  there  not  to  divulge  anything  that  takes 
lace  in  the  council,or  to  blame  one  member 
iore  than  another  for  the  decisions  of  the 
iovernment  Every  man  when  he  walks  out 
f  the  Cabinet  should  take  the  responsibility 
>{  the  decision  of  the  Cabinet  as  a  body,  let 
t  be  right  or  wrong.  When  a  member  of  the 
;ovemment  is  not  pleased  with  the  decision 
)f  the  Cabinet  he  should  step  out.  I  do 
lot  want  to  evade  my  responsibility 
in  any  shape  or  from.  I  pleaded  to  the  best 
af  my  ability  with  the  hon.  gentleman  who 
has  just  spoken  to  remain  in  the  Cabinet  and 
help  us  who  were  working  for  the  cause  that 
he  has  at  heart,  but  we  could  not  agree  on 
the  time  of  putting  this  legislation  before 
Parliament.  Thereare  sevenprovinces  in  this 
Dominion,  sixof  which  are  not  affected  in  any 
^hape  or  form  by  the  decision  of  the  govern- 


ment on  this  question.  A  large  majority  in 
those  six  provinces  want  delay.  Why  should 
we  not  take  time  to  consider  the  matter  care- 
fully before  we  put  a  large  number  of  people 
representing  those  provinces  in  a  false  posi- 
tion by  forcing  a  remedial  bill  on  Manitoba 
until  every  effort  to  secure  an  amicable  set- 
tlement is  exhausted  ?  It  may  never  be  neces- 
sary to  bring  such  a  bill  before  the  House. 
If  the  diflBculty  can  be  settled  amicably,  I 
should  be  delighted  to  see  it ;  but  if  not,  I 
pledge  myself  before  this  House  and  before 
the  country  that  I  will  fight  for  remedial 
legislation  and  justice  to  the  minority  of  the 
province  of  Manitoba.  I  am  sorry 
that  my  hon.  friend,  because  he 
cannot  get  every  man  to  comply  with 
his  views  in  the  council,  has  thrown  up  the 
sponge  and  gone  out  of  the  cabinet  He 
says  he  is  not  sure  whether  the  government 
will  ever  be  able  to  bring  in  this  legislation 
or  not.  I  say  that  that  document  which 
was  read  by  the  Premier  here  last  Monday 
was  not  issued  for  false  purposes.  The  large 
majority  of  the  people  of  this  country  have 
confidence  in  the  government  and  will  credit 
us  with  being  honest  in  our  intentions.  If, 
when  the  time  for  action  comes,  the  govern- 
ment shrink  from  doing  what  is  right  and 
proper,  I  shall  be  the  first  man  to  declare 
war  on  them,  and  say  they  are  unworthy  of 
administering  the  afiairs  of  the  country.  I 
would  under  such  circumstances  vote  iigainst 
the  government,  but  I  do  not  want  to  be 
one  of  those  who  put  the  pistol  to  the  breast 
of  the  Pre  i  ier  and  say  "  you  must  bring  in 
remedial  legislation  this  present  session  ;  if 
you  do  not,  we  will  leave  the  cabinet  and  upset 
the  government,  and  let  you  go  to  Jericho." 

Hon.  Mr.  ANGERS— That  was  not  said. 

Hon.  Sir  FRANK  SMITH— There  issome- 
thing  at  the  bottom  of  all  this.  Those  gentle- 
men think  that  perhaps  they  can  form  an  alli- 
ance that  will  be  more  convenient  to  them  than 
that  which  they  have  with  us.  They  should 
not  feel  that  way.  We  have  refused  them  no- 
thing. All  we  ask  is  a  short  postponement, 
and  they  are  not  as  true  representatives  of 
Quebec  as  .we  are  representatives  of  Ontario. 
They  should  fight  for  their  bill,  and  when 
the  last  effort  fails  it  will  be  time  enough  for 
them  to  leave  the  ship.  As  an  Irish  Catholic 
from  the  province  of  Ontario  I  am  bound  to 
stand  by  the  minority  of  Manitoba  and  ask 
for  what  is  reasonable,  but  nothing  more.    I 
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am  bound  to  do  what  I  think  is  for  the  l^nefit 
of  the  Dotninion  at  large.  I  am  bound  to 
wait  and  not  put  our  colleagues  in  a  false 
position.  Our  friends  in  the  other  House 
and  in  the  country  should  not  b.s  driven  in- 
to a  false  position.  Let  all  liberal-minded 
men  stand  together  and  the  extreme  men  on 
all  sides  must  give  way.  I  feel  that  nine- 
tenths  of  the  Protestants  in  this  country 
are  to-day  in  favour  of  giving  th^s  minority 
in  Manitoba  what  they  are  entitled  to  when 
the  time  comes.  If  I  had  not  that  feeling 
I  should  certainly  exert  myself  to  end 
the  matter  as  soon  as  possible,  but  looking 
back  over  the  past  in  this  country  I  have 
seen  the  Protestant  majority  has  very  seldom 
refused  to  give  the  Catholic  minority  what 
was  reasonable  and  right,  and  [  am  quite 
sure  that  they  will  not  refuse  to  do  justice 
on  this  occasion.  I  think  that  the  govern- 
ment have  taken  the  proper  course.  The 
honourable  gentleman  who  has  last  spoken 
does  not  share  my  belief  ;  he  has  no  faith  in 
lis  colleague.s.  If  he  had,  he  would  have  stood 
by  them  and  supported  them,  and  they  in 
return  would  have  supported  him  in  every- 
thing that  was  reasonable  and  right,  but 
when  three  gentlemen  out  of  thirteen  insist 
upon  having  their  own  way,  regardless  of 
consequences,  it  reminds  me  of  the  obstinate 
juryman  who  could  not  understand  why  the 
other  eleven  jurymen  could  not  agree  with 
him.  The  honourable  gentleman  tried  to  per- 
suade us  ;  failing  in  that  he  resigned.  I  say 
in  taking  that  course  he  is  doing  an  injustice 
to  the  minority  of  Manitoba  and  to  the 
people  of  Quebec  who  sympathize  with  them 
and  doing  an  injustice  tome,  and  others  like 
me,  who  have  to  stand  and  fight  their  bat- 
tles. We  are  asking  nothing  but  what  is  fair 
and  right  from  the  people  of  Canada,  and  the 
people  will  support  us  in  bringing  in  a  bill  if 
need  be  at  the  next  meeting  of  Parliament, 
and  when  we  next  appeal  to  the  people  you 
will  find  the  Protestant  majority  of  this  coun- 
try will  support  the  government  and  return 
them  here,  because  they  did  not  flinch  from 
doing  their  duty.  We  have  promised  to  put 
a  remedial  bill  through  if  Manitoba  fails 
to  do  justice  to  the  Roman  Catholic  minority 
and  then  we  will  appeal  to  our  people  and 
they  will  give  us  the  verdict  and  we  will 
come  back  again.  My  time  is  wearing  on 
and  I  may  not  be  here  another  session,  but 
those  of  you  who  are  here  will  see  it,  and  if 
God  spares  me,  I  will  see  this  legislation 
granted  next  session,  and  that  session  is  to 


be  held  before  we  go  to  the  country.    1 1- 
you  will  see  our  government  come  b»».k  -  • 
a  sweeping  majority,  bec&use  the  eitrfc--- 
on  both  aides  will  be  set  aside.      I  voalii  - 
have  said  much  on  this  occasdon  if  ii  L- 
not  been  stated  outside  that  I  had  dese-- 
the  French  Canadians.   I  have  done  oiAk. . 
of  the  kind  ;  but  in  dealing  -with  pobLt-.:- 
tions  we  should  forget  provincial  diititiTu 
and  work  for  the  good  of  the    whole  I'c 
nion.  Wherever  there  is  a  wrong  we  s,-  ^ 
endeavour  to  right  it,  and  if  we  cannot  i.-  - 
upon  the  best  means  of  doing  so,  let  r_- 
get   into   a  huff:   do  not  let  us  say  I-?.:  .- 
we  cannot  have  our  own  way   agains:  ■ 
majority,  that  we  will  desert  our  task.  It  ;• 
pity  to  see  our  friend  stepping  down  frcsL  ".i 
high  position  that  he  held  as  M  nisterot  .i.- 
culture,  leaving  his  other  French  trienan.. 
the  Irish  Catho'ics  to  tight  the  battle  ci  :■ 
minority  in  Manitoba  without  hiro.     Tb--^- 
will  be  very  little  fighting  to  be  done  utxrr  — 
We  have  decided  to  grant  remedial  IftT-- 
tion  if  necessary,  and  we  -will  do  it,  bar  v 
hon.  gentleman  will  not   be   able  to  al. 
any  share  in   the  victory,    because  he  "'■ 
shirked  his   duty.     And    now,    before  I  -".' 
down  I  will  say  this  :  since  the  annosr.  - 
ment  of   the  policy  of  the  governiuenr  i-j- 
made  last  Monday,  there  has  not  b*en  tr- . 
any  quarter  of  Canada  that  I  have  bean  '- 
a  single  protest  against  it.      The  cletz-   ' 
my  part  of  the  country,  I  am  perfeitiy  f>' 
vinced,  are  satisfied.     So  will  the  cle'sy  '. 
Quebec  and  Manitoba  be  ;  they  do  not  »i^' 
us  to  net  hastily.     They   exp>ect   as  W  :  •* 
coolly  and  deliberately  into  this  question  i:- 
do  what  is  right.     I  am  sorry  that  tnv  be 
friend  has  deserted  the  government.    I  >-5- 
not  support  him  in  the  stand  that  h<>  I  v 
taken  simply  because  he  is  a  French  t'«» 
dian.  I  would  not  support  an  Irish  Cath<'>' 
because  of  his  creed  and  origin.  There  mz-' 
to  be  an  end  of  those  differences  of  race  t i 
creed  in  this  country,  especially  in  the  .""-t 
ate,  which  is  called  the  Upper  Hou«e.  Tl.-r^ 
should  be  no  such  thing  as  a  man   diSpnu' 
from  another  because  he  is  a   Protestaot  ■ : 
because  he  is  of  French  or  Irish  origin. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMILLAN— Where  do  yi 
leave  the  Scotch  1 

Hon.  Sir  FRANK  SMITH— If  we  wp.- 
all'as  cool  and  worked  for  the  benefit  of  in;r 
selves  as  the  Scotch  do,  we  would  be »!' 
right.     On  all  occasions  the  Scotch  are  abV 
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take  care  of  themselves,  and  they  do  so, 
d  I  approve  of  the  course  they  take.  I 
»uld  not  have  said  so  much  if  it  had  not 
en  asserted  outside  that  I  am  untrue  to 
t;  minority  of  Manitoba  and  untrue  to  the 
'ench  Canadians  i  f  this  country.  Such  is 
t  the  case.  I  have  f  dth  in  the  govern- 
3nt  and  in  the  conservative  party,  and  I 
lieve  that  the  majority  of  the  people  of 
&nada  have  faith  in  them.  If  they  have 
st  confidence  in  us  they  will  send  us  home 
\<.l  other  gentlemen  can  take  our  places, 
It  that  time  has  not  come.  This  is  one  of 
le  most  important  questions  that  was  ever 
rought  before  the  Parliament  of  Canada 
ivolvins,  as  it  does,  questions  of  religion  and 
ice.  We  should  be  very  careful  how  we 
andle  it  and  not  force  legislation  through 
I  a  day.  We  have  waited  five  years  by  the 
dvice  of  our  lamented  friend,  the  ]&'^e  Sir 
ohn  Thompson,  when  he  was  at  the  head 
f  affairs.  We  never  frowned  when  he  asked 
•s  to  wait :  we  always  accepted  his  judgment, 
.nd  why  should  not  these  gentlemen  accept 
be  dec'sion  of  the  council  of  the  present 
Prime  Minister  ?  If  they  do,  the  minority 
n  Manitoba  will  get  their  rights  and  the 
>eople  of  the  other  provinces  will  be  satisfied. 
_)f  ctmrse,  there  are  firebrands  in  all  com- 
nunities  who  will  be  satisfied  with  nothing. 
We  must  pay  no  attention  to  them,  only  fill 
their  places  and  everything  will  go  right. 
I  have  said  perhaps  too  much. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCALLUM— Go  on. 

Hon.  Sir  FRANK  SMITH— It  is  unnec- 
essary for  me  to  go  on.    You  know  the  course 
that  I  have  taken  on  this  question.     I  have 
done  nothing  that  I  am  ashamed  of,  and  I  am 
ready  to  put  myself  on  record  on  this  ques- 
tirm.      I  have  confidence  in  the  company 
that  I  am  in.     I  have  lived  amongst  them 
all  my  life  and  in  the  long  run  I  have  got  a 
fair  share  of  my  rights.     During  the  thirty 
years  that  I  have  been  in  public  life  I  have 
not  been  working  for  myself,   but  for  my 
people.     I  have  never  directly  or  indirectly 
sought  any  position  or  honour  that  1   now 
hold.    I  am  here  an  independent  member — 
I  am  independent  in  the  council   of    this 
country,  because  I  am  not  in  receipt  of  any 
salary  or  emolument,  and  I  can  take  what- 
ever course  I  think  is  proper.     It  does  not 
matter  to  me  whether  I  hold  office  or  not ;  I 
an)  at  the  council  board  simply  to  give  my 
humble  advice  and  assistance  in  the  pulilic 


interest,  and  on  every  occasion  I  have  re- 
presented my  people  to  the  best  of  my 
ability.  In  conclusion,  let  me  say  that  the 
day  is  not  far  distant  when  the  hon.  gentle- 
man (Mr.  Angers)  will  be  sorry  for  the  course 
he  has  taken  to-day,  and  his  people  will  find 
fault  with  him.  I  would  not  be  afraid  to  go 
on  any  platform  in  the  province  of  Quebec 
and  lay  this  whole  case  before  them,  and  get 
the  verdict  of  the  people  that  the  govern- 
ment have  acted  in  sgi  equitable  and  proper 
manner  under  all  the  circumstances. 

Hon.  Mr.  O'DONOHOE— Before  my  hon. 
friend  resumes  his  seat,  I  should  like  to  call 
upon  him  for  his  views  on  this  proposition  : 
suppose  before  January  that  your  colleagues 
from  Ontario  sooner  than  submit  to  remedial 
legislation,  and  tax  the  people  of  Ontario 
with  a  measure  of  remedial  legislation,  resign 
their  office,  in  that  case  where  is  your 
remedial  legislation  ?  I  do  not  think  it  is 
improbable  that  you  will  find  that  your' 
colleagues  in  the  government  will  abandon 
their  position  rather  than  submit  to  remedial 
legislation,  and  if  they  do  submit  to  remedial 
legislation  I  question  very  much  whether 
you  would  ever  see  them  returned  to  Par- 
liament again. 

Hon.  Sir  FRANK  SMITH— In  answer 
to  the  que.8tion  that  the  hon.  gentleman  from 
Toronto  has  asked  me,  I  will  say  this,  that 
all  men  are  not  of  the  same  character  and 
principles.  They  study  what  is  best  for 
them.selves  and  for  the  country  they  repre- 
sent. If  one  gentleman  steps  out  and  de- 
clares that  he  is  no  longer  a  Minister  of  the 
Crown,  we  will  fill  his  place  with  anothf;r; 
if  one  more  steps  out,  there  are  men  at  the 
helm  who  will  be  true  to  their  country.  The 
present  Prime  Minister  has  the  courage  and 
pluck — and  his  followers  will  stand  by  him 
— to  fill  up  every  place  made  vacant  by  a 
dissatisfied  man.  Those  gentlemen  took 
their  positions  with  a  feeling  and  a  promise 
that  they  would  support  the  Conservative 
Government,  and  very  few  of  them  will 
desert  it  now.  I  know  that  the  hon.  gentle- 
man feels  aggrieved  at  me  as  very  few  of  my 
countrymen  do.  I  never  did  him  any  harm 
in  my  life  ;  on  the  contrary,  to  the  best  of 
my  ability  I  have  done  him  a  kindness.  I 
helped  him  into  this  House.  I  have  confi- 
dence in  the  word  and  the  honour  and  good 
intention  of  every  man  that  sits  in  the 
council  and  who  has  voted  on  this  matter. 
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Individually  and  collectively  they  have 
pledged  themselves  to  do  justice  to  the 
minority  in  Manitoba,  and  I  am  quite  satis- 
fied that  they  will  fulfil  their  promise,  and 
that  is  all  that  anybody  can  ask.  No  Con- 
servative Government  would  ever  face  this 
House  again  without  being  prepared  to  carry 
out  that  remedial  measure. 


Hon.  Mr.  O'DONOHOE- 
swer  to  my  question. 


-That  is  no  an- 


Hon.  Sir  FRANK  SMITH— Your  ques- 
tion is  so  broad  it  would  be  very  hard  to  an- 
swer it.  We  will  fill  up  the  vacancies  and 
will  make  good  our  promise. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— Be- 
fore the  Orders  of  the  Day  are  called  I  have 
one  or  two  remarks  to  make  in  reply  to  the 
explanation  given  by  my  hon.  friend  the  late 
Minister  of  Agriculture.  Before  I  do  so,  I 
must  be  permitted  to  express  my  very  great 
regret  at  the  tone  exhibited  in  the  latter  por- 
tion of  his  statement.  His  remarks  were  I 
consider  personal  to  myself,  and  as  such  I 
resent  them.  Without  going  into  particulars 
in  reference  to  this  matter,  there  has  not 
been,  I  ^^^ay  for  myself,  a  member  of  the  go- 
vernment with  whom  I  have  been  on  more 
intimate  terms,  and  with  whom  I  have  con- 
sulted as  freely  and  given  my  opinion  as 
frankly  as  I  have  to  the  hon.  gentleman. 
That  he  should  have  closed  his  remarks  with 
the  statements  which  he  made  in  reference 
to  liiyself  and  the  position  I  hold  in  the  ca- 
binet of  this  country  was  a  matter  of  very 
great  surprise  to  me,  and  I  can  only  repeat 
that  I  deeply  regret  it.  Until  to-day  the 
only  material  difierence  that  I  was  aware  of 
that  existed  between  that  hon.  gentleman 
and  his  colleagues  was  as  to  the  particular 
mode  which  should  be  adopted  and  the 
course  which  should  be  pursued  in  connec- 
tion with  the  carrying  out  of  the  judgment 
of  the  privy  council  and  of  the  remedial  order 
based  thereon.  My  hon.  friend  was  always 
frank  in  stating  that  he'  had  grave 
doubts  as  to  the  propriety  of  a  postpone- 
ment of  the  question  to  another  ses- 
sion. He  gave  his  reasons  for  entertain- 
ing those  doubts.  He  has  given  them  to 
you  to-day ;  but  to  me  and  to  others  of  my 
colleagues  those  were  not  considered  of  suffi- 
cient weight  to  justify  him  in  pursuing  the 
course  that  he  has  followed.  When  he 
states  to  the   Senate  that   my  course  was 


adopted  on  account  of  some  onoii^ 
other  influence,  I  am  st>  a  loas  to  bi.- 
what  he  means  by  that.  I  woold  E-. 
rather  that  he  had  been  frank  sad  ^'- 
what  he  really  meant  without  levTiic  " 
impression  that  my  poeition  upon  this  ■■.■s 
tion  was  the  result  of  outside  preBsare 

Hon.  Mr.  ANGERS— Allow  me  to  ir- 
rupt the  hon.  gentleman  tli^re,    becu^r' 
think  he  misunderstood  me. 


Hon.    Sir    MACKENZIE 
I  hope  I  did. 


BOWELL 


Hon.  Mr.  ANGERS— I   said  that  u- 

was  no  man  in  the  country  in  a  better  >-. 
tion  to  carry  the  remedial  le^islatit4i  at  U: 
present  time  than  himself,  and  I  never  ^ 
any  way  wished  the  House  to  aiKlarj^. 
that  owing  to  his  position  in  the  cabi&'H  '- 
was  unable  to  do  it.  On  the  oontran. 
contend  he  is. 

Hon.    Sir   MACKENZIE   BOWELL- 

My  hon.  friend,  speakin»  of  my  deciarab  ■' 
in  the  speech  that  I  made  in  the  debau  Bp>« 
the  address,  said  it  w^as  frank  and  expliri'- 
but  that  I  had  changed  my  views  becsase .' 
had  been  "  suppressed  "  by  some  other  pn«»; 
It  may  be  that  he  meant  something  cd" 
than  the  interpretation  which  I  placed  a{>.c 
it.  My  hon.  friend  should  be  more  fraaV 
He  knows  that  in  all  matters  affecting  ^ 
state,  and  all  matters  which  are  of  gn>t 
importance,  there  is  always,  among  13  orU 
gentlemen,  a  divergence  of  opinion,  and  c> 
knows  from  his  long  connection  with  paria 
mentary  usages  and  practice,  and  trot 
the  great  experience  that  he  has  had,  i:-< 
only  as  a  minister  of  the  Crown  but  u  i 
governor  of  one  of  the  great  provinws  •* 
this  country,  that  when  difficulties  and  di^'' 
ergencies  of  opinion  arise  in  a  caisoet 
there  must  be  some  conces-sion  on  either  oar 
side  or  the  other.  He  should  have  hm 
more  explicit  and  stated  that  when  di&T«B«- 
of  opinion  arose  on  this  question,  the  pilicj 
adopted  by  the  government  was  at  mr  ;ii;- 
gestion  in  order  to  bring  together  the  ^)t^'. 
of  the  elements  of  the  cabinet  so  that  n 
could  come  down  as  one  man  and  state  r«r 
policy,  that  when  we  thought  the  time  h*! 
arrived  to  grant  to  the  minority  of  tlw 
province  of  Manitoba  those  rights  of  vhichl 
have  always  stated,  in  this  House  and  ebt 
where,  to  my  own  individual   friends  ul 
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iblicly,      they    had    been    deprived      by 
e  !\ra.nitoba  legislature.     I  said  also   here 
ankly — and  there  is  no  misunderstanding 
my    position —  that   per  «e  I    am    not  in 
.vour      of     separate    schools.         I      stat- 
l        distinctly      that      I      believe       that 
[anitoba   came    into   this   Dominion  with 
le     distinct  and  positive  promise,  implied, 
ad,  as  it  was  believed,  incorporated  in  the 
institution  of  the  province,  that  they  should 
ave  the  riglft  of  separate  school  retained  to 
iiem  for  ever  in  the  same  manner  that  they 
re  enjoyed  by  the  provinces  of  Ontario  and 
Quebec ;  and  as  such,  no  matter   what  my 
adividual  opinion  may  be,  as  a  public  man 
can   consider  myself   bound— and    I   will 
ake  my  party  with  me  as  far  as  I  can — to 
»rry  out  to  the  fullest  possible  extent  the 
promises  that  were  made  to  the  minority  ;it 
confederation,  and  of  which,  I  repeat,  I  be- 
ieve  the  Manitoba  legislature  has  despoiled 
uhem.  It  is  true,  as  my  honourablef  riend  says, 
that  it  was  through  the  promises  made  to  the 
church  authorities  in  the  province  of  Mani- 
toba by  the  liberal  party  that  they  succeeded 
in  turning  the  conservative  party  out  of  pow- 
er, and  that  the  moment  they  obtained  office 
through  the  acceptance  of  their  promises  by 
those  whom  we  are  now  trying  to  protect  in 
their  rights,   they  violated   their  pledge  and 
the  minority  in  Manitoba  have  been  suffer- 
ing from  it  ever  since.    It  is  not  the  fault  of 
the  conservative  party,   at  least,  that  they 
find  themselves  in  the  position  they  occupy 
to-day.  I  sympathise,  as  far  as  any  man  can, 
with  the  minority  on  account  of  the  delays 
which   have   taken   place,    but  have  those 
delays  been   the  fault  of  the  government? 
It  may    be  said  yes,  because    you    might 
have    and     could     have     disallowed     the 
Act  when  it  was  passed.  •  The  Privy  Council 
of  England  have  decided,   contrary   to  the 
opinions  of  the  Supreme  Court  in  Canada, 
that  the  legislature  of  that  province  had 
the  right  to  pass  that  Act,    and   had  we 
disallowed  it,  we  should  have  been  pursuing 
a  course  which  my  hon  friends  from  Lower 
Canada  have  objected  to,   over   and  over 
again.     If   there   are   any   people    in    this 
Dominion  who  are  sensitive  as  to  the  inter- 
ference with  provincial  autonomy,  or  pro- 
vincial rights,  it  is  the  population  of  Quebec. 
Those  representatives  of  Quebec  who  helped 
to  frame  the  constitution,  took  particular 
pains  to  protect  the  minority  in  each  of  the 
provinces,  and  who  are  extremely   jealous 
whenever  local  rights  are  interfered  with. 


My  reason,  as  I  have  stated  already, 
for  Asking  for  this  delay,  was  to  place 
ourselves  in  a  position  to  prevent  the  charge 
being  made  in  the  future  that  we  had  act^ 
precipitately,  and  that  we  had  thrust  upon 
the  province  a  system  of  schools  without 
giving  them  the  opportunity  of  at  least 
saying  whether  they  would  come  down  one 
step  from  the  position  they  had  taken  in 
order  to  relieve  the  Dominion  Parliament 
from  inflicting  upon  them  Dominion  legis- 
lation which  might  prove  of  very  great 
danger  to  provincial  autonomy,  and  at 
the  same  time  to  the  peace  of  this  country. 
Now  was  I  justified  in  that  t  If  my  hon. 
friend  is  to  take  ne.vspaper  statements  as 
being  correct  or  expressing  the  opinions  of 
the  ministers  of  the  Crown,  I  might  quote 
from  the  papers  of  the  province  of  Quebec, 
unfavourable  opinions  of  himself.  I  do  not 
know  another  man  who  resisted  them  more 
vigorously  or  more  determinedly  than  him- 
self. He  has  taken  his  tniducers  into 
court,  and  I  am  very  glad  that  the  courts 
in  the  province  of  Quebec  have  shown  that 
they  will  crush,  as  far  as  they  can,  Wle  at- 
tacks made  upon  public  men.  I  am  not 
responsible  for  what  has  appeared  in  the 
Citizen  of  this  city,  neither  am  I  res- 
ponsible for  what  has  appeared  in  the  Ham- 
ilton Spectator.  If  he  has  been  a  con- 
stant reader  of  the  Hamilton  Spectator,  he 
must  know  that  although  it  is  a  strong 
Conservative  paper,  it  is  one  of  those  jour- 
nals that  has  always  taken  a  decided  posi- 
tion against  interference  with  Manitoba, 
particularly  upon  this  question.  It  is  a 
paper  perfectly  independent  of  the  govern- 
ment and  of  any  but  those  who  support  it. 
Taking  that  view  of  it,  I  find  a  letter  was 
written  by  one  of  the  leaders  of  the  Liberal 
party — whether  with  the  consent  of  my 
hon.  friend  opposite  me  and  consent  of  his 
leader  in  the  House  I  am  not  prepared  to 
say — written  by  the  hon.  member  for 
L'Is'et  and  published  in  a  Quebec  news- 
paper on  this  very  question.  We  know  if 
there  is  one  man  more  than  another  in  the 
province  of  Quebec  who  has  expressed  more 
frequent  and  extreme  views  upon  this  ques- 
tion than  another,  it  is  Mr.  Tarte,  the  first 
lieutenant  of  Mr.  Laurier  in  the  Lower 
House.  In  dealing  with  this  question  he 
uses  this  language  : 

There  is  not  in  the  whole  Canadian  following  a 
man  of  any  standing  who  is  not  aware  that  it  is 
impoesible  under  the  present  state  of  things  to 
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force  Manitoba  to  submit  to  an  educational  law 
adopted  by  the  federal  power.  Such  a  law  can  be 
enacted.  It  will  not  be  enforced.  It  cannot  be 
enforced  if  Manitoba  resists,  and  unfortunate  ly 
there  can  be  no  doubt  as  to  that  resistance. 

And  then  the  gentleman,  in  order  to  cover, 
I  suppose,  this  bold  declaration,  tries  to 
throw  the  responsibility  upon  the  Tory  party. 
He  says  : 

It  was  so  to  speak  prepared  and  organized  by  the 
Tory  party  themselves. 

That  is,  he  is  holding  the  Tory  party  res- 
ponsible for  the  legislation  of  Manitoba.  If 
the  Tory  party  are  responsible  I  am  some- 
what at  a  loss  to  know  how  and  in  what 
way.  We  find  to-day  the  second  lieutenant 
of  the  leader  of  the  Libera)  pai-ty  making 
the  declaration  that  it  is  impossible  to  carry 
out  any  legislation  which  may  be  adopted  by 
this  Parliament.  Is  it  to  be  supposed  that  he 
gave  utterance  to  such  strong  opinions  upon 
that  question  without  the  consent  of  his 
leader  t  Is  it  preparing  for  a  fall  t  Are 
they  preparing  to  say  to  the  people  thnt 
they  are  not  prepared  to  go  as  far  as  the 
Tory  party  of  which  he  speaks,  and  of  which 
unfortunately  for  the  party  at  one  time  he 
was  a  member,  and  hence  not  being  able  to 
carry  out  any  act  of  remedial  legislation, 
you  should  not  attempt  it !  There  is  no  other 
inference  which  can  be  drawn  from  that, 
and  when  you  see  the  trio — the  Honourable 
Wilfrid  Laurier  on  the  right,  Joseph  Martin 
in  the  centre,  and  Israel  Tarte  on  the  left,  it 
is  a  picture  you  could  hand  down  to  posterity 
as  an  evidence  of  political  purity  and  consis- 
tency. However,  as  they  do  not  belong  to  my 
party,  I  do  not  envy  them  their  combination. 
Mr.  Tarte  then  goes  on  (it  is  not  necessary 
for  me  to  read  it),  denouncing  in  no  unmea- 
sured terms  the  letter  which  was  written 
and  published  by  £ishop  Gravelle.  How- 
ever that  is  a  matter  I  leave  with  them. 

Hon.  Mr.  MASSON— Is  it  right  to  refer 
to  that? 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
No,  not  right  to  refer  to  members  of  the 
other  House.  That  is  a  practice  that  I 
have  been  deprecating,  but  in  discussing 
this  question  I  must  refer  to  the  opinions 
held  by  those  occupying  positions  in  public 
life  and  who  are  anticipating  in  a  very  short 
period  the  pleasure  of  occupying  the  place 
that  we  now  hold.  I  point  it  out  to  show 
what  the  gentleman  who  is  so  honest,  and 


who  desires  so  earnestly  to  obtain  iki~  >-: 
lation,  may  expect  by  defeating  xhcet  v 
pledge  themselves  to  carry  it  ua.  : 
the  province  of  Manitoba  will  doc  V  . 
I  object  to  more  particularly  in  the  rsK^.i 
of  my  hon.  friend  is  bis  expreesioa  erf  »■- 
of  the  sincerity  of  those  with  whom  if  •  j 
been  associated  for  some  years.  In  tL>.'.  -  - 
spect  I  have  to  thank  the  hon.  memti^  -  • 
Toronto  (Mr.  O'Donoghue)  for  the  reinaiC'  j 
made,and  I  have  to  say  this  t«  him  :  TLi.'  I 
my  Ontario  colleagues  think  proper  tL v^  i 
fear  as  he  says — and  I  can  safely  say  i:  .•  i 
quality  they  do  not  possess — to  retin:  r  ■. 
the  government  on  account  of  this  qimxi  . 
if  my  health  remains,  I  shall  tsry  ac-i  *_ 
the  positions  with  gentlemen  who  hold  vir* 
on  this  and  other  important  question?  i:  l 
cordance  with  my  own.  The  hon.  gentlf  r.. 
said  further — and  it  is  for  this  that  I  xLmu 
him — that  he  doubted  whether,  if  ther  .->•• 
remedial  legislation,  one  of  them  «' : 
ever  come  back  to  the  House  or  evrr  -< 
elected.  If  that  be  the  case — and  prohi  ■; 
it  is — so  much  greater  is  the  credit  'ia: 
should  be  accorded  to  men  who  take  ti-.- 
political  life  in  their  hands,  with  deffa:  ?'j: 
ing  them  in  the  face,  and  come  down  ti*  Pi.* 
liament  and  declare  they  will  do  justice  :  - 
that  hon.  gentleman's  co-religionists  in  '.:- 
Dominion  while  they  have  the  power  to  di .« 
In  my  letter  to  uiy  hon.  friend  expresu 
regret  at  receiving  his  resignation— fv  » 
one  regretted  it  more  than  I  did  for  wku . 
considered  to  be  the  extreme  course  be  I  ■' 
taken — I  used  this  language  : 

All  ^our  colleagues  being  pledged  to  scpf-f  ■ 
remedial  measure,  to  be  introduced  by  theiiorr. 
ment  securing  the  minority  of  Manitoba  tlw  r  i  ■ 
and  privileges  of  which  the  Lords  of  the  Iinp>-.> 
Privy  Council  declared  they  had  been  drpri- 
should  I  venture  to  say,  have  been  acirptf'  ' 
yon  as  a  guarantee  of  their  sincerity. 

lam  sorry  tofind  from  his  language  to-dartM' 
he  has  implied  no  confidence  in  these  plf<is» 
I  say  for  my  colleagues — and  I  reiteratr :' 
for  myself — that  the  pledge  that  wehiv- 
given  as  public  men  will  be  carried  ont  :t 
we  live  and  are  enabled  to  do  it  bv  li' 
majority  in  the  Parliament  of  Canada.'  M< 
hon.  friend  then  spoke  of  the  govemmeDt  -i 
Manitoba  not  being  in  a  position  to  d-«! 
with  the  question,  as  by  the  constituti  n  :; 
is  relegated  to  the  legislature.  M»riii"l4 
has  the  same  form  of  government  as  ha^ 
the  Dominion  of  Canada  ;  we  have  und<-f 
the  British  constitution  that  which  is  aM 
responsible  government.       No  govemuKnt 
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k  enforce  a  law  upon  the  people  of  the 
in. try  without  the  consent,  approval  and 
>port  of  their  parliament.  But  we  have 
s  advantage,  under  our  systein  the 
k'emment  can  lay  down  a  policy,  they 
3.  e  i-ibody  it  in  an  order  in  council,  and 
:>niulgate  it  if  they  please ;  they  can  ap- 
al  to  the  legislature  for  support,  and 
they  are  not  sustained  they 
out  of  power,  and  another  party 
mes  in  who  hold  views  different  from 
eirs.  So  it  is  with  the  province  of 
anitoba.  The  government  of  that  pro- 
nce  can  say  to  us,  "  we  pledge  ourselves, 
.  a  government,  to  propose  to  our  legisla- 
ire  certain  measures  which  will  grant  to 
le  minority  of  the  province  the  rights 
)  which  they  are  entitled."  What  they  do 
ly  in  their  answer  is  that  they  will  not 
rant  the  full  measure  of  what  they  consider 
>  be  the  demands  made  by  the  remedial 
rder  which  they  received.  I  appeal  to 
very  man  who  conscientiously  believes  that 
;  is  his  duty  to  himself,  to  his  children  and 
is  Uod  that  he  should  be  enabled  to  teach 
is  children  the  religion  which  he  himself 
.rofesses,  whether  it  would  not  be  better 
hat  the  Roman  Catholic  minority  should 
lave  those  concessions  made  by  Manitoba 
ban  to  have  them  forced  upon  the  province 
)y  the  Dominion  Parliament.  If  we  are 
>bUged  to  legislate  on  the  subject, 
:he  minority  in  Manitoba  will  encounter 
lifiiculties,  annoyances  and  obstruc- 
tions, that  will  be  constantly  thrown 
in  the  way  of  carrying  it  out.  I  shall 
now,  with  the  permission  of  the  House, 
give  my  views  of  what  I  consider  the  answer 
of  the  Manitoba  Government  is.  I  want 
to  show  that  an  olive  branch  has  been 
offered  us  to  accept  if  we  will.  The  order 
starts  out  in  this  way  : 

The  privileges  which,  by  the  said  order  we  are 
commanded  to  restore  to  our  Roman  Catholic 
fellow  citizens,  are  substantially  the  same  privi- 
leges which  they  enjoyed  previously  to  the  year 
IS90.  Compliance  with  the  terms  of  the  order 
would  restore  Catholic  separate  schools,  with  no 
more  satisfactory  guarantee  for  their  efficiency 
than  existed  prior  to  the  said  date. 

That  is  an  incorrect,  improper  and  forced 
interpretation  put  upon  the  language  of  the 
remedial  order.  In  passing  that  order  we 
included  the  demands  made  by  the  Roman 
Catholic  minority  of  the  province  of  Mani- 
toba, but  there  is  no  demand  in  the  order 
in  council  that  that  shall   be  carried  out  to 


the  letter.  I  am  not  going  to  argue  the 
question  whether  the  schools  were  efficient 
or  not.  My  hon.  friend  from  St.  Boniface 
dealt  with  that  question  very  well  a  short 
time  ago.  But  I  say  this,  that  the  Mani- 
toba government,  or  the  Manitoba  legis- 
lature, in  putting  that  construction  upon 
the  remedial  order,  went  far  beyond  its 
meaning.  I  will  say  more  than  that :  there 
is  not  a  Catholic  with  whom  I  have  had  any 
conversation  on  the  subject  who  has  asked 
to  have  separate  schools  established  in  that 
province  that  would  be  in  any  way  inferior 
to  the  public  schools,  or  what  some  people 
call  Protestant  schools.  They  are  quite  will- 
ing and  anxious  to  have  properly  certificated 
teachers,  and  to  have  a  proper  inspection  of 
those  schools  ;  wherever  they  receix  e  public 
money  they  accept  the  principle  that  the  public 
shoulii  know  how  that  money  is  expended. 
While  the  Parliament  of  Canada  has  all  the 
authority  to  go  to  the  full  length  of  restor- 
ing the  old  system  of  education  which  existed 
in  Manitoba  prior  to  1890,  there  is  nothing 
to  prevent  the  acceptance  of  a  compromise, 
nor  is  there  anything  to  prevent  those  who 
are  urging  the  re-establishment  of  separate 
schools  following  a  medium  course  providing 
it  meets  the  wishes  of  the  Roman  Catholic 
minority  in  the  province.  I  take  it  for 
granted  that  the  Roman  Catholics  whodesire 
to  have  separate  schools  demand,  first,  the 
right  to  establish  separate  schools  ;  secundly, 
to  be  r.'lieved  from  taxation  in  support  of 
public  schools  when  they  support  their  own 
schools ;  thirdly,  to  have  the  power  and 
authority  to  teach  morals  and  religion,  as 
they  understand  them,  in  their  schools ; 
and  that  they  shall,  in  addition  to  that, 
receive  an  equitable  proportion  of  the 
public  funds ;  and  the  full  management  of 
their  schools,  is  all,  I  take  it,  that  reason- 
able men,  and  the  most  earnest  of  them, 
have  ever  asked  Parliament  to  go  ;  and 
that  far  the  government,  of  which  I  am 
the  head,  are  prepared  to  go,  if  the  Parlia- 
ment of  Canada  will  sustain  us,  in  case  the 
Manitoba  Legislature  refuses  to  grant  a  fair 
measure  of  relief.  Now,  have  they  held  out 
any  pro<«pects  of  that  kind  1  Basing  their 
objections  to  the  remedial  order  upon  the 
grounds  that  I  have  indicated,  they  go  on 
further  : 

We  are,  therefore,  compelled  to  state  to  Your 
Excellency  in  Council  that  we  cannot  accept  the 
responsibility  of  carrying  into  effect  the  terms  of 
the  remedial  order. 
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That  is  the  remedial  order,  as  they  say 
they  understand  it,  being  a  command  to  re- 
establish the  schools  and  everything  connect- 
ed with  them  as  they  were  prior  to  1890. 
Then  it  says  : 

Objections  upon  principle  may  be  taken  to  any 
modiricution  of  our  educational  statutes,  which 
would  result  in  the  establishment  of  more  sets  of 
separate  schools. 

But  they  waive  that  question  ;  they  de- 
cline to  discuss  it  upon  the  question  of  prin- 
ciple as  to  whether  separate  schools  should 
exist  or  not.  Then  we  come  to  the  next 
part,  of  which  I  do  not  take  the  same  view 
as  my  hon.  friend,  perhaps  because  I  do  not 
feel  so  strongly  on  the  subject  as  he  does. 
This  portion,  he  thinks,  is  an  insult  to  our 
selves,  and  an  insult  to  the  executive  and  the 
government  : 

We  believe  that  when  the  remedial  order  wad 
made,  there  was  not  then  available  to  your  Excel- 
lency in  Council  full  and  accurate  information  as 
to  the  worlcing  of  our  former  system  of  schools. 
We  also  believe  that  there  was  lacking  the  means 
of  forming  a  correct  judgment  as  to  the  effect  upon 
the  province  of  changes  m  the  direction  indicated 
in  the  order. 

Then  they  add  : 

Being  impresse<l  with  this  view  we  respectfully 
submit  that  it  is  not  yet  too  late — 

To  do  what  t 

—  to  make  a  full  and  deliberate  investigation  of  the 
whole  subject.  .Should  such  a  course  be  adopted, 
we  shall  cheerfully  assist  in  affording  the  most 
complete  information  available.  An  investigation 
of  such  a  kind  would  furnish  n  substantial  Imsis  of 
fact  upon  which  coucluaions  could  be'formed  with 
a  reasonable  degree  of  certainty. 

Now,  my  hon.  friend  says  that  that  is  an 
insult — that  it  implies  that  the  whole  order 
is  based  upon  false  premises.  It  is  not  a 
question  as  to  whether  we  should  go  into  an 
investigation  of  the  position  of  the  schools 
prior  to  1890.  I  say,  on  behalf  of  my  gov- 
ernment, we  have  nothing  whatever  to  do 
with  that.  That  is  not  a  question  for  us 
to  decide.  What  we  have  to  decide  is 
whether  the  minority  have  been  deprived  of 
any  rights,  and,  if  so,  whether,  under  the 
decision  of  the  Privy  Council,  we  should 
restore  those  rights  and  establish  such  a 
system  of  education  in  that  province  as 
will  meet  the  reasonable  requirements  of 
those  who  demand  separate  schools,  provi- 
ding against  any  system  which  might  be 
called  "  inefficient."  That  is  the  position  I 
a  ke.  I  would  reject,  and  reject  at  once 
any  attempt  to  appoint  a  commission.     1% 


would  be  utterly  tiseless ;  bat  I  »■); 
proach   the    Manitoba    legislature  <-.:. 
declaration  that  wc  are  willing  to  l- 
this  matter,  and  make  the  simple  i«v<ni-. 
"Are  you  prepared  to  restore  8epant«f 
under  such   a   system  as  will  eoscrr  -. 
efficiency  and  release    their  supponwi  t- . 
taxation  to  support  other  schools! '  li  : 
believe  there  is  a  reasonable  sop^'OT'- 
separate  schools  in  this  country  vbi. . . 
object  to  a  proposition  of  that  kitd  '. . 
not  defending,  or  attempting  to  d^tii  - 
Manitoba  Legislature  or  the  Manitcbiij- 
ernment,  hut  it  must  be  borne  in  miiJ'—' 
we   are  of  opinion  they  toot  «b  at'-  ■ 
view   on    this  question.     A  most  ni-ti-- 
manlike    procedure    was    the    act  li  • 
Manitoba     Government     at    the   c^- :, 
of  the   last  session   of  the  l^lanr> 
declare  in  the  governor's  speech,  befo.-*-  ■- 
had  received  the  judgment  of  the  Iv- 
Council  in   England,  and  before  we  t*. 
ceived  it  here,  when  all  they  knewtli'' 
was  what  they  had  read  in  the  ne^w;- 
to  declare  point  blank  that  they  to::V 
accede  to  any  demands.    It  was  nnstttr-i 
like  and  unpatriotic,  and  shoired  an  pk  r. . 
of  feeling  in  this  matter  that  no  governi-'. 
having  a  proper    appreciation  of  ii.-  'is' 
would  have  manifested. 

Hon.  Mr.  BERNIER— Do  you  eir- 
that  they  will  do  otherwise  now  t 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  m'^m 
cannot   say,  but    I    do  not  propose  to;' 
myself  in  a  position  to  have  the  leader"/" 
opposition,  or  the  people  of  the  promo- fr 
which  I  come — the  majority  of  whom  i 
hold  different  views  on  this  question  Ir' 
those  of  my  hon.  friend  whoasks  thequestinn- 
to  declare  "  You  have  forced  upon  tin^f^- 
pie  a  system  which  they'  abolished,  ^ii"*-' 
first   accepting   that  half  promii*  of  ■•"- 
sideration.  "     That  is  my  position  ex»c'.7 
I  do,  however,  cherish  a  hope,  though  wi"-.' 
not  be  fulfilled,  that  Manitoba  will-  ^F';- 
reflection,  pursue  a   policy  of  conrito''^ 
I     want    to    put    myself,    «   »  P"', 
man,    in    a     position    to    say  to  p^f 
who     do    not    hold    the   same  views  '■'■ 
my   hon.    friend  on  this  question,  that « 
have    exhausted    every  possible  mewis  t" 
induce    the   Manitoba  Govemmen'  '''.''' 
justice  to  the  minority  before  undetttfit- 
to  force  upon  them  a  system  that  '"*.''?''' 
detrimental  to  the  peace  and  harmony  of  w 
people. 
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[on.  Mr.  McMillan — The  responsibi- 
is  on  Manitoba. 


on.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
bainly  it  is.  I  ask  for  a  delay  for  various 
ons.  The  responsibility  is  thrown  on 
litoba  to  carry  on  a  system  which  will 
efit  educationally,  religiously  xnd  other- 
iy  those  who  desire  separate  schools.  If 
i  done  by  the  Domioinon  Parliament,  I 
•  that  every  obstacle  will  be  thrown  in 
way  of  carrying  out  the  law,  and  law- 
3  will  arise  continually.  It  will  be  a  bone 
untention  for  years  to  come,  and  instead 
ve  years  litigation,  you  will  have  a  much 
;er  period.  That  is  the  fear  that  I  have, 
lope  they  may  not  be  realized.  If  I 
wrong,  I  am  like  an  old  friend  of  mine 
)  once  was  told  that  he  was  always  astray 
omething,  and  he  replied 
n  honest  in  it  at  least." 


t    being  six  o'clock 
lir. 


the  Speaker  left  the 


After  Becess. 

Ion.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— It 
ot  njy  intention  to  occupy   the  attention 
)he  Senate  for  any  great   length  of  time, 
jre  are  only  one  or  two  other  points  to 
ich    I   desire   to   refer  in   order  to  set 
government   right  upon  this  question, 
1  to  show  that  there  is  so  little  difference 
ween    the   position   taken   by   my    hen. 
nd  and  late  colleague  and  ourselves,  that 
vas  not  sufficient  to  justify  his  retirement 
in  the  government.     I  was    referring   to 
answer  of  the  Manitoba  government  to 
remedial  order  which  was   forwarded  to 
Dominion  government  when  the  Senate 
e    at     6     o'clock  ;  I     was     proceeding 
interpret   their  language   in   a   manner 
metrically  different  from  the  interpreta- 
a   put  upon  it   by    my  la'.e   colleague, 
ivas     endeavouring    to    show    from    the 
rding     of     that     answer,      that      there 
5  an  indirect  offer,    at  least  of   consul  ta- 
n,  on  the  part  of  the   Manitoba  govern- 
nt  with  the  Dominion  government   with 
iew  to  coming  to  some  terms  to  avoid  the 
;cssity  of   Dominion   legislation    and    I 
nk  the  language  of  the  answer  justifies 
i    interpretation   which   I    put   upon  it. 
ey  wind  up  in  this  manner  : 


most  strongly  for  full  amd  careful  deliberation  and 
for  such  a  course  of  action  as  will  avoid  irritating 
complications. 

Now,  if  that  language  cannot  be  con- 
strued into  a  request  for  a  consideration  of 
this  grave  question,  in  order  in  th'jir  own- 
language  to  "avoid  irritating  complica-- 
tions,"  I  am  at  a  loss  to  know  what  inter-- 
pretation  to  put  upon  the  language.  And 
then,  the  last  portion  of  the  answer  reads  : 

We  beg  respectfully  to  place  on  record  our 
continued  loyalty  to  Her  Gracious  Majesty  and  to 
the  laws  which  the  Parliament  of  Great  Britain 
has,  in  its  wisdom,  seen  fit  to  enact  for  the  good 
government  of  Canada. 

Now,  one  of  the  laws  which  they  have 
enacted  for  the  good  government  of  Canada 
is  the  Confederation  Act,  which  contains  a 
clause  to  secure  the  rights  of   the  minority 
"  Well,  if  I  am,  ■  in  educational  matters  that  they  possessed 
prior    to    confederation.      They    consented 
and  approved    of    the  Act    incorporating 
Manitoba  in  the  Dominion  of   Canada,  and 
that  Act  contains  a  clause  which  was  in- 
tended at  the  time,   howe\er  imperfectly  it 
may  have   been  worded,  to   guarantee  and 
secure  to  the  minority  of  Manitoba — which 
it  must  be  borne  in  mind  were  English  and 
Protestant  at  the  time,  and  not   Frenc'. — 
the  rights  that  they  had  enjoyed.     Now,  if 
the  people  of  Manitoba  and  if  the  legislature 
of  that  province  mean  what  that  language 
implies,  I  do  not  think  it  is  asking  too  much 
to  request  us  to  wait  a  very  few  months  in 
order  to  ascertain  from  them  whether  they 
are  prepared  to  acquiesce  in  the  views  ex- 
pressed by  the  Lord   Chancellor  of  England 
in  delivering  judgment  on  the  25th  January 
last.     These  are  the  principal  reasons  which 
induced   the  government  to  come    to  the 
conclusion  that  they  did  in  reference  to  ask- 
ing Parliament  to  wait  for  a  short  time.     I 
should  not  have   referred   to  the   counter 
proposition  of   my  hon.   friend,   which  was 
proposed  in  council,  had  he  not  read  it  him- 
self.    I  should  have  confined  myself  to  the 
position  which  the  government  take   and 
their  declaration  in  this  House  when  the 
policy   of    the    government    was   affirmed. 
Even    at    the    risk    of    occupying    a    few 
moments  of  time,   I   intend   to    read   the 
declaration  which    I    made   in   the  Senate 
affirming  the  policy  of  the  government,  and 
I  will  follow  it  with  the  counter  proposition 
made  by  my  hon.  friend  who  has  left   the 
Ve  respectfully  suggest  to  your  Excellency  in  j  government,  and   ask  this  House   to  judge 
imcil  that  all  of  the  above  considentions  call  for  themselves,  where  the  material  difference 
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is  between  us.  There  is  one  diflference 
which  I  will  point  out  after  I  have  read  it, 
but  which  I  venture  to  say  in  the  opinion 
of  thinking  men,  of  men  who  desire  to  have 
this  grave  question  settled  amicably  and 
without  further  trouble,  is  not  of  so  grave  a 
character  as  to  justify  a  member  of  the 
government  in  sending  in  his  resignation 
and  deserting  his  colleagues.  My  declara- 
tion was,  with  the  consent  of  my  colleagues 
(less,  of  course,  my  hon.  friend),  as  follows : 

I  desire  to  state,  that  theOnvernment  has  had  under 
its  consideration  the  reply  of  tl)e  Manitoba  legisla- 
ture to  tlie  remedial  order  of  the  21st  March,  1895, 
and,  after  careful  deliberation,  has  arrived  at  the 
following  conclusion  :  Though  there  may  be  dif- 
ferences of  opinion  as  to  the  exact  meaning  of  the 
reply  in  question,  tlie  government  believes  that  it 
may  be  interpreted  as  holding  out  some  hope  of  an 
anncalile  settlement  of  the  .Vlanitol>a  school  ques- 
tion on  the  basis  of  possible  action  by  the  Mani- 
toba Government  and  legislature  ;  and  the  Domi- 
nion Government  is  most  unwilling  to  take  any 
action  which  can  he  interpreted  as  forestalling  or 
precluding  such  a  desirable  consummation.  The 
Government  has  also  considered  the  ditficulties  to 
be  met  with  in  preparing  and  perfecting  legislation 
on  so  importAnt  and  intricate  a  question  during  the 
last  hours  of  the  session.  The  government  has, 
therefore,  decided  not  to  ask  Parliament  to  deal 
with  remedial  Icgialatiou  during  the  present  session. 
A  communication  will  be  sent  immediately  to  the 
Manitoba  Government  on  the  subject,  with  a  view 
to  a.<icertaining  whether  that  government  is  dis- 
posed to  make  a  settlement  of  the  question,  which 
will  be  reasonably  satisfactory  to  the  minority  of 
that  province,  without  making  it  necessary  to  call 
into  requisition  the  powers  of  the  Dominion  Par- 
liament. A  session  of  the  present  Parliament  will 
be  called  together  to  meet  not  later  than  the  first 
Thursday  of  January  next.  If  by  that  time  the 
Manitoba  Government  fails  to  make  a  satisfactory 
arrangement  to  remedy  the  griexance  of  the 
minority,  the  Dominion  (iovernment  will  be  pre- 
pared, at  the  next  session  of  Parliament,  to  be 
called,  as  above  stated,  to  introduce  and  press  to  a 
conclusion  such  legislation  as  will  afford  an  adequate 
measure  of  relief  to  the  said  minority,  based  upon 
the  lines  of  the  judgment  of  the  Privy  Council,  and 
the  remedial  order  of  the  21st  March,  1895. 

It  has  been  interpreted  to  mem  other 
than  the  language  implies — to  mean  that  if 
the  government  of  that  p'ovince  will  hold 
out  certain  inducements  that  Parliament 
will  not  be  called  together. 

Hon.  Mr.  ANGERS— Not  be  able  to 
proceed. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I 
was  not  referring  to  the  speech  of  my  hon. 
friend  ;  I  was  referring  to  the  statements 
made  out  of  doors.      My  hon.  friend  says  : 


"Not  be  able  to  proceed. "^      T    wil.  i 
that  interpretation  and     endesvocr  t- 
swer    it     The    intention    oif     thr    -^   - 
ment  is  simply  this  :    if  the  ManitV;  -.  - 
ernment  come  to  a  decision  to  offer  s ,-'  - 
able   measure   of    relief    to    the    M-.^.-- 
minority,    and  so  inform   this  govf-r. - 
we  shall  call  Parliament  together,  hj  • 
propositions  before    the    represent  it;-. - 
the    people    and    ask    them    whetb^r 
approve  of  them  or  not.     That   i«  ir-  • 
tion  we  propose  to  take,   and    I  drt.- 
statemenc  which  is   made   directiv  xl. 
directly  that  we  divest   ourselve — I  •-- 
of  the  Parliament  of  Canatln — of  oae  :  :. 
power  that  we  now  possess,  because  a 
munications,  whatever  they   may  be,  • 
the  Manitoba  Governn:ent,  will  be  f^^ 
ed  upon  the  supposition  that  they  wij".  s  •  - 
to  the  reasonal>le  request  of   the  ni;  • 
taking  good  care   that   any  commcrif^- 
of  that  kind  is  fo  worded  that  they  «: 
even   by  implication,  infer  that  the  Pv 
ment   of  Canada  divests  itself  of  the  y  ' 
that  it  now  possesses;.     Now,    vhar   :-  ■ 
hon.  friend's  counter-proposition? 

Hon.  Mr.  DeBOUCHERVILLE-I- 

counter-proposition  dated    the  same  'li' 
the  proposition  of  the  government ! 

Hon.  SirMACKENZIEBOWELL-' 
counter-proposition  was  made  in  coqdciL    • 
course  we  have  the  Governor  Genera;'-  p  • 
mission  to  disclose  it.     If   the  argain-." 
my   hon.  friend    be  a   sufficient  reasxi  r  ■ 
leaving  the  government,  then  he  never  si  •: 
have  committed  himself  to  this  propfK'. 
It  reads  thus : 

I  desire  to  state  that  the  government  I  s< 
under  its  consideration  the  reply  of  the  Md  :• 
Government  and  legislature  to  the  mn«lia: '  -  - 
of  the  21st  March,  1895,  and  after  cMefoI  i-b  • 
ation  has  come  to  the  conclusion. 

That  is  the  same  introduct'on  as  the  otb-.* 

At  this  late  stage  of  the  session,  and  6«*iaf-  •-. 
so  little  time  has  elapse<l  since  the  receptii«  '< ; 
answer  of  the  legislature  of  Manitoi«  to  ibf  v 
dial  order  of  the  21st  March,  and   in  view  ":"  t 
complicated  nature  of   the  legislation  r«iti:r  • 
restore  to  the  minority  of  Manitolw  their  net:- ■ 
separate  schooln,  the  government  has  jfttrei; 
not  to  intro<luce  such  legislation  this  pn»ni  •  ■ 
sion,  but  will  call  a  session  of  this  present  P,- . 
ment  during  next  fall  for  the  purpose  of  intn.i;  -. . 
and  pressing  to  a  conclusion    the  newM»n  ]ti.<- 
tion  to  grant  relief  to  the  said  muiorityonthrif 
of  the  judgment  of  the  .Tudioial  r«mniitt« . f -. 
1  Privy  Council  and  of   the   remedial  onl«  'f  tv 
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t  March,  if  the  legislature  of  Manitoba  has  not, 
ore  that  time,  taken  suuh  steps  as  to  satisfy  the 
.\ority  in  that  respect,  which  hope  every  loyal 
>ji;ct  of  Her  Majesty  should  entertain  before 
ic'viiig  that  the  province  of  Manitoba  would 
.ore  the  decision  of  Her  Majesty's  Privy  Council 
I  the  remedial  order  ot  the  Governor  General 
C^u-u-^wla,  and  I  wish  further  to  state  that  the 
w-vriiiuent  will  transmit  to  the  government  of 
iiiitoba  a  copy  of  this  present  declaration  made 
I'arliament. 

The  House  will  observe  that  there  is  just 
is  diflference  between  the  two,  that  in  the 
oposition  of  the  government  we  affirm  that 
3  will  send  a.  communication  to  the  Manil 
ba  government  to  inquire  as  to  the  actual 
waning  of  their  answer  to  the  remedia- 
tler.  My  hon.  friend  says  "  No,  I  will 
)t  humiliate  myself  by  entering  into  ne- 
)tiations  with  a  government  that  has 
uored  and,"  according  to  his  interpretation, 
insulted  the  governor  in  council  by  declar- 
lu;  that  we  did  not  understand  the  question 
hen  we  passed  it."  I  say  that  is  a  matter  of 
minion,  an  1  when  we  are  dealing  with  grave 
ue.stions  of  a  constitutional  character  of  this 
iml,  it  is  not  we  1  to  be  too  particular  in 
utting  a  strained  interpretation  upon  any 
mguage.  But  my  hon.  friend,  while  he 
dopts  the  policy  of  delay,  while  he  admits 
he  intricacy  of  legislation  of  that  kind  and 
he  difficulty  of  dealing  with  it  on  such  short 
otice,  says,  this  being  the  case,  he  is  willing 

0  wait  and  willing  to  consider  the  subject  in 
he  meantime,  but  he  'will  not  communicate 
;ith  the  government  of  Manitoba  because 
te  does  not  like  them,  because  he  has  no  con- 
idence  in  them,  because  they  have  insulted 
lim,  and  because  he  does  not  believe  they  have 
iny  intention  of  doing  justice  to  the  min- 
>rity.  He  says,  "Read  this  to  Parliament, 
nake  that  your  declaration  and  send 
-hem    a    copy    of    it."     They    would    get 

1  copy  of  it  the  moment  it  was  puh- 
ished  in  the  newspapers.  Is  that  the 
way  to  proceed?  Suppose  England  had  a 
lifficulty  with  a  forei«ni  government  upon 
some  matter  and  they  sent  a  diplomatic 
letter,  telling  them,  in  the  interests  of  the 
peace  of  the  world  and  of  good  to  all 
countries,  it  was  necessary  to  take  such  and 
such  a  course,  and  that  the  reply  was, 
"  Oh,  no,  if  you  mean  so  and  so,  we  cannot 
comply  with  your  wishes,  but  we  are  willing 
to  investigate  the  question  anu  see  if  we 
cannot  come  to  some  amicable  settlement," 
would  England  declare  war?  Would  any 
statesman,  worthy  of  the  name,  for  one  mo- 
ment say  that  he  would  not  continue  negotia- 
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tions  in  order  to  ascertain  what  that  foreign 
power  really  meant  t  In  a  small  way,  we 
are  in  pie  isely  the  same  position.  How 
much  greater  should  our  anxiety  be  to  have  a 
thorough  understanding  on  a  question  of 
this  kind,  when,  we  are  dealing  with  one  of 
our  own  family,  one  of  our  own  provinces, 
with  whom  we  desire  to  live  in  peace  and 
harmony,  as  a  father  should  desire  to  live  in 
peace  and  harmony  with  his  family  f  That 
is  my  view  of  the  matter.  Since  the  an- 
nouncement of  our  policy  on  this  question,  I 
am  glad  to  say  we  have  received  letters  and 
telegrams  from  various  parts  of  the  country 
expressing  approval  of  the  moderate  course 
that  we  have  adopted.  Since  I  left  this  House 
I  at  six  o'clock  I  received  a  letter  from  a  pro- 
I  fessional  gentleman  in  Winnipeg,  who  writes 
I  as  follows  : 

Mv  Dear  Sir  Mackknkie,— The  people  here 
approve  of  the  action  of  the  government,  satistied 
it  18  the  best  course  that  could  be  adopted. 

That  is,  not  the  course  of  abandoning  the 
declaration  we  had  made  to  grant  to  the 
minority  of  Manitoba  a  reasonable  amount 
of  relief,  but  to  first  appeal  to  Manitoba  and 
then  act  afterwards  if  necessary.  I  have 
here  a  letter,  received  by  one  of  my  col- 
leagues, from  a  judge  in  Ontario,  and  I  ven- 
ture to  say  that  he  expresses  the  opinion  of 
nineteen-twentieths  of  the  liberal-minded 
men  of  the  province  from  which  I  come. 
The  letter  is  as  follows  : 

Just  a  line  to  express  my  satisfaction  with  and 
admiration  of  the  government  iu  this  school 
ijuestiou. 

This  gentleman  is  a  Protestant,  he  con- 
tinues : 

I  am  voicing  the  sentiments  of  judges,  bankers, 
labourers  and  everyone  (Conservatives)  — 

He  puts  "  Conservatives"  in  parentheses  ;  he 
could  not  expect  it  from  the  others,  I  sup- 
pose. 

— and  every  one  I  met  and  talked  with  yester- 
day- 
He  is  on  one  of  his  circuits  in  the  western 
part  of  Ontario. 

—while  travelling  about  this  part  of  the  country, 
when  I  say  that  we  never  felt  prouder  of  our  party. 
The  determination  not  to  interfere  with  Manitoba 
so  long  as  there  is  a  chance  that  she  can  be  got  to 
do  what  is  right,  and  the  determination  to  make     , 
her  do  it  in  the  end  if  she  will  not  voluntarily  do     ' 
it  herself,  meets  with  general  approbation.     It  is 
statesmanlike  and,  above  all,  just  and  right.     Do 
not  fear  the  result.     You  cannot  be  defeated  in  th 
end.     This  is  the  general  opinion  here,  and  if  you 
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go  down,  it  can  only  be  to  come  back  in  a  few 
months  stronger  than  ever,  for  you  would  be  beaten 
by  a  pack  of  liowling  extreniists  at  opposite  goals, 
■who  could  never  hold  together. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  think  it  is  the 
duty  of  tlie  leader  to  give  us  the  name  of 
the  writer. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— No; 
it  is  not  my  duty.  There  is  no  authority 
for  the  demand.  I  will  give  the  name  of 
the  writer  privately  to  my  hon.  friend,  but 
not  for  publication. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES  (B.C.)— It  is  an 
extraordinary  letter  to  come  from  a  judge. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I 
expected  that  question  to  be  put  to  me,  but 
if  you  will  consult  the  authorities  you  will 
find  that  a  member  is  permitted  to  read  a 
letter  in  the  House  and  is  not  obliged  to 
give  the  name  of  the  writer.  I  made  the 
same  demand  myself  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons once  and  was  well  answered  by 
Mr.  Blake.  He  declined  to  give  me  the  name. 
I  am  satisfied  that  this  writer  expresses  the 
opinion  of  a  great  majority  of  the  moderate 
men  in  Canada.  I  go  further ;  while  he 
speaks  for  the  Conservative  party,  I  believe 
he  echoes  the  sentiments  of  a  large  number 
of  the  Liberal  party  in  the  province  of  On- 
tario— men  who  desire  to  see  the  people  of 
this  country  live  in  peace  and  harmony  to- 
gether and  not  grappling  with  each  other's 
throats  every  day  in  the  week  because  they 
may  differ  on  a  particular  question  of  theo- 
logy, or  the  best  way  to  serve  our 
Maker.  It  is  time  that  we  should 
learn  to  unite  together  on  broad 
principles  in  this"  country,  each  one  enjoying 
his  own  opinions  without  let  or  hindrance, 
■without  interfering  with  his  neighbour.  We 
can  afford  to  live  together  in  peace  and 
make  this  a  great  country,  but  we  never 
can  succeed  if,  because  you  think  dif- 
ferently from  me  upon  a  question  of 
this  kind,  we  must  rend  ourselves  apart 
and  quarrel  because  one  happens  to 
be  French  and  another  English,  or 
because  one  worships  at  one  altar  and 
another  at  another.  If  that  is  to  be  the 
action  of  the  people  of  the  Dominion — I  do 
not  say  of  the  politicians  of  this  country — 
•  then  good-by  to  Canada  as  a  happy  place 
in  which  to  dwell.  I  have  again  to  express 
my  very  deep  regret  at  the  course  that  my 
hon.  friend  has  taken  in  this  matter.     I  re- 


peat whet  I  said  when  I  made  my  fir«  «■•  - 
explanation,  tbat  I  never  had  the  sii^n' ' 
idea  but  that  he  was  actuated  by  the  pu-- 
and  most  patriotic    motives   in  the   c-....^ 
that  he  has  taken,  believing  that  in  tbeox-- 
he  is  pursuing  he  is   acting  in  the   ir>' 
est  of  the  minority  of  the  provin"e  of  ll-.:. 
toba  ;  but  I   warn   the  extremists  of    ..•  -. 
parties  when  dealing  with  a  questktn.  oc  r:_. 
kind,  which  appeals  to  the  prejudice*  im- 
passions of  the  people,   that   they  ms^  r- 
flect  on  what  is  to  follow.   I  ask  this  H-  -i— 
and  I  ask   the  country,  to    go  furtber   'ii-*- 
that   and  consider  the   grave  respoojata- 
that  this  Parliament  is  taking  on  itself  s-' '. 
it     enacts     a      measure      which    it      irif 
be     compelled     in     future      to     put 
force   and   work    in    the    face    of  iifp--- 
tion     from     the     provincial      govemiBe.-' 
The  moderate  men  of  this  day,  whodu  c-i 
take  extreme  views  upon  qaestions  ot  tt  - 
kind,  will  see  that  we  are  taking  not  oi' 
the  most  statesmanlike  course,  but  the  •'.-'  -^ 
course  to  be  pursued  in  the  interest  of  Mar-- 
toba  and  of  the  whole  Dominion.     My  i»-- 
friend  has  strong  views  on  this  questioc  .  r- 
may  believe  that  it  is  his  bounden  dntv  - 
sacrifice  the  position  he  holds  and  all  it  ea-- 
ries  with  it-— I  do  not  say  emolument-,  h^- 
canse  there  is  nothing  in  that,  but  the  ho»cr 
it  gives  him  and  his  family — but  he  most  b-  : 
forget  that  there  are  other  classes  ot  d 
community  who  hold  as  strong  views  on  tb 
opposite  side,  and  if  it  is  our  desire  t>>  Ir^ 
in  peace,  we  must  learn  to  respe^  thos-'  ■**> 
differ  from  us  and   approach    thf>m  in  t~. 
amicable  spirit,  dealing  with  them  a?  ■«- 
would  with  brothers.     I  know  the  hon.  en 
tleman  from  St.  Boniface  has  no  faith  in  ul* 
Manitoba  Government ;  he  does  not  believi' 
there   is  any  truth   or  sincerity   in   these 
That  may  be  true,  or  it  may  not,  bat  I  h.iT« 
come  to  the  conclusion,  and  the  cabinet  al- 
ha.s  come  to  the  conclusion,  that  it  is  better 
to  approach  them  and  deal  with  them  as  «•■ 
would   deal  with   a   friendly  country,  and 
act  afterwards.     They  may  be  very  bad.  but 
I  will  quote  for  him  a  couplet  from  a  hymn 
composed  by  a  very  good  man  : 

"  While  the  lamp  holds  out  to  bum. 
The  vilest  sinner  may  return." 
Probably  they  will  return  to  their  senses 
and  act  in  accordance  with  the  -wishes  of  mv 
hon.  friend.  I  hope  they  may  and  save  this 
country  the  trouble  ancl  annoyance  which 
may  result  from  the  adoption  of  renwiu' 
legislation  by  the  Dominion  Parliament. 
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Hon.  Mr.  BERNIER— I  should  like  to 
k  some  questions  of  the  hon.  gentleman. 
le  first  paragraph  in  the  declaration  that 
!  made  last  Monday  is  as  follows : 

I  desire  to  state,  that  the  government  has  had 
uler  its  consideration  the  reply  of  the  Manitoba 
^ialiture  to  the  remedial  order  of  the  21st 
arch,  1895,  and,  after  careful  delibeitition  has 
rived  iit  the  following  conclusion :  Though 
eru  may  be  differences  of  opinion  as  to  the  exact 
CHniug  of  the  reply  in  question,  the  government 
^Ueves  that  it  may  be  interpreted  as  Tiolding  out 
ine  hope  of  an  amicable  settlement  of  the  Mani- 
>T>a  school  question  on  the  liasis  of  possible  action 
y  the  Manitoba  Government  and  Legislature. 

Does  that  imply  that  the  government  is 
f  opinion  that  the  answer  of  the  Manitoba 
Government  to  the  remedial  order  is  not  a 
utficient  answer  to  give  jurisdiction  to  this 
'urliament  in  the  matter  of  remedial  legis- 
xtion,  or  does  the  Government  hold  that 
he  refusal  of  the  Manitoba  Government,  as 
ontained  and  expressed  in  the  answer  to  the 
einedial  order,  is  such  as  to  give  jurisdiction 
o  this  Parliament  in  matters  of  remedial 
egislation  ? 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-Thp 
irst  portion  of  this  question  is  as  follows  :  "  Is 
ihe    government   of    the   opinion   that  the 
luswer  of  the  Manitoba  Government  to  the 
remedial    order    not    a  sufficient    answer 
bo  give  jurisdiction  of  this  Parliament  in 
matters  of  remedial  legislation  ? "     I  do  not 
think    that   the   answer  of  the   Manitoba 
Government    is    sufficient    to    justify    us 
in    proceeding     without    ascertaining    ex- 
actly  what    they  mean.     As  to  giving   us 
power    in    the    matter   of    remedial    legis- 
lation, I  do  not  see  that  the  answer  of  the 
Manitoba  Legislature   denies   the   right  of 
the  Parliament  of  Canada  to  deal  with  this 
question,  because  it  invites  consideration  of 
the  matter  in  order  to  avoirt  legislation  by 
the  Dominion   Parliament,  with   the  hope 
that  an   amicable  or  satisfactory   arrange- 
ment can     be     arrived    at.       The    ques- 
tion continues  :  "  Or  does  the  Government 
hold  that  the    refusal     of    the    Manitoba 
Government  as  obtained  and  expressed  in 
the  answer   to  the  reme  dal  order  is  such 
as  to  give  jurisdiction  to  this  Parliament  in 
matters  of  remedial  legislation  7  "     I  am  not 
sure  whether  it  does  or  not.     I  have  never 
looked  at  it  from  that  standpoint,  but  this 
much  I  do  say,  we  do  not  consider  it  denies 
the  right  of  this  Parliament,  nor  does  it  ad- 
rait  it  other  than  in  the  manner  in  which  I 
have  answered. 


Hon.  Mr.  BERNIER— Does  the  govern- 
ment consider  that  this  Parliament  has  now 
full  and  complete  jurisdiction  in  matters  of 
remedial  legislation  ? 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
Yes,  most  decidedly,  and  so  it  will,  in  my 
opinion  and  that  of  the  law  officers  of  the 
Crown,  after  we  have  tried  to  ascertain  from 
the  Manitoba  government  what  they  mean 
by  their  answer. 

Hon.  Mr.  BERNIER— Well,  taking  the 
answer  as  it  is  at  present,  is  the  government 
of  opinion  that  this  parliament  has  complete 
jurisdiction  ? 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
YcH,  I  think  the  Constitutional  Act  gives 
the  power  to  the  Dominion  Parliament  to 
legis.ate  upon  the  question  of  education 
where  a  province  has  violated  the  terms  of 
the  constitution. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— On  the  refusal  to 
act. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL- Or 
on  the  refusal  to  act,  one  or  the  other,  be- 
cause the  constitution  provides  that  when  a 
decision  is  given,  that  a  grievance  exists,  it 
is  the  duty  of  the  federal  power  to  notify 
the  local  legislature  that  has  so  violated  the 
constitution,  that  they  must  afford  a  remedy, 
and  if  they  do  not  do  it,  then  the  Parlia- 
ment of  Canada  is  vested  with  the  power  to 
deal  with  the  question. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— But  the  hon. 
leader  does  not  mean  to  say  that  Parliament 
is  obliged  to  do  so. 

Hon  Sir  MACKENZIE    BOWELL— I 

did  not  say  so ;  what  I  said  was,  they  are 
vested  with  the  power. 

Hon.  Mr.  BERNIER— Do  the  Govern- 
ment consider  that  the  communication  they 
intend  to  send  immediately  to  the  Mnnitoba 
Government  is  simply  an  act  of  courtesy  ex- 
tended to  the  latter,  so  as  to  leave  no  excuse 
whatever  for  their  course,  should  they  be 
willing  to  persist  in  the  coui-se  they  have 
taken  by  their  answer  to  the  remedial 
order? 

Hon.  Mr.  McKAY — I  rise  to  a  point  of 
order.  These  questions  are  very  important 
and   are   being   answered   ofi   hand,  and    I 
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think  the  government  should  have  notice  of 
them.     I  object  to  their  being  put  off  hand. 

Hon.  Mr.  MASSON— The  hon.  member 
has  no  right  to  raise  the  question  ;  the  only 
members  who  have  the  right  to  complain 
are  the  members  of  the  government  them- 
selves. If  the  government  asks  for  delay 
it  should  be  granted  ;  but  if  the  govern- 
ment does  not  ask  it,  no  objection  can  be 
made. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
I  have  no  objection  to  answer  the  ques- 
tions. If  there  is  any  that  I  cannot  answer 
I  will  ask  for  delay.  If  the  hon.  member 
had  said  that  this  discus.siou  was  not  in 
oi-der,  he  would  have  been  right.  It  is  a 
duty  that  devolves  upon  the  Dominion  Gov- 
ernment to  treat  the  Manitoba  Government 
as  if  they  were  in  the  most  friendly  alliance 
in  oitler  to  obtain  as  satisfactory  an  arrange- 
ment as  possible. 

Hon.  Mr.  BERNIER— Is  the  govern- 
ment willing  to  answer  more  questions  ? 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
Yes. 

Hon.  Mr.  BERNIER— What  is  the  mean- 
ing of  the  term  "  reasonably  satisfactory  " 
whic-h  is  to  be  found  in  one  of  the  paragraphs 
of  the  statement  of  last  Monday  1  Does  it 
mean  that  to  be  reasonably  satisfactory,  the 
settlement  of  the  question  by  the  Manitoba 
government,  in  case  they  should  undertake 
such  a  settlement,  will  have  to  be  upon  the 
Ines  of  the  judgment  of  the  Privy  Council 
and  of  the  remedial  order  of  the  21st  March 
last? 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
What  is  the  meaning  of  the  term  •'  reasonably 
sati'ifactory  1 "  Well,  I  must  confess  that  I 
shall  have  to  adopt  the  suggestion  of  my  hon. 
friend  from  Truro  before  answering  this 
question,  and  then  I  do  not  know  if  I  could 
answer  if  1  had  a  month  to  do  it  unless  the 
hon.  gentleman  could  first  tell  me  what  would 
be  a  reasonably  satisfactory  arrangement  to 
himself.  Then  after  that,  I  would  have  to 
go  and  ask  my  late  colleague  what  would 
satisfy  him.  Then  I  should  have  to  ask  my 
hon.  friend  from  Terrebonne.  Perhaps  some- 
thing more  reasonable  would  be  acceptable 
to  uiy  hon.  friend  from  Toionto  (Sir  Frank 
Smith),  provided  that  his  co-religionists  were 
properly  looked  after.     I  am  sure  my  hon. 


friend  must  have  forgotten  thai  tliecjc..- 
tion  made  by  myself  in  the  Hooie « -. 
answer  this  last  question  of  his.  '•It 
be  upon  the  lines  proposed  by  tfc«  ?.- 
Council  and  the  remedial  order!  1. 
declaration  made  by  myself  on  tbc  54.-. 
the  government  uses  those  very  woni- 

Hon.    Mr.    BERNIER— Not    in     . 

paragraph. 

H(m.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL 
Well,  it  is  in  another  paragraph. 

Hon.  Mr.  MASSON— The  objMi: 
that  in  one  case  you  make  use  of  the . 
"  1  eas  >nab]y  "  and  in  the  other  ca.>*,  ■ - 
you  speak  of  the  Act  of  the  Fedenil '' 
ernment,  you  say  not  reasonably  W. 
the  lines  of  the  remedial  order.  1/  ; 
would  say :  "  in  the  spirit  of  the  rsfc'-i 
order,"  it  would  answer  the  purpofre. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-'.i 
the  one  case  we  say  if  we  do  not  nul*  f 
arrangement  satisfactory  to  those  int*nrr> 
— that  is  outside  of  the  pale  of  the  Dmni;:' 
Parliament — we  will  f^ettle  it  upon  ifce  n:* 
of  the  judgment  of  the  Privy  Conncl  1:  '• 
the  remedial  order,  and  go  to  sach  a  kr-' 
as  should  meet  the  reasonable  expecu;*.- 
of  my  hon.  friend. 

THIRD    READING. 

Bill  (82)  "  An  Act  respecting  the  Ki-. 
ston  and  Pembroke  Railway  Co/npMr.  - 
(Mr.  Maclnnes,  Burlington.) 

MARKLAND  MORTGAGE  AQBILL 

SECOND  READING. 

Hon.     Sir     MACKENZIE    BOWELL 
moved  the  second   reading  of  Bill  ('■'' 
"  An   Act   respecting    the  discharge  «t » 
mortgage  to   Her   Majesty  known  ai  'W 
Mark  land   mortgage."   He  said:-  Th\>  '<■ 
asks  power  to  release  a  mortgage  which  ii--> 
been   in  existence   since  1855.    Prop'''-' 
was  mortgaged  in  Kingston  byoneMarklJi*'- 
who  was  a  defaulter,    and  sold  at  p''^^^ 
auction   under     a    wrong  description. '«•■ 
party   buying  it  thinking  he  vras  boyifj' » 
larger  quantity  of   land  than  there  ff«'|J 
was.     It  is  on  the  water  front    He  I*-; 
.?500  of  a  deposit,  and  after*«nJ»  «/f"" 
having  bought  it  under  a  m'sapprehenn'^ 
to  have  the  money  refunded,  he  hadgi^n 
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rtgttge  for  about  $4,000.  The  Markland 
rtgage  has  been  standing  upon  the  re- 
ds of  the  department  as  an  asset  ever 
ce.  The  Public  Accounts  Committee  in- 
itigated  the  matter  two  or  three  years 
y,  and  recommended  to  Parliament  tho 
icella.tion  of  the  mortgage,  but  it  never 
nt  l>eyond  that  except  the  adoption  of  the 
niitit>tee's  report,  and  the  Justice  Depart- 
int  udvised  that  it  was  necessary  to  pass 
Act  in  order  t'>  enable  the  government 
dispose  of  the  property. 

The  uiouou  was  agreed  to. 


DOMINION   ELECTIONS  ACT 
AMENDMENT  BILL. 

8KC0ND   RRADING. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BO  WELL  mov- 
1  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill  (68)  "An 
LCt  to  further  amend  the  Dominion  Elec- 
ons  Act."  He  said  :  The  object  of  the  bill 
>  to  leave  no  doubt  as  to  the  date  of  voting 
1  the  united  counties  of  Cariboo  and  Yale. 
*rior  to  union  the  voting  in  Cariboo,  was  at 

later  date  than  the  general  election.  This 
lill  provides  for  the  vote  being  taken  in 
he  new  constituency  at  the  time  of  the 
;eneral  voting.  The  amendments  to  the 
Jill  are  all  made  with  that  object  in  view, 
riiero  are  others  it  affects  in  the  same  way, 
jivspe  and  Chicoutimi,  and  to  remove  some 
loubt  in  reference  to  the  districts  of  Algoma 
md  Nipissing.  The  House  will  remember 
in  the  redistribution  of  seats  Nipi-ssing  was 
made  a  new  electoral  disti  ict.  This  bill  is 
to  remove  all  doubts  iis  to  the  voting  in 
those  diflerent  places. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

y 

MANITOBA  ROAD  ALLOWANCE  ACT 
AMENDMENT  BILL. 

SECOND  RKADING. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL 
moverl  the  second  reading  of  Bill  (114)  "  An 
Act  to  amend  the  Act  respecting  road 
allowance  in  the  Province  of  Manitoba." 
He  said  : — This  is  simply  to  remove  doubts 
and  place  certain  road  allowances  within  the 
[Kiwer  of  the  Local  Government  of  the 
North-west  Territories. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 


COPYRIGHT  ACT  AMENDMENT  BILL 

COMMONS  AMENDMENTS  CONCCRRED  IN. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL 
moved  concurrence  in  the  amendments  made 
by  the  House  of  Commons  to  Bill  (F)  "  An 
Act  to  amend  the  Act  respecting  Copy- 
right." He  said  :  I  have  not  had  time  to 
read  the  amendments  and  do  not  know  what 
they  are.  If  my  hon.  friend  opposite  has 
read  them  and  is  satisfied  with  them,  I  move 
concurrence  in  them  now. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  am  satisfied  with 
them  ;  that  is  all  I  can  say. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

FIRST  AND  SECOND  READING. 

Bill  (34)  "  An  Act  respecting  the  Toronto, 
Hamilton  and  Buffalo  Railway  Company." 
(Mr.  Lougheed.) 

The  Senate  then  adjourned. 


THE  SENATE. 

Ottawa,  Friday,  12th  July,  1895. 

The  SPEAKER  took  the  Chair  at  Three 
o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 

INTERNATIONAL    RADIAL     RAIL- 
WAY COMPANY'S  BILL. 

THIRD  READING. 

Hon.  Mr.   VIDAL,  from  Committee  on 
Railways,  Telegraphs  and  Harbours,  report- 
ed Bill  (96)  "  An  Act  to  incorporate  the  In- 
ternational Radial  Railway  Company  "  with- 
I  out  amendment. 

Hon.  Mr.  LOUGHEED  moved  the  sus- 
I  pension  of  the  70th  Rule. 

j      The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Hon.  Mr.  LOUGHEED  moved  that  the 
bill  be  now  read  the  third  time. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALLAN— Before  the  bill  is 
read  a  thinl  time  I  wish  to  enter  my  protest 
against  legislation  such  as  this  bill  carries 
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out,  because  it  entirely  sets  aside  provincial 
legislation  on  the  same  subject  and  in  these 
days,  when  we  hear  so  much  about  provin- 
cial rights  and  provincial  autonomy,  I  think 
the  objection  is  worthy  of  some  consideration. 
There  is  a  very  strong  feeling  existing  in 
Ontario  against  Sunday  traffic  on  railways 
and  Sunday  excursion  trains,  and  it  resulted 
ftially,  owing  to  the  strong  representation 
made  on  this  subject,  in  a  general  Act  pass- 
ed at  the  last  session  respecting  electric  rail- 
ways, by  the  provincial  legislature  prohibit- 
ing excursion  trains.  It  was  expressly  pro- 
vided that  no  passenger  trains  should  be 
run  on  such  railways  on  Sunday  except  at 
certain  hours  in  the  morning  and  in  the 
evening  for  the  conveyance  of  milk  from  the 
country,  but  they  prohibited  the  carrying  of 
passengers  by  those  trains,  thereby  of  course 
preventing  these  Sunday  excursion  trains 
running.  That  bill  was  passed  by  a  very 
considerable  majority  and  is  now  the  law  in 
respect  to  electric  rsidial  lines  incorporated 
under  the  Act  in  Ontario.  In  order  to  set 
that  aside,  so  far  as  these  railways  are  con- 
cerned, the  promoters  of  this  bill  come  to 
this  parliament  and  by  the  aid  of  that  fiction 
set  forth  in  the  clause  that  "  the  railway  is 
to  the  general  advantage  of  Canada,"  they 
bring  in  this  Dominion  bill  to  incorporate 
these  roads  free  from  any  restrictions  as  to 
Sunday  traffic,  and  thereby  completely  over- 
ride provincial  legislation  on  the  subject.  I 
brought  up  the  matter  in  the  committee,  but 
I  am  bound  to  say  I  did  noc  find  very  much 
support,  but  I  wish  to  relieve  my  own  con- 
science in  regard  to  the  matter  by  making 
this  protest  before  the  bill  passes. 

The  motion  was  agieed  to  and  the  bill 
was  read  the  third  time  and  ptissed. 

THIRD  READING. 

Bill  (34)  "  An  Act  respecting  the  Toronto 
and  Hamilton  and  Buffalo  Railway  Com- 
pany."— (Mr.  Lougheed). 

TRANSPORTATION  ON  THE  GREAT 
LAKES. 

MOTION. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON  moved  : 

That  in  the  opinion  of  the  Senate  of  the  Parlia- 
ment of  Canada,  it  is  in  the  interests  of  the  inland 


transportation  of  our  great  lakes  to  ac««pi  z. 
vitation  of  the  Congress  of  the  Unitct  ."•c*:-- 
appoint   three  coiuiiussionere  to  meet  rhn^ 
oiissioners  appointed   bj-    the  govemii.ent 
United  States,  to  discuss  ways  aoU  bmbc^  v  •- 
ocean  vessels  may  have  access  to  the  hc^tiii  .-• 
our  inland  navigation,  and  the  marine  fleet  • : . 
vessels  on  our  upper  lakes  can   ba\  e  accr-w  -    - 
ocean  with    the   view  of  cheapening  thr     -- 
transportation. 

He  said  :  I  have  brought  this  mob.. 

ward  in  the  interests  of   our  trassp-ru* 

from  the  west  to  the  east.     The  proviL  • 

Manitoba  and    the   North-west    Terrl:.'  • 

and  the  whole  of  the  great   west  ar«-  u*;< 

dent    entirely   upon    their    prosper:';.  . 

j  success  on  the  economy    with    whic.'-  •.-• 

j  can  get  their  heavy  produce  to  the  s*a'-  . 

I  They  have  to  pa-.s  down  through   th-   i:- 

I  and      through     inland     transportatax. 

j  order  to   reach  foreign  markets.      I   a-  : 

1  know  that  my  resolution  will  meet  wid  l:- 

disfavour   from  the  governia<^nt  becAS"  ' 

I  observe  in  the  House  of  Commons  ti... 

!  question   was   asked    and    the  goverccr.' 

j  stated  it  was  their  intention  to  appoint  th->- 

j  commissioners  when  the  time  came  and  .. 

less  they  should  express  themselves  as  :  '. 

I  inexpediency  of  this  motion  I  have  no  <i'« 

I  it  will  meet  with  the  approval  of  thi<  h-c 

I  House,  and  of  the  government  alsa    !•  . 

quite   proper    when  the    Congress  ot  "- 

United  States  had  put  upon  record  a  re><' . 

tion  favouring  such  an   international  o* 

ference  that  we  should  have  something  ' 

record  also  in  order  to  justify  the  pntr. 

ment  and  to  show  our  sympathy  with  i-r 

movement  that  has  been  inaugurated  id  :'  - 

Congress  of  the  United  States.     One  of  iv 

first  things  to  which  I  should  like  to  d.--.» 

the  attention  of  this  House  is  the  fiillin;  i ' 

in  our  great  marine  interests  as  shovo*; 

the  report  of  the  Department  of  Marine  »t  i 

Fisheries.     In  1873  there  were  6,783  ves*^- 

with  a  tonnage  of  1,073,000  tons  on  the  re.'- 

tered   books  of  the  Dominion  of   Cant  ii 

They  averaged  160  tons  per  ve-sel.  In  I8;'>* 

20  years  afterward.s,  there  are  7,113  ves.<*l- 

with  912,000  tons  averaging    126  tons.    S' 

that  you  will  see,  hon.  gentlemen,  that  th- 

average  total  of  our  marine  has  fallen  fruu 

160  tons  in  1873  to  126  tons  inlf<93.Therr- 

is  also  further  evidence  in   regard  to  t.hit. 

In  1894  the  comparative   statement  of  iif« 

vessels  built  and  registered  in  the  Doniini<« 

of  Canada  was  490   vessels,  183,000  ton-s. 

averaging  380  tons.     In  1893  the  number  rt 

vessels  builtand  constructed  was  362.  avewg 
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ig  28,000  tons,  the  falling  off  averaging  80 
>ns,  so  that  there  has  been  a  falling  off  in 
ae  construction  of  vessels  in  Canada  be- 
.veen  1874  and  1893  of  over  380  tons  aver- 
se tonnage  to  80  tons  iiverage  tonnage, 
■ith  about  140  less  vessels  built  and  con- 
iructed  ;  so  that  not  only  has  the  average 
snnage  of  vessels  built  and  constructed 
illen  off  very  largely,  but  the  average  ton- 
age  of  vessels  registered,  the  total  registra- 
Lon  of  all  vessels  fallen  off  in  Canada.  Now 
l\at  is  the  report  given  to  us  here  by  the 
linister  of  Marine  and  Fisheries.  If  that 
i  correct,  hon.  gentlemen,  it  is  wise  for  us  to 
onsider  what  is  the  reason  for  that  fall- 
rig  oflF  in  our  marine.  In  a  country 
hat  possesses  such  magnificent  oppor- 
unities  for  the  establishment  of  a  marine, 
hat  has  always  had  such  magnificent 
'pportunities  for  the  constructing  of  vessels, 
hat  has  the  necessity  for  sailors  qualified  to 
raverse  the  ocean  and  OL.r  inland  navigation, 
trhat  is  the  reason  that  tremendous  falling 
iff  has  occurred  in  the  past  twenty  years  t 
The  increase  in  the  inland  transportation 
las  been  enormous  in  tho.se  twenty  years, 
>ut  it  has  mainly  been  in  the  increase  of 
United  States  shipping,  and  the  increase  of 
Jnited  States  transportation  on  our  inland 
akes  has  been  enormous  while  ours  apparent- 
y  has,  comparatively  speaking,  sUodstill  not- 
vithstanding  the  progress  of  twenty  years. 
S'ow,  hon.  gentlemen,  we  have  the  best 
neans  possible  of  developing  inland  trans- 
xjrtation,  or  rather  ocean  transportation 
■eaching  the  head  waters  of  our  inland  trans- 
Dortation,  that  any  country  can  possibly 
mjoy,  and  it  is  not  a  singular  position  that 
;he  Congress  of  the  United  States  has  taken 
n  moving  this  resolution  in  189J  : 

Resolved,  that  the  .Senate  and  House  of  Repre- 
feiitatives  of  the  United  Stales  of  America  in  Con- 
gress assembled,  that  the  President  of  the  United 
States  be,  and  he  is  hereby  requested,  to  invite 
negotiations  with  the  Government  of  the  Dominioh 
>f  Canada  to  secure  the  speedy  improvement  of 
the  Welland  and  St.  Lawrence  canals  and  St.  Law- 
rence River,  so  as  to  make  them  conform  in  depth 
ivnil  navigability,  so  far  as  practicable,  to  the 
standard  adopted  by  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  for  the  improvements  now  in  progress  within 
the  United  States  of  the  waters  connecting  the 
Great  Lakes,  and  to  that  end  the  President  is 
hereby  authorized,  if  he  deems  expedient,  to 
appoint  three  commissioners  to  negotiate  on  ))ehalf 
of  the  United  States,  with  the  representatives  of 
the  Government  of  the  Dominion  of  Canada,  the 
terms  and  conditions  of  any  agreement  which  may 
be  entered  into  between  the  two  Governments,  in 
pursnance  of  any  proposition  submitted  in  that 


behalf  by   the  Government  of  the  Dominion  of 
Canada. 

Now,    the  terms  of  the  resolution  sub- 
mitted to   congress  authorize  the  President 
of  the  United  States  to  appoint  commis- 
sioners.     What    have  we  to  justify    such 
international  arrangements  1    Here  we  have 
on  one  side  of  the  great  lakes   to  the  south 
of  us   the   United  States  territory,  and  to 
the  north  the  territory  of  Canada.      Here 
the    people   of  the   United   States   cannot 
reach  the  seaboard   unless   they  co-operate, 
or  Canada  co-operates  in  order  to  enable 
them  to  provide  the  facilities  to   reach   the 
seaboard  by  the  construction  and  improve- 
ment of  the  navitjation  of  the  St.  Lawrence, 
which  will  enable  them  to  do  so.      Now,  in 
Europe  we  have  the  example  of  the   river 
Danube  and   the   river    Rhine,   two  large 
navigable  rivers  that  pass  through  different 
countries.     They  are  worked  under   an   in- 
ternational agreement.      The  international 
improvements  necessary  to  keep  that  navi- 
gation in  the  highest  state   of   efficiency   is 
managed  by  a  commission.     In  the  case  of 
the  Danube  it  is  managed  by   two  commis- 
sions, one  representing  tlie  European  powers 
and  the  other  representing  the  state  inter- 
ested in  the   navigation   itself.      Therefore 
we  have  that  example  before  us  in  that  case 
to  justify    such    an  international  arrange- 
ment as  is  called  for  here  by  the  resolution 
I  propose  to  put  to  this  hon.   House  similar 
in  terms  to  the  resolution  already  adopted 
by  Congress.     We  have  further  the  arrange- 
ment that  has  been  proposed  with  regard  to 
the  building  of  the  Nicaragua  cannl.      That 
is  a  canal  that  foreign  countries  are  inter- 
ested in,  and  no  doubt  when  it  comes  to  be 
constructed  in  order  to  shorten   the   trans- 
portation between  the  Pacific  and  Atlantic, 
it  will,  I  have  no  doubt,  come  under  similar 
international  arrangements  between  Great 
Britain    and    the     United     States.       We 
have    the    Manchester  ship    canal    which 
has  been    built    at    the    expense  of  .?75,- 
000,000,  which  is  open   practically   to   the 
world,  in  consequence  of  the  liberal  terras 
upon  which  Great  Britain  conducts  not  only 
her  ocean  but  her  coasting  trade — afraid  of 
no  competition  is  her  motto.     Then  we  have 
again  the  large  canal  that  has  been  built  by 
Germany,  to  shorten  the  navigation  between 
the  Baltic  and  the  ocean,   just  opened,  that 
I  have  no  doubt  is  open  to  the  world  as  well. 
Then  we  have  the   Suez   canal,    which    has 
altered    the    geographical   features  of  the 
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world  so  enormously  by  its  construction,  and 
which  is,  virtually  speaking,  under  the  in- 
ternational code,  in  consequence  of  its  being 
open  for  the  benefit  of  all  nations.  Now, 
there  are  these  examples,  which  justify  our 
government  in  taking  up  that  question,  and 
co-operating  in  all  friendship  with  the  people 
of  the  United  States,  in  order  to  improve 
our  iidand  navigation, — in  order  to  give  not 
only  ourselves  greater  facilities  for  the 
transport  of  our  produce  to  the  seaboard, — 
but  to  show  it  is  not  our  intention  to  act  in 
the  dog-in-the-manger  way,  but  allow  the 
enormous  trade  and  traffic  that  the  United 
States  are  developing  to  the  weut  and  on  our 
inland  lakes  ;  that  they  may  have  the  very 
best  opportunity  of  reaching  the  ocean 
through  our  waterways,  through  the  ports 
of  Montreal  and  Quebec,  or  down  Lake 
Champlain  to  New  York,  which  will  also 
give  us  the  advantage  of  the  shipping  that 
must  concentrate  and  meet  on  this  route,  in 
order  to  take  outward  cargoes  and  return 
carjioes,  backwards  and  forwards,  to  the 
great  advantage  of  all  those  who  are  depend- 
ent upon  cheap  transportation  for  their 
prosperity.  You  under-tand,  hon.  gentlemen, 
the  great  industries  of  farming,  of  mining, 
of  lumbering  and  everything  else,  must 
be  benefited  by  the  economy  that  is 
gained  by  the  cheapening  of  transporta- 
tion ;  the  cheapening  of  production 
must,  result  beneficially  to  those  who  are 
industriously  engaged  in  producing  wealth 
for  the  Dominion  of  Canada  from  those 
sources,  and  therefore  anything  that  will 
assist  the  production  in  Canada  of  these 
great  industries  which  we  are  capable  of 
promoting  should  receive  the  encouragement 
of  Parliament  in  every  possible  way  if  it  can 
be  shown  that  such  a  policy  is  likely  to  pro- 
duce such  a  result.  Now,  hon.  gentlemen,  at 
this  late  hour  of  the  session  I  do  not  desire 
to  go  into  this  interesting  subject — because 
it  is  an  interesting  subject — at  as  great 
length  as  its  importance  justifies ;  but  Ishould 
like  to  quote  to  you  some  statistics  in  order 
to  show  what  change  has  taken  place  in  our 
transport-ition  and  in  the  rates,  and  I  will 
quote  from  the  report  of  the  Depaitment  of 
Railways  and  Canals  some  of  the  statistics 
that  me  there  contained  with  regard  to  the 
carriage  and  transport  of  the  produce  from 
theeast  to  the  west.  At  page  252  of  the  report 
of  the  Department  of  Railways  and  C.innls 
it  is  shown  that  the  quantity  of  barley,  grain, 
oats  and  wheat  which  arrivtd  at  Montreal 


by  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  and  the  «. .. 
adian  Pacific  Railway  for  the  period  :<    . 

years  is  as  follows  : — In  1882  it  was   7t 

tons,  in  1887  it  was  191,000  tons,  in  la.-' 

was  147,000  tons  :   1893  was  a,  year  po-cl 

of  scarcity  and  it  was  not  so  large.  The  -...l 

tity  of  the  same  articles  which  passed  C  ->- 

the  whole  length  of  the  St.  Lawrence  c&;  a. 

to  Montreal  for  the  came  period  was  is  I". 

230,000  tons,  in   1886  272,000  tons,  .'• 

532,000  tons.  Now  you  see,  hon.  geniirttr 

that  the  Orand  Trunk  and  Canadian  P:i..' 

two    great   corporations  that    pass    lIe-- 

across  the   continent — the  Canadian  Piiii 

Railway  which  does  pass   across    the  «.•_■ 

nent,  and  the  Grand  Trunk    Railway  vb. 

passes  half  way  acros.s   the   continent—..!: 

ried   altogether   147,000   tons    in   ISV*  -• 

against  532,000  tons  that   were  carried  " 

water  in  our  inland  transportation,  »  '.L. 

you  can  see,  hon.  gentlemen,  the  great  oiy- 

tance  of  the   proper  development   of  ocr  :. 

land  transportation.     Then  I  will  quote ;. 

again    the    quantity    of   grain    that  p^-^ 

down  the  Welland   canal  in  Canadian    - 

sela  to  Kingstonfor  10  years.   It  is  as  f4>lk-»- 

In  1886,  244   cargoes   with    143,000  t.«- 

in  1887,  284  cargoes  178,000  tons,  in  IV.' 

146  cargoes  with  148,000  tons.     That  i«  :t- 

quatitity  that   parsed    down    the   Wtli- 

canal  in  Canadian  vessels  to  Kingston.    '.: 

United  States  vessels    there    were  in   >"• 

117    cargoes  with    an   average   quantin  ': 

75,000  tons.  In  1893  there  were  257  I'm:- < 

i  States  cargoes  with  328,000  tons.   This*- 

largely  in  excess  of  former  years,  and  i»  i:>' 

bably  accounted  for  by  the  lai^e  .shipnjH- 

made  to  Europe  in  the  fall  of   1893.  Ul.:. 

every  route.     You  will  therefore  see  ih*''- 

cer  dingly  large  proportion  of   lonnagt- ttv 

passes  down  the  inland  transportation  oi  tt- 

1  United  States   as   compared    with  Can*! 

I  Now  the  next  is  the  total  quantity  of  fre-,;" 

'  passing    eastward    and    westward  by   •,- 

Welland  and    St.    Lawrence  canals   iVt 

Lake  Erie  to  Montreal  during  the  13  vt- 1  - 

I  as  follows  :    East\« ard  to  Montreal  in  lt>>;  " 

was  169,000  tons;  westward  from  ilor.trvL 

i  37,000  tons.     In  1893  eastward  to  M<  ntin. 

I  it    was   508,000    ton>i,    and  westward  tn  t- 

I  Montreal  it  was   16,000  tons.     So  that  v  i 

I  see    the   enoimous   discrepancy  that  exi«;» 

I  between   the  east  and    we.<t  bound  tralE'. 

!  16,000   tons   westward    and    508,000  t.-.^ 

I  eastward.     Now  the  total  quantity  offrt-ic!:" 

j  that  passed  eastward  and  westward  thn'U:!, 

I  the  Welland  canal  to  United  Slates  pi'rt> 
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a.  period  of  thirteen  years  is  as  follows  : 
18S2,  110,000  tons  coming  eastward; 
st\v-a.rd  172,000  tons.  So  you  see  that 
•re  •was  a  greater  quantity  of  Ameri- 
1  goods  going  westward  than  there  was 
ning  eastward,  that  is  through  the  Wel- 
id  canal.  In  1803  there  was  384,000 
IS  coming  eastward,  and  going  westward 
>i-e  was  247,000  tons.  There  it  has  clianged 
newhttt.  In  the  508,000  tons  that  I  quoted 
inti  eastward  to  Montreal  of  course  i-i  in- 
ided  the  384,000  tons  of  American  traffic 
iit  is  here  quoted,  going  from  United  States 
rt.s  diverted  before  reaching  Montreal, 
le  following  statement  shows  the  aggregate 
iniljer  of  vessels  and  the  total  quantity  of 
•iglit  pissing  through  the  Welliind  canal 
itl  the  quantity  passing  between  Unitetl 
ates  ports  from  1867  to  1893  inclusive : — 
I  1867.  5,405  vessels,  933,000  t^ns,  458,- 
)0  passed  from  United  States  ports  to 
iiited  States  ports ;  in  1873  there  was 
423  vessels  carrying  I,o06,c00  tons,  74S 
■ns  between  United  States  ports;  in  1893, 
843  vessels  carried  1,294,000  tons,  631,- 
)0  tons  passed  from  United  States  ports  to 
nited  States  ports.  Now  you  see  that  in 
S*J7  therfe  were  5,401  vessels  to  carry  near- 
'  1.000,000  tons ;  in  1873,  6,425  vessels  to 
,501,?, 000  tons,  while  in  1893  there  was 
Illy  2,843  vessels  to  carry  the  same  tonniige 
s  was  carried  in  1870  \<y  7,356  vessels.  It 
;  self  evident  that  the  sr^se  of  vessels  has 
icre;vspd  so  largely  that  the  same  tonnage 
i  hauled  with  2,800  now,  as  it  t';ok  7,5(J0 
essols  to  haul  20  years  previously.  On 
eterence  to  the  report  made  by  the  railways 
ml  canals  to  the  strt«  legislature  of  New 
fork,  I  find  of  a  total  of  tonnage  of  freight 
arried  by  th^  canals  and  railways,  the  state 
iinals  carried  in  1869,  47  per  cent  and  in 
S!»  1,13  per  cent.  The  quantity  of  freight 
arried  by  the  canals  and  railways  was 
;reater  in  1892  by  live  millions  of  tons  than 
he  quantity  carried  in  1891.  The  quanti- 
ses carried  were  as  follows  :  In  1869,  twelve 
nillion  tons  were  carried  by  the  railways 
md  canals  jointly  and  the  proportion  car- 
■ied  by  the  canals  was  -4705.  In  1892  there 
vere  43  millions  of  tons  carried  and  the  pro- 
portion can-ied  by  the  canals  "0982,  showing 
:liat  I  he  canals  from  Lake  Erie  to  the  sea- 
i>o!ird  were  inadequate  to  compete  with  the 
railways.  The  average  freight  rates  on  grain 
from  Chicago  to  Buffalo  were  in  1878  31 
cents  per  bushel.  In  1893  the  average 
freight  was  1  -6  cents  per  bushel,  so  that  the 


freight  has  fallen  exactly  one-half  in  the  15 
years  between  1878  and  1893,  that  is  in  con- 
sequence of  the  larger  vessels  that  now  ply 
between  Chicago  and  Buffalo.     With  regard 
to  the  r  .tes  I  quote  here  in  1884  the  highest 
,  rate  for  wheat  in    1884  was  3  cents,  the 
.lowe-twas  1 '6  cents.     The  average  for  the 
I  season  was  2*1  cents  that  i.<>  in  1884.     That 
is  the  average  rate  of  freight  for  that  season. 
In  1889  the  higliest  rate  for  wheat  was  3-6 
cents  and  the  lowest  2  cents,  the  average  for 
,  the   season   was   2 '5   cents.      In    1893  the 
I  highest  rate  fur  wheat  was  2f  cents,  the 
lowest  1  cent,  average  for  the  season,  1-6 
cents.    Hon.   gentlemen    will   see,    accord- 
ing to  these   statistics,  given  to  us  in  our 
report   by   the   Minister  of   Railways  and 
I  Canals,  that  the  rate  on  wheat  has  fallen 
I  be  ween  Chicago  and  Buffalo  from  2*1  to  1-6 
I  or  very  nearly  cut  in  two.     The   reason  of 
that  low  rate  is  the  increased  facility  for 
transportation  and  the  increased  size  of  the 
vessels.     The  ve^sels  have  been  increasing 
year  by  year.     Where   they   carried   5,000 
bushels,  and  it  was  thought  a  largtt  cargo  a 
few  years  ago,  now  it  has  increased  to  75,000 
and  100,000  bushels.     With  the  increase  in 
the  size  of  the  vessels  down  goes  the  rate. 
The  result  of  that  increase  inthetransp.  ria- 
,  ti'>n  from  west  to  east  has  necessitated  the 
'  dc'pening  of  the  Sault  Ste.   Marie  canal  to 
1 20   feet,    not   only    by   the   United    States 
;  Government  but  by  our  own  government  as 
well.     Mr.  J.  J.  Hill,  president  of  the  Great 
Northern  Railway,  is  on  record  ns  saying : — 

The  government  engineers  propose  to  give  us  20 
feet  of  M-ater.  We  shall  accept  the  20  feet  and  use 
it  when  we  get  it,  hut  I  promise  you  when  ever 
they  will  guarantee  me  IK  feet  I  will  build  a  line 
of  boats  that  will  carry  6,000  tons  in.steail  of  .3,000 
tons  which  is  now  the  limit,  and  cut  the  present 
rate  of  lake  transportation  square  in  two.  There 
are  now  SIM)  large  steamers  wiiich  are  lauA  locked 
and  idle  half  the  year.  The  following  statement 
shows  the  receifits  of  grain  and  seed  nt  Buffalo, 
I  elevating  and  storage  rates.  In  1 870,  32,0<J0,(K)0 
,  bushels,  average  canal  freight  1 1  cents,  elevating 
1 J  cents.  In  1880,  10.-),()00,0()0  6-5  cents,  elevating 
1  cent. 

In  1893,  the  total  bushels  received  was 
140,000,000  and  the  average  elevating  and 
storage  was  7'8  cents,  and  canal  rates  5-6 
cents.  So  you  see  with  the  increase  of  trans- 
portation down  come  the  rates  on  wheat 
and  the  elevating  charges.  All  this  is  to 
the  advantage  of  the  great  producers  of 
these  enormous  quantities  of  grain  and  pro- 
duce, coal,  ore,  etc.,  whatever  it  may  be,  all 
to  the  encourageiuei.t  of  the  production  of 
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wealth.and  the  employment  of  labour  in  those 
industries.  If  it  has  been  neressaryand  found 
advantflgeous  to  deepen  theSaultSte.  Marie 
canal,  do  not  the  same  arguments  apply 
in  order  to  justify  the  question  of  deepening 
our  canals  to  the  same  depth  ?  Is  not  the 
money  thrown  away  in  Canada  upon  the 
deepening  of  the  canals  to  twenty  feet  at  the 
Sault  Ste.  Marie,  if  we  cannot  get  beyond  the 
Welland  canal  with  a  cargo  that  draws 
twenty  feet  of  water?  The  advantage  of 
deepening  the  canal  at  Sault  Ste.  Marie  is 
only  for  the  purpose  of  encouraging  us  to 
transport  in  large  vessels  our  grain  or  pro- 
duce to  Buffalo  and  thereby  find  its  outlet 
abroad  for  export  to  European  markets 
through  the  Erie  canal  by  way  of  the  state 
of  New  York.  That  is  the  only  advantage 
it  possesses  so  far  as  the  deepening  of  the 
canal  is  concerned.  There  has  been  a  de- 
mand in  the  upper  lakes — Superior,  Huron 
and  Michigan — for  an  ever-increasing  size  of 
vessels.  There  are  vessels  there  now  that 
carry  5,000  tons  cargo,  and  there  is  a  large 
fleet  of  steamers  numbering  from  300  to 
400,  most  of  them,  of  course,  on  the 
United  States  side.  There  is  this  large  fleet 
of  steamers  which,  if  they  could  get  to  the 
seaboard  through  canals  drawing  twenty 
feet  of  water,  would  go  through  to  the  ocean. 
These  vessels  are  locked  up  in  the  winter 
time,  and  idle.  They  cannot  be  employed 
during  the  winter  season.  If  tiiere  was  a 
depth  of  water  to  enable  them  to  go  out  into 
the  ocean,  these  vessels  would  increase  in  size, 
become  ocean-going  vessels  and  be  employed 
during  the  winter  season  in  ocean  transport. 
Then  we  would  have  ocean  vessels,  if  they 
were  so  inclined,  coming  in  for  a  share  of  our 
inland  transportation  and  competine  with 
our  vessels  for  the  freight  and  traffic  de- 
veloped in  that  enormous  western  country. 
Now  is  not  that  to  the  advantage  of  those 
who  are  producing  in  that  western  country, 
is  it  not  to  the  advantage  of  all  those  who 
live  on  the  route  of  those  vessels  going  up  to 
headwaters  1  Is  it  not  to  the  advantage  of 
every  portion  of  Canada  that,  with  our 
power  to  export  to  the  luarkets  of  the 
world,  these  magnificent  waterways  should  lie 
utilized  to  the  utmost  for  the  purpose  of  im- 
porting and  transporting  abroad  1  Is  not 
that  going  to  oflfer  tremendous  facilities  for 
the  growth  of  Canada  on  lines  that  will  in- 
duce the  foreign  trade  of  Canada  to  increase 
with  the  markets  of  the  world  ?  I  say  every 
port,  commencing  with  Quebec,  or  going  even 


further  down  to  the  maritime  prorin-^ 
have  an  immense  advaatage  in  ha^iu  ' 
your  own  door  this  imnoeniie  trafic.  i. 
now  an  impossibility.     You  see,  lit  f- 
tistics  that  I  have  quoted,  that  the  «f--- 
bound  freight  in  Canadu  is  down  to  '.■ 
tons,  while theinland  freight  is  sometr-iu 
508,000  tons,  most  of  which  is  diTtr- 
the  south.     Most  of  that  508,000  m:?  . 
to  Ogdensburg  and  United  State-  dw- 
from  which  there  is  no  benefit  so  f«r  •-• 
inland    transportation  is    concemffi, 
object  in  bringing  this  question  bcfur"  • 
House  is  to  point  out  tlie   advantac-  •. 
will   be  derived  in  every   part  of  '.'.■• 
through  the  efforts  that  may  be  put  t-.-- 
an  international  arrangement  to  det^. 
canals  so  that  we  can  utilize  i«  th'   ■■ 
fullest  extent  the  competition  tbatisi". 
ually  going  on  in  the  ocean  vessels  t* 
tinual  improvements  being  made  in  "°- 
transport  for  the  cheapening  and  en-".:. 
ing  of  commerce,  and  to  take  adrajit*.  ■ 
the  facilities  that  Canada  has  tor  jo^:--. 
the  commerce.     Just  to  give  you  som-" 
of  our  canal  system  I  will  read  yw  ,i  '- 
valuable  contribution  by  a  convention  a  ■ 
the  Deep  Waterway  Convention,  whi<  S  •  - 
taken  up  this  question  from  an  intemat; 
standpoint.       Mr.    O.     A.      Howlai'i 
Toronto,  is  the  president  of  this  comt-i"- 
and  it  has  contributed  some  verj-  vj'-.. 
literature  for  the  public  'o  digest  in  c«.> 
tion  with  it.     Mr.  Thompson,   an  aWer.-. : 
of  Toronto,  read  a  valuable  paper,  in  »' 
he  gave  the  following  inform>ilion  .— 


Canalii. 


■5^1  =  = 


-I- 


Sanlt Ste.  Marie. i  ?2|      it 

WelUnd i  14  27 

Con>«-all ft   lU 

Soulaii^ies.    \ H'  H 

Beauhamoifi  / !  9'  11}' 

Lachine ,  '  14     SJ 

St.  Ijawrence  River  Improve-.  ' 

ment • . . . 


*«W* 


C«i 


t;»'- 

4.r- " 
I.'".' 

ii.ii-...' 


Hon.  Mr.    KAULBACH— That  i^  '■ 
whole  canal  system  cost  that  t 
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ion.  Mr.  BOULTON— Yes.     The  whole 

il  system  cost  something  over  $50,000,- 

The  distance  from  Buffalo  to  Troy  by 

Erie  canal  is  350  miles,  and  from  Troy 

S^ew  York,  150  miles,  or  a  total   from 

lalo    to  New   York  of  500  miles.     Then 

ihe  St.   Lawrence,  we  have  from  Buffalo 

Port    Colborne  to  Dalhousie,  28    miles, 

11  Dalhousie  to  Kingston,  190  miles,  from 

igaton    to   Montreal,     170    miles,    from 

iitreal    to  Quebec,  160  miles,  or  a  total 

anee  from  Buffalo,  or  its  counterpart  in 

lada,    to  New  York,  an  ocean  port,  500 

Rs,  -while  to  QueWc  it  is  548  miles  or  to 

ntreal  only  400  miles.     Now,  hon.  gentle- 

1    will  see  that  Montreal  is  140  miles 

rer    the  seaboard  from  the  upper  lakes 

n  Xew  York  is  by  the  Erie  canal,  which 

ilmost  altogether  used   now  as  the  ocean 

•t.      So  the  advantages   are  great  when 

1    come  to  see  what  facilities   we  possess 

draw    down    through    this    magnilicent 

and    navigation  the    transportation  from 

J     west   to   the    east.     I    will    now  read 

you  from  the  same  report  the  enormous 

iduction  that  exists.     The  production  of 

rn  in    those  states  adjacent  to  our  great 

ces  is  445,000,000  of  bushels.     The  pro- 

ction  of  wheat  is  246,000,000  of  bushels, 

e  production  of  oats  283,000,000  bushels 

a  total  of  1,000,000,000  of  bushels.    That 

from  the  states  adjacent  to  our  great  lakes. 

len  if  you  add  Colorado,  Kansas  and  Ne- 

aska,  which  are  indirectly  connected  with 

licago  and  ports  open  to  our  inland  trans- 

•rtation,  you  can  add  470,000,000  bushels 

ore  of  the  same  articles.     Then  from   On- 

rio,    Manitoba  and  the  North  West   we 

«.ve  150,000,000  bushels  so  that  we  have 

together  tributary  to  that  inland  naviga- 

(»n~l, 600, 000,000  bushels  of  grain  a  large 

jrtion  of  which  requires  transportation.     I 

)  not  say  that  all  that  grain  is  exported, 

ut    an  enormous    quantity    of    it  in    the 

nited  States  has  to  go  to  New  York  to 

ted  the    eastern  states.     It  is  that  grain 

hich  has  to  feed   the  large  manufacturing 

upulation  of  the  New  England  states  and 

as  to  be  transported  by  our  lake  system  of 

avigation  which   at  the  present  moment 

nds  its  outlet  by  the  way  of  the  Erie  Canal. 

t  is  possible  to  contribute  to  the  prosperity 

f  the  country  in  the  carrying  of  that  enor- 

noua  amount  of  produce,  by  deepening  our 

anals,  and  then  opening    the    Champlain 

ianai  to  New  York,  in  order  to  distribute 

vhat  produce  has  to  go  to  feed  the  northr 


eastern  states.     That  which  has  to  go  for 
export  to  Europe  of  course  would  go  down 
the  St.   Lawrence   and  find  an  outlet  that 
wa".     That  produce  which  has  to  go  to  New 
York  for  United  States  consumption  would 
tind  its  way  down  the  Champlain  canal,  and 
any  incoming  commerce  from  the  south  for 
Canadian   consumption    would    come    that 
way.  Eminent  engineers  have  reported  upon 
all  these  questions,  and  the  Champlain  route 
I  is  a  very  favourable  route.     The  report  of 
i  engineers  is  that  it  can  be  deepened  to  20 
I  feet — I  am  speaking  now  of  that  canal  which 
takes  all  our  lumber  from  Ottawa  down  to 
I  Troy— for  $50,000,000.     The   cost  of  deep- 
ening the  Erie  canal  to  20  feet  depth  would 
be  $250,000,000,  according  to  their  report. 
;  Then   the  deepening  of  the  St.  Lawrence 
,  canal,  according  to  their  report,  to  20  feet 
I  would    amount   to    about    827,000,000    or 
;  !?30,000,000.     Then   there  is  the  Weliand 
j  canal,    which  would  cost  to  deepen  to  20 
I  feet  according  to  the  engineer's  report  about 
■  $25,000,000,   or  altogether  an  expenditure 
,  to  connect  the  upper  lakes  with  both  New 
I  York  and  Montreal  an  exoenditure  of  $100,- 
!  000,000,  or  in  the  case  of  Canada  alone  an 
.  expenditure  of  something  like  $30,000,000 
I  to  reach  the  port  of   Montreal  alone  with  a 
vessel  drawing  20  feet. 

I      Hon.    Mr.    POWER— That    is   a  mere 
bagatelle. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— The  hon.  gentle- 
man will  realize  that  when  you  are  discussing 
the  freight  and  carriage  on  the  production 
of  1,500,000,000  bushels  of  grain  .$50,000,- 
I  000  capital  for  the  purpose  of  transporting  it 
I  does    not   amount   to  much.     It   sounds  a 
I  great  deal   to  you  and   me  in  our  limited 
I  capacity,  but  when  you  have  to  compare  it 
I  with  the  enormous  facilities  necessary  for 
I  carrying  this  freight  it  is  not  a  bagatelle, 
'  but  an  absolute  necessity.     The  capital  has 
to  be   there  expended   in   railways  whose 
facilities  are  not  one-fourth  the  capacity  of 
water  power ;  it   has   to  be  expended   in 
steamboats   and   all   kinds  of    facilities  in 
order  to  move  that  traffic,  and  we  must  not 
be  frightened  at  the  expense   where  these 
necessities  are  forced  upon  our  attent  ion. 


Hon.     Mr.    KAULBACH— Spend 
?50, 000,000  on  the  Hudson  Bay  route. 


the 


Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— It  is  not  necessary 
to  bring  the  Hudson  Bay  question  into  dis- 
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cussion  at  the  present  moment.  I  think  if 
you  will  assist  us  to  deepen  these  canals 
you  will  do  a  great  deal  towards  keeping  the 
transportation  of  that  western  produce  in 
these  channels.  Competition  howeverwe  must 
have.  The  energy  of  thit  western  coun- 
try is  not  going  to  be  cramped.  It  will  find 
its  outlet  in  some  direction  or  other.  There 
is  the  city  of  Chicago,  out  of  its  own  resources 
and  capital,  building  a  canal  from  Chicago 
to  connect  with  the  Mississippi.  Whai,  for  1 
For  the  purpose  of  diverting  the  trade  of 
that  inland  country  to  the  Gulf  of  Mexico. 
The  canal  is  now  under  construction  and  will 
lie,  I  believe,  172  miles  long.  They  are  ex- 
pending I' think  §75,000,000  in  tlie  construc- 
tion of  it.  They  have  the  most  improved 
facilitios  for  moving  earth,  grading  and  all 
kinds  of  purposes  for  taking  out  that  canal 
20  feet  deep  to  connect  Chicago  and  Lake 
Michigan  with  the  Mississippi  river.  If  yrc 
want  to  be  alive,  in  order  to  share  in  that 
traffic  we  do  not  want  to  see  the  trade  and 
produce  that  I  have  referred  to  go  in  another 
direction  altogether  down  the  Mississippi  or 
through  the  Erie  canal.  We  want  to 
encourage  the  carriage  of  it  through  this 
natural  channel.  It  is  like  living  on  a  high- 
way. You  have  a  farm  on  a  high  road  or 
a;ljacent  to  a  station — is  it  not  in  a  far  better 
position  than  when  you  are  20  or  25 
miles  away  from  it?  So  it  is  with  us. 
You  make  this  a  highway,  one  side  be- 
longs to  our  neighbours,  and  one  to  us.  Our 
neighbours  join  with  us  and  say  that  we 
want  to  utilize  this  magnificent  channel  that 
is  being  afforded  by  nature,  that  requires 
these  facilities  and  this  expenditure.  Shall 
we  put  our  heads  together,  and  join  together, 
to  bring  this  about  t  Now,  hon.  gentlemen, 
there  is  another  very  good  and  very  just  reas- 
on why  this  channel  of  which  I  am  speaking 
offers  unusual  facilities  because  it  will  take 
a  very  small  expenditure — I  am  now  speak- 
ing comparatively — to  deepen  thfi  St.  Law- 
rence itself.  There  aie  very  few  places 
where  those  improvements  are  necessary  to 
make  it  a  20-foot  channel.  I  am  now  quot- 
ing what  the  engineers  themselves  say ;  I 
am  not  speaking  on  any  chimerical  idea  of 
my  own,  but  simply  what  eminent  engineers 
say,  and  we  have  to  take  it  for  what  it  is 
worth  ;  but  they  do  say  that  at  a  compara- 
tively small  expenditure  the  channel  of  the 
river  can  be  deepened  to  20  feet,  and  going 
down  the  river  there  is  no  necessity  for  any 
lockage  at  all — it  is  only   coming   up   the 


'  river  that  lockage   is    necessaty.   S- . 
I  these  improvements  can  be  made,  i:  c 
I  to  reason  the  capacity  of  thecana.  i*-  ■ 
'doubled   by   that  means.     Where  •:-■ 
I  large  traffic  pas.sing  east  and  west.  <( . 
the  up   traffic   is   hampered  by  :>  . 
traffic.      I     believe      there    are   i 
number     of     vessels      now    «;!«; 
the  JSt.    Lawrence    heavily    lo-tdpL  '. 
not  know  t'le  number  of  feet  they  i-u 
think  it  is  12  ;  but  all  it  requires  :>  !> 
moval   of   certain    obstructions  at  .>• 
points  in  order  to   make  the  chtnn' 
requisite  depth  ;  then  the  very  moo:' 
deepen  those  channels  and  give  tit  it 
\  ed  waterway,  those  improved  facilitir 
navigation,    then   it    becomes  foiiii^ 
coal  from  the  maritime  pn>vin«<  •■  ' 
its  way  up  to  the  west.      At  the  k  • 
moment   the    power   of    exporting 
bounded  by  Montreal ;  and  whv'  P- 
they>  cannot  tranship   it  and  s»nd  ." 
profitably   in   small    cargoes.     ^VIle^; 
upper  lakes  have  facilities  for  largt  u-.  ■ 
it  is  carried  1,000  miles  for  25  cents  -.  • 
as  a  return  freight.      From  Buffido  '.■ '. 
luth  coal  is  carried  for  25  cents  a  tm 
our  coal  had  the  same  facilities  uvl ' 
be  transported  for  25  cents  or  50  i«> 
ton  look  at  what  a  magnificent  field  it  ■:■ 
up   for   the    utilization  of    Unitai  •'':■• 
coal  in  Canada.     Then,  they  are  telti::,'  ' 
building  smelting  works   in  Kingit":. 
they  build  smelting  works  in  Kingstit  '"• 
will  have  to  find  fuel  for  it,  and  ci«l  ! 
the   maritime   provinces  could  be  C'  -' 
for  smelting  purposes  if  those  facilitir  '' 
afforded.      It    opens     out    a    masniin' 
field    for  speculation    as    to   tlw  d""'- 
ment   that   would    take    place  in  C«t» 
if    the     question     was     taken    .«fn<'i.'' 
Now,  the  hon.    gentleman  lias  spwkei  •'■ 
$50,000,000  as  being  a  bagatelle .  ifii  • 
Caniida  it  is  a  large  sum.     It  hits  taken  U; 
great  number  of  years   t«  spend  thit  >■•■■ 
000,000.     Unfortunately  we  have  not  -h"  ■ 
that  wisdom   that   has  generally  \m  f 
played  in  the  question  of  public  »wls »!;' 
we  started  in  1874  to  deepen  ouromal-  ' 
feet.     And  what  is   the  result?   ^ew" 
deepened  some  to  14  feet  but  there  are  it'-^ 
or  four  links  only  9  feet  deep :  so  th»t  tv 
measure  of  capacity  for  transport  tnn'J-:' 
our  canals  is  the  nine  feet  under  wf- 
provements  that  have  been  madt  to  N  f^ 
and  it  would  take  3  or  4  years  j-et  to  deep^ 
all  those  canals  to  14  feet.  Now  it  isM  ">'" 
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aste  of  capital  to  spend  money  to  deepen 
le  canals  t  ^  14  feet  if  there  is  one  link  in 
le  chain  9  feet  which  utterly  precludes  you 
iking  the  advantage  which  you  would  ex- 
ecl  to  take  from  the  14  feet.  The  Gallops 
'anal  and  the  WUliamsburg  Canal,  and  the 
loi-nwall  Canal  are  9  feet. 

Hon.    Sir  MACKENZIE   BOWELL— 
'hey  are  to  be  deepened. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— But  you  commen- 
ed  to  deepen  them  in  1874 — 21  years  asp, 
.nd  instead  of  proceeding  pari  paas^^  with 
he   whole  thing  and  making  it  a   1 4  feet  I 
ranal  in  1 0  years,  it  will  be  25  years   before 
rou    accomplish  your   purpose.     Whatever 
noney  you  have  expende.l  in  deepening  to 
;.he  1 4  feet,  until  the  rest  of  it  is  deepened,  it 
s  valueless,  comparatively  speaking.     Now, 
t,he  object  of  a  commission  such   as  I  have 
been  speaking  of,  such  as  has  been  mooted  to 
the  Congress  of  the  United  States  is  for  us  to 
put  our  heads  together  in  a  friendly  way  to 
see  what  international  arrangements  can  be 
come  to,  to  see  how  ways  and  means  can  be 
established  in  order  to  provide  the  capital  ex- 
penditure, in  what  proportion  they  should  be 
divided,  and  what  is  the  mode  and   method 
of  managing  the  canals,  after  they  have  been 
done.     I  do  not  think  that  any  selfish  idea 
should   prevail   on   our   part.     I    think  we 
should  approach  it  in  a  broad,  internatioaal 
spirit.     We   have  eveiything    to    gain   by 
cultivating  the  most  friendly  relations  with 
our  neighbours   to  the   south  of  us,  and  to 
say  that  we  are  going   to  help  ourselves  by 
not  affording  them  the  facilities  which  their 
extraordinary   energy   is  bound    to  find  in 
some  direction,  is  a  weak    position  for  us  to 
take.     I  think  that  we  should  approach  this 
question  in  the  broadest  spirit  and  recognize 
that  there  is  a  great   ad  vantage  in   having 
an  international  arrangement  with    regard 
to  this  inland  transportation.     From  a  mili- 
tary point  of  view  there  is  everything  to 
gain  by  our  having  that.     Thank  God,  there 
is  very  little  probability  of  anything  happen- 
ing of  a  warlike  character  between  us  and 
our  neighbours,  but  still  no  one  can  tell  what 
may  turn  up  at  any  time  looking  into  the 
future,  and  if  our  canals  were  an  interna- 
tional work,  then  the  people  of  the  United 
States  would  have  the  same  interest  to  pre- 
serve them  and  to  protect  them  as  we  in 
Canada  would.    It  would  be  the  most  disas- 
trous thing  that  could  happen  to  this  country 


if,  through  any  misunderstanding,  trouble 
should  arise,  and  that  our  canals  should  be 
made  the  first  objective  point,  in  order  to 
retaliate  and  cripple,  but  if  there  is  an  inter- 
national arrangement  and  both  parties  are 
equally  interested  in  preserving  their  neutra- 
lity intact  and  preventing  them  bei^ig  des- 
troyed in  any  shape  or  form,  I  say  it  is  a 
great  protection  to  the  capital  that  is  invested 
and  great  protection  to  the  industry  depen- 
dent upon  them.  Then,  again,  the  fiiendly 
spirit  that  is  engendered  by  an  interna- 
tional arrangement  of  that  kind  must  be 
considered  ;  it  should  lead,  of  course,  to 
a  different  arrangement  in  rejjard  to  our 
international  laws.  There  should  be  free- 
dom of  commerce  so  far  as  our  ir.land 
transportation  is  concerned.  'We  should  not 
be  tied  down  as  we  are  at  the  present  mo- 
ment on  both  sides.  Our  western  grain  at 
present  can  be  carried  from  Port  Arlhur 
to  Buffalo  under  navigation  l.nws  of  the 
United  States.  Coal  can  be  carried  from 
Buffalo  to  Port  Arthur  under  Canadiaan 
navigation  laws,  but  the  Americans  can- 
not carry  from  one  Canadian  port  to  an- 
other and  Canadix-ns  cannot  carry  from  one 
United  States  port  to  another.  I  think  those 
distinctions  under  an  international  arrange- 
ment of  this  kind  should  disappear  and  that 
competition  should  prevail  equally  to  the 
advantage  of  both  countries.  Under  our 
navigation  laws,  under  our  duties  we  are 
hampered  ;  most  of  our  grain  for  pxport  goes 
from  Port  Arthur  to  Buffalo.  One  of  the 
reasons  is  that  the  vessel  which  carry  the 
grain  from  Port  Arthur  to  Buffalo  and  bring 
back  a  return  cargo,  get  rid  of  the  duty  on 
coal.  The  vessel  that  carries  grain  from 
Port  Arthur  to  Midland  and  to  Owen  Sound 
has  to  pay  the  duty  on  coal  for  the  carriage 
of  that  grain.  Therefore  there  is  a  direct 
bonus  of  60c.  a  ton  on  all  the  coal  that  is 
necessary  to  transport  our  grain  for  export : 
there  is  a  direct  Ijonuson  the  part  of  Canada 
shipping  from  Port  Arthur  by  way  of  the  Erie 
Crtnal.  Just  for  the  reason  that  they  can  take 
on  their  coal  at  Buffalo  for  their  retui  n  cargo 
and  pay  no  duty  on  coal  at  all.  But  export- 
ing from  Canadian  ports  they  do  pay  that 
duty  and  I  say  that  that  is  one  of  the  reasons 
why  our  grain  in  the  North-west  is  now  find- 
ing its  outlet  to  Europe  by  way  of  the  Erie 
canal  and  New  York,  competition  making 
lower  rates.  I  say  that  these  quc'^tions  are 
of  very  groat  importance  not  only  to  the 
North-west  but  to  Canada  at  large,  and  it  is 
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for  the  purpose  of  bringing  this  question  to 
the  attention  of  the  government  that  I 
have  moved  this  resolution.  It  is  an 
international  resolution  and  if  it  should 
be  considered  expedient  by  the  govern- 
ment in  any  sense  or  form  that  I  should 
withdraw  it,  I  should  be  only  too  happy  to 
do  so,  but  I  think  that  as  the  resolution  has 
been  passed  by  Congress,  it  is  not  at  all 
out  of  place  and  that  an  expression  of  opinion 
of  the  Senate  of  Canada  in  the  same  direction 
will  be  a  great  advantage  to  the  cause  I  have 
been  discussing. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  should  like  to  ask 
one  question.  I  would  like  to  know  how 
the  proportion  of  wheat  carried  by  the  Erie 
canal  compares  with  the  proportion  carried 
20  years  ago — I  mean  the  proportion  carried 
by  the  canal  as  compared  with  the  portion 
carried  by  the  railway. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— I  do  not  know 
that  I  have  that  exact  information. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Has  it  increased  or 
diminished  1 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— The  proportion  I 
think  has  increased. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Carried  by  the 
Erie  canal  1 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— Yes ;  you  mean 
to  say  the  railways  carry  more  than  the 
canal. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— The  railways  now 
carry  a  larger  percentage  of  the  grain  which 
goes  from  the  west  to  New  York  than  they 
did  formerly. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— All  I  can  say  is 
that  the  carriage  of  produce  by  railways  ac- 
cording to  the  interstate  commission  is  nine 
mills  per  ton  per  mile,  and  the  carriage  by 
water  is  one  mill  per  ton  per  mile ;  .so  that 
you  can  see  it  is  only  measured  by  the 
facilities  the  water  affords.  If  the  water 
carries  it  for  one  mill  per  mile,  it  is  bound 
to  go  that  way  if   the  facilities  are  afforded. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— Not  when  you 
have  frozen  waters. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— The  hon.  gentle- 
man said  "  expedition  "  was  important,  but 
the  expedition  shows  that  that  has  no  weight, 
because  vessels  will  go  from  Montreal  down 


round  Cape  Horn  and  take  mx  mou^- 
deliver  goods  to  British  Columbia  i  il  • 
ports  of  the  United  States  rather  tiui  - 
them  across  the  continent  in  ten  iiy 
railways. 

Hon.    Sir   MACKENZIE    BOWELl- 
That  is  what  is  called  standard  gO'idi. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON — I  am  no^  •,>. 
ing  of  the  harvest  produce  we  have  sr/.  . 
iron   ore,    and   all   those   things  whiti 
standard   goods.     The    computation  a: 
present  time  is  that  by  the  Champlain  r. 
and  St.  Lawrence  canals  if  they  weie  ii. 
20  feet  would  cost  §1  per  ton  to  carry  :• 
New  York  to  Chicago,  as  against  $4.f.\  v 
present  rate  by  railway. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— I  hadn..;:- 
the  hon.  gentleman  was  going  to  briL; 
this  discussion  to-day.     I  underst»<!:: 
to  s^ay  yesterday  that  it  would  be  Merr- 
until  next  year,  in  consequence  of  tbca: 
ness  of  the  session  and  the  pressure  at  ai-. 
business  before  us ;  and    therefore  I  aiu  l  ' 
prepared  to  meet  his  contention  in  a  • 
satisfactory  to  myself.     This  much  I  ''. 
concede,    that    it    would    be   proper  i' 
courteous   to  accept  the  invitation  li  '■• 
Congress  of  the  United  States,  due  care.- 
ing  exercised  as  to  the  commission  ibit . 
does  not  involve  great  expense.    We  C". 
well  confer  with  them  as  to  greater  facil;;.-- 
for  western  grain  carriage  to  the  ocean.  1 1  ■ 
not  wonder  at  the  United  States  wantinj:: 
get  control  of  our  waters.     We  are  in  '• 
peculiar,  yet  prominent,  advantageous  a-'' 
commanding  position.     We  have  spent  JJ ' 
60  millions  upon  our  inland  navigation.  «!!■■ 
I  do  not  wonder  that  the  United  States  »Ti 
to  invite  us  to  enter  into  some  arrangeoi'r' 
by  which  they  can  have  the  advaniajfi! 
our  expenditure.     Certainly  they  liiok »'  ■' 
in  that  lisrht.     We  have  got  the  St.  I*" 
rence,  and,    we  have  got  our  canals  gi*'''''- 
us  a  highway  from  the  Atlantic  to  the  hen 
of  Lake  Superior  independent  of  the  I'nit'*' 
States.     We  had  to  spend  some  25  im".'"' 
dollars  on   the   Sault  canal  to  get  an  iD')- 
pendent  waterway.       When  wehadaiitt'' 
civil  contention  in  the   west,  we  were  i"' 
able  to  use  the  Sault  canal  on  the  ilKkis" 
side,  and  we  were  put  to  the  expend ' 
25  millions  to  construct  a  canal  on  our^'f 
side.     That  is  the  position  th»t  the  run*" 
States    took     when     they   had   tl"*  "f" 
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unity,    and    now    they    want    us      to 

them  greater  facilities  to  extend  their 

e     through   our    navigable   waters  and 

lis     all   in  their  interests  and  not  in  our 

Aly  hon.  friend  is  a  free  trader,  and 

free  trader  he  would  give  away  our  ad- 
bivges  in  everything,  demanding  no  com- 
iation  in  return.  He  would  tax  our 
lers  for  the  building  of  these  canals,  be- 
ie  it  would  involve  a  material  increase 
b&xation  upon  the  country  to  add  50 
ions  to  our  debt  to  improve  our  canals, 
pen  them  and  the  St.  Lawrence  waters, 
the  United  States,  when  they  will  not 
i  US  the  coasting  trade.  We  are  ready 
imbark  with  them  in  their  coasting  trade, 

they  will  not  give  it  to  us  !  They  would 
>  to  have  the  free  navigation  of  our  great 
;r  and  inland  waters,  but  not  reciprocity 
the  coasting  trade  of  even  the  inland 
;ers.  I  think  long  ago,  before  we  became  a 
t  of  confederation,  we  were  desirous  of 
nixg  reciprocity  in  the  coasting  trade  with 
■■  United  States  along  our  sea  shores,  and 
was  always  declined  to  us,  and  they  will 
;  open  it  to  us,  neither  will  they  give  it  to 
on  the  lakes ;  but  they  would  like  us  to 
e  greater  facilities  for  carrying  their  pro- 
ce  through  our  channels  and  our  naviga- 
n.  That  is  what  the  United  States 
,nts  to  do,  and  with  no  corresponding 
netit  to  us. 
My  hon.  friend  cannot  say  in  the  interest 

the  products  of  the  west,  because  he 
awed  himself  that,  with  the  facilities  of 
ilways  and  the  facilities  given  by  increas- 
5  the  depth  of  our  canals,  now  the 
tes  have  come  down  as  low  as  they  pos- 
jly  can  be.  Unless  my  hon.  friend  thinks 
i  should  embark  in  inland  navigation  for 
)thing,  to  carry  the  products  west  for  a 
>niinal  sum,  we  cannot  adopt  this  sug- 
istion.  I  believe  my  hon.  friend  knows 
lat  we  carry  now  freight  from  the  west, 
1  our  wheat  and  everything  else,  as  cheap- 
•  as  it  can  possibly  be  carried  at  a  profit, 
id  I  do  not  believe  that  we  would  gain 
:iything  by  the  proposed  project.  We  would 
ot  get  the  coasting  trade  with  United 
tates.  The  only  thing  we  would  get  would 
e  the  advantage  the  United  States  would 
ave  in  our  inland  waters.  That  is  all  the 
enefit  I  can  see  that  would  be  derived 
ram  it,  because  they  will  not  give  us  their 
casting  trade.  They  will  not  give  it  to  us 
nland  and  much  less  will  they  give  it  to  us  . 
'long  the  coast  and  therefore  I  do  not  see  i 
44 


that  it  is  in  the  interests  of  Canada,  to 
give  greater  advantages  to  the  United 
States  than  they  already  possess,  and  I  do 
not  think  my  hon.  friend  can  show  any 
feasible  plan  by  which  we  can  embark  on  an 
expenditure  of  $50,000,000  to  increase  our 
inland  navigation  chiefly  for  the  benefit  and 
interests  of  the  United  States.  It  would 
not  materially  cheapen  the  cost  of  transpor- 
tation, and  is  not  at  present  necessary  to 
the  trade  of  our  western  country. 

I  Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  should  not  have 
'  made  any  observations  on  this  question  if 
the  hon.  gentleman  from  Shell  River  had 
confined  himself  to  the  matter  of  which  he 
i  had  given  notice.  I  think  it  is  a  very  de- 
I  sirable  thing  that  we  should  extend  to  the 
United  States  the  courtesy  of  joining  with 
them  in  a  commission  to  inquire  as  to  the 
best  method  of  improving  the  transportation 
facilities  between  the  east  and  the  west. 
That  would  be  an  act  of  international  cour- 
tesy which  I  think  we  might  very  well  show 
to  our  large  neighbours.  The  hon.  gentle- 
man devoted  the  greater  part  of  his  speech 
to  a  matter  which  was  germane  to  that,  but 
one  which  would  hardly  be  expected  to  come 
up  on  a  notice  of  this  kind ;  and  he  gave 
utterance  to  opinions  in  the  course  of  that 
portion  of  his  address  with  which  I  cannot 
concur  at  all.  I  feel  that  to  a  certain  ex- 
tent it  is  the  duty  of  members  of  this  House, 
when  propositions  are  laid  down  involving 
I  very  important  interests  and  very  great 
i  expenditure,  with  which  they  do  not  concur, 
that  they  should  express  their  want  of  con- 
currence. Notwithstanding  what  the  hon. 
gentleman  said  about  the  Erie  canal,  I  am 
satisfied,  although  I  have  not  the  statistics 
at  hand,  that  the  proportion  of  freight  which 
is  carried  over  the  Erie  canal  has  become 
very  much  less  of  late  years  as  compared 
with  what  is  carried  by  railways.  Notwith- 
standing the  hon.  gentleman's  statement 
with  regard  to  the  cheapness  of  water  trans- 
portation, that  goes  to  show  that  perhaps 
the  canals  would  not  do  such  an  immense 
business  as  he  thinks  they  would,  even  if 
they  were  deepened. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— I  stated  that  the 
Grand  Trunk  railway  and  the  Canadian 
Pacific  railway  hauled  170,000  tons  in  1893, 
and  the  canals  532,000  tons  in  the  same 
year. 
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Hon.  Mr.  POWER— From  where  1 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— From  the  west, 
delivered  in  Montreal. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— The  country  at  any 
rate,  as  far  as  I  am  aware,  has  received 
very  little  revenue  from  the  canals.  The 
hon.  gentleman  seemed  to  think  $50,000,- 
OOO  was  a  mere  bagatelle. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— If  the  United 
States  finds  four-fifths  of  the  money  the  ob- 
jection disappears,  so  far  as  we  are  concern- 
ed. It  is  proposed  that  the  United  States 
should  bear  its  proportion. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Now  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman brought  up  one  point  which  has 
been  very  much  dwelt  upon  at  various  times 
since  confederation — this  question  of  fur- 
nishing a  waterway  by  which  ocean-going 
vessels  can  reach  the  head  of  Lake  Superior. 
It  would  be  a  very  desirable  thing,  I  have 
no  doubt,  if  one  could  load  a  steamer  in 
Liverpool  and  bringher  up  to  Duluth  or  Port 
Arthur,  but  with  respect  to  the  transportar 
tion  of  grain,  even  supposing  that  the  canal 
were  enlarged  to  a  capacity  of  20  feet,  it 
will  be  found  on  the  whole  more  advantage- 
ous CO  tranship  grain  at  Montreal  than  to 
carry  it  through  to  Europe  without  tran- 
shipment. The  navigation  through  the 
canals,  even  if  they  were  deepened,  and 
through  the  lakes,  is  of  a  totally  diffei-ent 
character  from  ocean  navigation,  and  the 
great  steamers  which  are  used  on  the  ocean 
would  not  find  it  convenient  to  ascend 
through  the  looks  and  canals ;  I  think  the 
hon.  gentleman  said  that  the  cost  of  tran- 
shipping grain  at  Montreal  is  not  more  than 
J  cent  a  bushel.  I  am  informed  by  the 
hon.  gentleman  on  my  right — who  is  an  au- 
thority on  that  subject — that  the  tranship- 
ping of  the  grain  en  route  benefits  the  grain 
by  airing  it,  and  that  it  reaches  England 
in  better  condition  when  transferred  from 
the  barge  to  the  ocean-going  vessel  than  if 
it  did  not  get  the  air  at  all.  And  I  am  sati-^- 
fied  that  the  transhipment  at  Montreal 
involves  less  expense  on  the  whole  than 
carrying  the  grain  from  the  head  of  Lake 
Superior  in  an  ocean-goini^  steamer. 

The  hon.  gentleman  gave  us  the  cost  of 
deepening  the  canals,  but  I  do  not  think  he 
gave  us  the  cost  of  deepening  the  river.  The 
cost  of  deepening  the  St.  Lawrence  River  to 


a  depth  of  twenty  feet  is  an  ankno*::  - . 

tity.     The  hon.  gentleman's  estimate 't 

cost  of  deepening  the  canals  is  $50.iji 

I  understand  he  bases   his  figore>  • :.  - 

I  mates  made  by  engineers.     Oar  fx\^- 

I  in  constructing  canals  as  well  as«tb»:; 

works  in  this  country,  is  that  the  act:^. 

j  has  very  largely  exceeded  the  origiai  - 

mates  of  engineers.     I    am   not  a  pr4  - 

I  and  I  hope  that  in  this  matter  ti^-  ■- 

I  never  be  any  occasion    to  see  wlifti:-: 

!  prophesy  is  correct  or  not,  but  1 .4.1. 

I  prepared  to  prophesy  that  the  dep|>-u.'. 

i  the  river  and  canals  to  a  depth  u:  ii" 

\  feet,  from  Quebec  to  Lake  Supeiiir.  ■:■ 

I  cost  3100,000,000. 

!      Hon.   Mr.    BOULTON— What  ■'■ 
'  base  your  calculation  upon  1 

1      Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  base  my  . .-. 
I  tion  largely  upon  what  actual  work  iu--^- 
I  When  the  hon.  gentleman  finds  h''»  ■-" 
it  has  cost  to  deepen  short  csoab  its 
feet  to  14  feet,  he  can  form  some  e<n: 
of  the  enormous  expense  of  de^nii.-. 
the  existing  canals  to  20  feet  and  th«  fi ' 
St.    Lawrence    besides.       I    am   ri'--'- 
that     $100,000,000     would    not    <i' ' 
work.     The  hon.  gentleman  has  not  <  ■• 
that  the  people  in  the  North-west  woci..-' 
their  grain  carried  to  England  any  cb*.; 
under  that  system  than  under  th«  pn^ 
system.     The  very  trifling  expense  (rf  t' 
shipping  from  barges  to  ocean-going  vr--" 
would  be  more  than  made  up  by  the  i. 
tional  cost  of  the  steamers,  and  then  tv 
is  the  improvement  of  the  grain  besidfc  • 
do  not  propose  to  go  any  farther  inw  "• 
question.     I  simply  utter  a  brief  pt"''-' 
having  got  as  deeply  into  debt  as  «e  1^'  • 
against  going  into  an  enormous  additi  : 
debt  for  an    advantage   which  is  oalj '''. 
problematical. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-^ 
have  listened  to  a  very  interesting  ^•■ 
from  the   hon.   member   from  Shell  ft'' 
upon  the  question  of  the  trade  of  the  c*'f 
and  the  deepening  of  the  waterwajs.  /■•■■• 
confine  myself  to  one  remark  in  refervn^ ' 
the  decrease  of  the  registered tonnasje'H'" 
country.     I  shall  not  attempt  to  do^  *"■ 
the   figures   given   to  the  House,  for  -^ 
reasons  :  first,  I  am  not  prepared  to  M*'' 
the  accuracy  of  the  figures  that  he b«si!i«' 
and  second,  because  I  have  not  the  tw^'^ 
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me.  It  should  be  remembered  when  we 
*k  of  the  decrease  of  the  registered  ton- 
e  of  the  country,  that  it  is  no  indication 
b  the  trade  of  the  country  is  in  any  way 
ing  off.  In  fact,  my  hon.  friend  proved 
ond  a  doubt,  from  the  figures  that  he  gave 
ttiat  the  trade  of  the  country  has  increased 
I  is  increasinj;  enormously  every  year. 
p.s  at  the  present  day  are  built  of  iron 
I  steel ;  formerly  they  were  of  wood.  One 
sel  will  carry  to-day  as  much  as  7  or  8 
sels  carried  20  or  25  years  ago  in  the  way 
'reight.  Again,  at  the  present  day  all 
Allan  line  of  steamers  and  other 
at  ocean-going  vessels  are  registered 
ICngland  instead  of  Canada.  Former- 
■hey  were  registered  in  Canada  andthishas 
>ened  the  registered  tonnage  of  ships  own- 
in.  Canada.  There  are  reasons  which  1  could' 
e  why  this  is  done,  but  I  am  afraid  I 
>uld  be  putting  another  very  strong  argu- 
nt  in  the  hands  of  my  hon.  friend  here 
en.  he  next  addresses  the  House  against 
!  Nation  il  Policy.  I  do  not  propose  to  fur- 
h  him  with  any  more  powder  than  is 
lessary  for  him  to  ignite  upon  the  next 
:a±:ion  when  he  addresses  the  House,  but 
.in  sure  he  will  admit  the  force  of  what  I 
ve  said  in  regard  to  the  apparent  decline 
the  registered  tonnage  of  the  country.  I 
,y  inform  the  House  that  it  is  the  inten- 
n  of  the  government  to  act  in  conjunction 
bh  the  United  States  in  this  matter  of 
•estigating  the  waterways  of  the  country, 
ct  the  best  mode  of  increasing  the  facilities 
'  the  transportation  of  grain  and  other 
;icles  from  the  west  by  water.  It  is  not 
jposed  here,  however,  as  it  is  in  the 
lited  States,  to  appoint  three  persons  in- 
pendent  of  the  government.  Our  proposi- 
in  will  be  to  take  two  capable  engineers 
w  in  the  employ  of  the  government  so  that 
ere  will  be  no  expense  attending  it  beyond 
eir  allowance  for  travelling  while  on  duty. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Does  the  first  minis- 
c  think  that  that  would  be  courteous  to 
e  United  States?  They  are  appointing 
3n  of  a  different  stamp  altogether. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I 
1  not  aware  that  we  have  engineers  on  our 
»ff  that  are  not  quite  as  able  to  deal  with 
question  of  this  kind  as  any  independent 
intleman  that  may  be  appointed  in  the 
nited  States.  It  does  not  follow,  because 
le  United  States  thinks  it  proper  to  employ 
44J 


other  than  those  upon  the  staff  of  engineers, 
that  therefore  we  should  follow  their  ex- 
ample. I  was  about  to  say,  when  the  hon. 
gentleman  interrupted  me,  that  it  is  pro- 
posed to  appoint  some  gentleman  other  than 
those  who  are  upon  the  staff  as  the  third 
I  person,  but  not  upon  a  salary.  His  expenses 
j  will  be  paid,  and  he  will  be  treated  in  the 
j  same  manner  as  the  Americans  treat  their 
I  commissioners.  I  hope  that  will  be  satis- 
factory to  my  hon.  friend — two  of  our  most 
eminent  engineers,  now  in  the  employ  of  the 
Government,  and  an  independent  eentleman 
outside  of  the  government  service,  who  has 
given  atteftnion  and  study  to  this  question. 
We  have  a  gentleman  in  view  who  will  be 
quite  capable  of  filling  that  position  and  quite 
equal,  I  think  to  any  gentleman  who  may  be 
appointed  by  the  United  States.  With  that 
explanation,  I  hope  my  hon.  friend  will 
withdraw  this  motion  and  not  ask  the  Sen- 
I  ate  to  commit  iteelf  to  its  terms,  because  it 
might  be  considered  as  not  strictly  within 
the  rules,  that  is  if  the  motion  would  in- 
volve an  expenditure  of  money.  That  would 
rule  it  out,  but  I  am  not  so  sure,  on  reading 
it  the  second  time,  whether  it  would  come 
within  that  rule.  It  is  a  mere  expression  of 
opinion,  a  suggestion,  as  it  were,  to  the  Gov- 
ernment that  if  they  thought  proper  to  ap- 
point this  commission  the  Senate  would  be 
in  accord  with  them. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOULTON— I  am  very  glad 
to  hear  from  the  hon.  leader  of  the  govern- 
ment a  reason  given  for  the  falling  off  in  the 
average  tonnage  and  the  register^  tonnage. 
It  is  unfortunate  that  it  does  not  appear  in 
the  statistics,  because  the  figures,  without 
the  explanation,  are  misleading.  I  am  very 
glad  that  the  falling  off  is  more  apparent 
than  real.  I  quite  appreciate  what  the  hon. 
leader  of  the  government  says  that  it  is  pos- 
sible, as  this  involves  a  question  of  expendi- 
ture, that  it  would  not  be  wise  for  the  Senate 
to  deal  with  it,  and  therefore,  with  the  per- 
mission of  the  House,  I  shall  be  very  glad 
indeed  to  accede  to  his  request  and  withdraw 
the  motion. 

The  motion  was  withdrawn. 

THE  PROROGATION  OF  PARLIA- 
MENT. 

INQUIRY. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Before  the  Orders 
of  the  Day  are  called,  I  should  like  to  ask 
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the  first  minister  when  he  thinks  Parliament 
will  be  prorogued. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— It 
would  give  me  immense  pleasure  if  I  were  i 
able  to  inform  the  hon.  gentleman.  It  will 
depend  altogether  on  the  action  of  his  friends 
in  the  other  House.  If  they  continue  to 
waste  every  day  in  debating  motions  of  want 
of  confidence,  it  is  impossible  to  tell  when 
we  shall  be  able  to  prorogue;  but  at  present, 
I  do  not  see  any  prospect  of  it  from  the  fact 
that  they  have  been  giving  time  and  atten- 
tion to  this  House,  condemning  the  govern- 
ment for  not  having  filled  up  the  vacancies 
in  the  Senate,  and  at  the  same  time  declar- 
ing that  the  Senate  was  no  use.  Now  they 
are  making  an  attack,  I  believe,  on  the  gov- 
ernment because  we  have  allowed  some  of ! 
the  governors  to  remain  in  office  longer  than 
they  think  it  advisable.  Next  day  I  antici- 
pate a  want  of  confidence  motion  with  refer- 
ence te  the  Manitoba  school  question — in 
fact,  two  want  of  confidence  motions,  one  on 
each  side — so  you  may  have  the  pleasure  of 
remaining  here  until  a  week  from  Monday. 
If  the  hon.  gentleman  can  induce  his  friends 
to  cry  halt,  I  will  guarantee  him  that  the 
legitimate  business  of  the  House  will  be  put 
through  very  rapidly  and  he  can  go  home 
and  enjoy  his  own  fireside. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— -The  hon.  gentleman 
knows,  from  his  own  experience,  that  it  is 
not  easy  for  members  of  this  House  to  in- 
fluence members  of  the  other  House. 

MARKLAND  MORTGAGE  BILL. 

THIRD  READING. 

The  House  resolved  itself  into  a  Commit- 
tee of  the  Whole  on  Bill  (136)  "An  Act 
respecting  the  discharge  of  a  mortgage  to 
Her  Majesty  known  as  the  Markland  Mort- 
gage." 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER-  This  is  a  rather  un- 
usual power  given  by  this  bill  to  the  Finance 
Minister.  It  enables  him  to  discharge  the 
mortgage 

On  payment  of  such  part  of  the  purchase  money 
now  remaining  unpaid  as  the  Minister  of  Finance 
and  Receiver-CJeneral  see  expedient  in  the  public 
interest  and  either  with  or  without  interest  and 
on  such  other  terms  and  conditions  as  are  agreed 
upon. 


I  think  Parliament  should  faare  <f-z- 
as  to  what  the  terms  are,  because tcsi- 
provision  the  mortgage  might  be  ■ 
upon  the  payment  o£  $5  and  I  thini  -.- 
a  large  sum  due. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  bowel: 
hon.  member  from  Ottawa,  when  1  p- 
to  give  the  information  which  is  fc«- 
just  now,  intimated  that  he  was  ait[:ir 
with  the  facts,  as  w^as   also  my  tec.  ir 
who  is  not  now  in  his  place,  from  Ki.- 
and  therefore  they  said  it  was  not  bis-  . 
for  me  to  explain  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER — I  only  want  t-- 
who  is  the  owner  of  the  property  d-''. 
about  what  amount  the  goveninwi:  ; 
poses  to  take  off  the  debt. 

Hon.    Sir   MACKENZIE  BOWEL.- 
Perhaps  I  had  better  read  an  extra'.i  :• 
the  report  of  the   Committee  of  thr  i 
Council  approved  by  His  ExceJJencr':' 
13th  March,   1895.     It  will  proba'U;. .  • 
the  information  that    the  hon.  gM-'' 
seeks  : 

On  a  report  dated  4-th  March,  ISft'i.  if 
Minister  of  Finance,  stating  that  on  itt  J' 
January,  186'2,  the  crown  sold  atsuctia  •' 
propert3' in  the  city  of  Kingston  '•'(*'■'"'„ 
crown  under  a  certain  mortgage  given  k  '.!>• " 
George  H.  Markland,  and  dated  9th  C><;ti'>:  "* 

That  the  aggregate  amount  for  whiV'li  '■}'  ■ 
perty  was  sold  was  $7,480.00  on  account  •<  •• 
the  sum  of  §1,245.75  had  been  received. 

The  Minister  further  states  that  Anmft.- 
siou  of   1888  the  papers  in  connection  •:"' 
Markland  mortgage  were  submitted  to  tl*-  •" 
.Standing  Committee  on  Public  AceonnU  *i 
ported  to  the  House  (copy  of  such  report  ■^' 
recommendine  that  the  mortgage  shooli •> 
charged  and  tlie  properties  conreytdxo  ttf  c  " 
entitled  thereto  without  further  psj-nient  n 
dition  that  they  give  a  release  of  all  tUin>i:-- 
from  erroneous  description  of  proper!}'  c'  ■ 
wise.  ,  „ 

That  such  report  was  concurred  in  by  tatn  • 
of  Commons,  but  no  further  action  »Tti  "'" . 
Parliament.     That  oSfers  have  been  recii"  ■  ■ 
the  payment  of  a  portion  of  the  unpaiJ  li*;"  , 
the  purchase  money  in  discharge  of  the  >"* ' 
the  Crown,  but  he*(the  minister)  has  b«n  •■;' " 
that  to  effect  a  compromise  ret|uii«  the  «Jti. 
of  Parliament. 

It  is  giving  power  absolutely  to  the 
nance  Minister  to  settle  this  long  W'"^' 
ing  claim,  and  obtain  as  much  as  he  c»i^. 
what  he  thinks  is  equitable  and  /»-"   •. 
sum  of  money  is  mentioned  that  i?  t" 
received. 
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r>n.  Mr.  POWER— The  name  of  the 
baser  is  not  mentioned. 

on.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
rep>ort  of  the  Committee  on  Public  Ac- 
its  ^vill  give  you  that : 

'ur  Oonnnittee  have  had  under  consideration 
in  papers  respecting  the  Murkland  mortgage, 
le  ussets  of  the  Dominion  which  form  part  of 
'onsolidated  Fund  Investment  Acuount,  refer- 
o  ou  page  XII  of  the  said  Public  Accounts. 
^r  the  heading  "  Sundry  Investments  '' ;  that 
'|>ea.r8  from  the  papers  prmluced  that  in  May, 
,  the  Hon.  George  H.  Markland  being  indebt- 
>  the  Indian  department  in  the  sum  of  £178*2 
«  Ijond  for  that  amount  to  the  trustees  for 
■>ix  XatioD  Indians,  and  in  October,  185S,  gave 
n-tffa,^e  to  the  crown  on  certain  properties  in 
L-ity  of  Kingston  to  secure  the  same  amount 
ill  1862  conveyed  to  the  crown  his  equity  of 
;iiiption. 

n  fact,  it  is  a  mortgage  given  by  Mark- 
il  to  cover  a  deticit  of  his  while  he  was 
stee  for  the  Six  Nation  Indians.  The 
rtgage  has  been  standing  since  1858,  and 
eon.sidered  a  worthless  asset,  and  it  is 
>u;;ht  better  to  get  as  much  out  of  it  as 
isible  and  wipe  it  ouc. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOtTLTON,  from  the  Com- 
ttee,  reported  the  bill  without  auiend- 
nt. 

The  bill  was  then  read  the  third  time  and 
s.sed. 

DM  [NION  ELECTIONS  ACT  AMEND- 
MENT BILL. 

THIRD  READIKG. 

The  House  resolved  itself  into  a  com- 
ittoe  of  the  whole  on  Bill  (68)  "An  Act 
rther  to  amend  the  Dominion  Elections 
ct.  •' 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
his  bill  is  simply  to  correct  an  error  which 
t  present  appears  in  the  election  law.  In 
le  redistribution  of  the  constituencies  in 
>ritish  Columbia,  Yale  and  Cariboo  were 
nited.  Under  the  old  law  the  election  in 
'ariboo  was  fixed  at  a  later  date  than  the 
lections  in  the  other  portions  of  the  prov- 
iice.  There  is  no  provision,  however,  made 
or  the  addition  which  has  been  put  to  it  of 
I'ale.  It  has  been  thought,  w^ith  the  pres- 
!nt  facilities  for  reaching  the  different  sec- 
ions  of  that  portion  of  British  Columbia, 
;hat  it  might  be  placed  among  the  other 
constituencies  where  the  elections  are  held 


on  the  same  day,  so  that  the  election  for 
the  united  electoral  district  of  Yale  and 
Cariboo  will  be  held  simultaneously  with 
the  other  elections.  Provision  is  also  made 
for  the  nomination  and  polling  days  in 
(}asp^,  Chicoutimi  and  Saguenay.  Another 
clause  provides  that  the  Act  shall  take  effect 
only  upon  the  dissolution  of  the  present 
Parliament.  That  is  necessary  in  case  there 
should  be  a  by-election  in  the  electoral  dis- 
trict of  Cariboo  or  Yale. 

Hon.  Mr.  DEVER,  from  the  committee, 
reported  the  bill  without  amendment. 

The  bill  was  then  read  the  third  time  and 


ROAD  ALLOWANCES  IN  MANITOBA 
BILL. 

THIRD  READING. 

The  House  resolved  itself  into  a  Commit- 
tee of  the  whole  on  Bill  (114)     "An  Act  to 
1  amend  the  Act  respecting  roads  and  road 
allowances  in  the  province  of  Manitoba." 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELI^I 
explained  to  the  House  last  night  the  pur- 
port of  this  bill.  It  simply  transfers  certain 
road  allowances  which  are  now  the  property 
of  the  Dominion  where  they  have  been  laid 
out  in  those  sections  of  the  country  where 
the  land  belongs  to  the  Dominion,  instead  of 
to  the  province  and  it  has  been  thought  better 
that  these  road  allowances  should  be  trans- 
ferred to  the  local  government  and  placed 
under  the  management  of  the  municipalities 
of  that  province  rather  than  have  them 
under  our  purview  and  to  be  looked  after 
and  managed  by  us.  That  is  really  the 
whole  purport  of  the  bill,  excepting  one 
clause  transferring  certain  lands  in  Winni- 
peg which  are  now  the  property  of  the  Dom- 
inion to  the  city  of  Winnipeg,  and  giving 
power  also  for  the  closing  of  roads  on  the 
lands  transferred  and  the  opening  up  of  col- 
onization roads,  and  when  these  roads  are 
opened  in  the  colonization  portions  of  the 
territory,  they  are  to  be  transferred  to  the 
province  and  not  retained  by  this  govern- 
ment. The  province  or  the  municipalities 
under  those  circumstances  could  have  to 
maintain  them.  The  last  clause  pro'vides 
that  nothing  in  this  Act  shall  affect  any 
right  or  claim  set  up  in  any  action  now 
pending  in  a  court  of  competent  jurisdiction. 
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agree  with  me  in  that.  I  am  glad  this  mat^ 
t«r  has  come  up  for  this  reason ;  it  gives  me 
the  opportunity  of  saying  that  I  regret  ex- 
ceedingly Mr.  Angers's  withdi-awal  from  the 
Cabinet.  He  has  always  been  a  gentleman 
who  has  been  courteous  to  members  of  the 
Senate,  and  we  will  regret  that  he  is  not  in 
his  former  positiqn.  I  regret  still  more  the 
step  he  has  taken,  because  I  do  not  think  it 
has  been  a  wise  one  for  himself  or  in  the 
interest  of  the  country.  He  has  not  been 
quite  patriotic.  He  has  allowed  other  than 
public  considerations  to  influence  his  judg- 
ment. I  think  the  step  he  has  taken  is  not 
conducive  to  the  harmony  and  future  peace 
of  the  country.  It  may  strengthen  the 
hands  of  fanatics  who  fan  the  flames  of  dis- 
cord in  this  country.  My  hon.  colleague  who 
has  asked  this  question  and  myself  have  been 
in  harmony  on  two  subjects  this  session  ;  on 
this  question  of  representation  in  the  Cabinet, 
and  on  the  British  Columbia  Penitentiary  mat- 
ter. On  this  occasion  the  hon.  gentleman  did 
not  consult  me  ;  there  is  no  reason  why 
he  should.  We  have  not  consulted  on  any 
of  those  questions,  but  we  happened  to  be 
in  harmony  on  the  two  subjects  which  I 
have  mentioned.  I  regret  that  he  has 
brought  forward  this  matter  now,  because 
I  should  not  have  alluded  to  it.  I  think 
this  is  not  the  right  time  or  place  to  mention 
a  matter  which  is  now  occupying  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Premier,  who  promises  to  give  it 
his  consideration  and  there  I  am  willing  to 
leave  it.  With  regard  to  the  subject  itself, 
I  think  I  can  see  in  the  face  of  the  hon. 
Premier  a  great  deal  of  anxiety  to  answer 
this  question  in  the  affirmative.  I  think  I 
can  see  that  beaming  on  the  hon.  minister's 
face.  Perhaps  he  will  excuse  me  on  this 
occasion  if  I  take  him  into  my  confidence 
and  advise  him  not  to  reply  in  the  affirma- 
tive, but  to  wait  patiently  for  the  happy 
time  in  the  future  to  which  he  looks  for- 
ward when  provincial  boundaries  shall  be 
obliterated  so  far  as  appointments  to  cabinet 
positions  are  concerned,  and  men  shall  be 
taken  into  the  Government  solely  because 
they  are  fit  for  the  position. .  I  ask  him  to 
wait  until  those  times  and  not  do  anything 
hasty  now. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
The  hon.  gentleman  who  has  put  this  ques- 
tion will,  when  he  has  the  honour  of  Ijeing 
sworn  of  the  Privy  Council,  learn  that  he 
must  take  a  solemn  oath  not  to  divulge  any 


of  the  advice   which    he   may  deaa  .' 
duty,  in  the  interest  of  the  conntrv.  •.  . 
to  His  Excellency.     Just  as  sool  u  I . 
nade  up  my  mind  as    to  the  jariTTi 
shall  recommend  to  His   EzoeUemT  -  - 
the  vacancy  creatfd   by  the  re<ign»a' 
the  late   Minister  of   Agriculture,  ir/^ 
Excellency  has  approved  of  tbcclwitf.I-. 
have  very  great  pleasure  in  discl^aa:  • 
name  for  the  information  of  the  hoD.  *•:  • 
man  and  of  the    public    generally.   '  •  - 
the  circumstances,  he  will  see  that  &■  .- 
tion  is   highly   improper  and  oonld  :  •:  • 
answered.     I  do  not  propose  to  conuB-v 
the  flippant  manner   in    which  be  si  i- 
the  position  of  the  government — its-?  i 
shallying,"  its  "childish  and  nnfiffj.- 
mises  "  or  that  "  discordant  and  uiijs.  .• 
character "    which    he   says    fierradc  v 
Cabinet  of  the  Dominion.  What  he  ma:.' 
that  last  expression  T   will  leave  to  fat" 
explain.  I  can  only  account  for  the  tse'if  •. . 
language  from  the  fact  that  he  has  be-:  - 
the   habit  of   smelling   the  rotten  ^  " 
the    shores    of  the  Fraser  River,  atti  :;• 
familiarity  with  that  odour  has  su^^wi  •- 
expression  that  he  has  used,    flaritt.'  -^ 
that  much,  I  desire  to  call  attention  j  ■ 
misapprehension    which    appears   to  t-- 
arisen  with  regard  to  .some  remarks  tk'  i 
made  the  other  day,   when  I  jocuiulTM:; 
that  I  should  be  delighted,  "aiidsosht 
my  hon.  friend  from  Victoria  when  he.- 
on  this  side  of  the  House  and  has  his  fri's.- 
in  British  Columbia,   etc."      When  I  c 
jthe    words    "my     hon.     friend  fnm  ^: 
itoria"  I    had    no    reference  whatever  ' 
I  the      hon.      gentleman     who    has   ;> 
;  taken  his  seat.     The  party  to  whom  I  w? 
I  red  was  the  Senator,   who  as  I  sup(»« 
1  represented  New  Westminster.    I  fin<i ' ' ' 
i  ever,  in  looking  over  thelistof  SenatoRtW. 
!  that  hon.  gentleman  claims  to  be  the  rftn- 
I  sentative  from  Victoria.   Myowninipre*''' 
I  was  that  the  Hon.  William  JohnM»«kH».l 
I  was   the  Senator  from  Victoria,  m«  ;'' 
I  Hon.  Thomas  R.  McTnnes  the  representet^ 
J  from  New  Westminster,  and  they  !»'*  f^ 
i  so  designated  in  the  past.    In  futnre  I  ^^ 
be  more  careful   when  I  refer  ta  eith«.* 
I  these  gentlemen  them  tQUsethe*ordin=K- 
I  way  that  there  can  be  no  possiHe  mi^wt'' 
!  because  I  had  no   intention  of  insww'"^ 
1  that  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Victona.»>'' 
;  I  supposed  meant  the  Hon.  Mr.  .Mii«l||ww 
1  had  any  such  intention  as  the  remar'* 
i  indicate,  nor  did  I  intend  the  faw'"""  ^ 
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s  to  apply  to  him.  Imakethisexplana- 
in  justice  to  that  hon.  gentleman, 
se  I  kno'w  a  misapprehension  exists  in 
linds  of  some  on  that  point.     I  do   not 

hoAv  the  parchment  that  the  hon. 
eraan  (Mr.  Mclnnes)  holds  describes 
jsidence  or  whether  any  particular  sec- 
of  country  is  designated.  This  is  a 
er  which  should  be  inquired  into 
)rder  that  there  may  be  no  mis- 
when  Senators  address  each  other  in 
-e  as  to    whom  they  really   mean.      I 

it    to    be  distinctly   understood   that 

I  I  refer  to  the  hon.  gentleman  Mr. 
nnes,  I  shall  designate  him  as  the  hon. 
leman  from  New  Westminster. 

on.  Mr.  McINNES  (B.C.)— I  live  in 
:oria  at  present  and  have  lived  there  for 
or  six  years. 

[on.Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— The 
.  gentleman  was  not  in  Victoria  when 
vas  appointed. 

Ion.  Mr.  McINNES  (B.C.)— There  are 
senatorial  divisions  in  our  province. 

Ion.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
?re  are  five  or  six  Senators  who  live  in 
•onto,  and  they  never  arrogate  to  them- 
•es  the  right  to  be  designated  "  the  Sena- 
from  Toronto." 

aon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)— I  am 
y  glad  to  hear  the  hon.  gentleman's  ex- 
nation.  If  he  had  spoken  of  me,  I  should 
.°e  treated  the  remark  as  a   jest,  for  it  is 

II  known  that  during  the  17  years  that  I 
ve  been  in  this  House  I  have  been  a 
ady  supporter  of  the  Conservative  Gov- 
iment  and  of  the  National  Policy  and  I 
ill  continue  to  support  them  until  I  find 
letter  party  with  a  better  policy. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
hen  I  used  the  expression  it  was  in 
fcasm,  because  I  can  never  contemplate  the 
y  when  the  hon.  gentleman  shall  cross  the 
or  and  take  our  place. 

iVTL  SERVICE  ACT  AMENDMENT 
BILL. 

SECOND  READING. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL 
oved  the  second  reading  of  Bill  (130) 
.A.n  Act  further  to  amend  the  Civil  Ser- 
ce  Act." 

He  said :  There  are  not  many  changes  in 
le  proposed  bill.      The  principal  changes 


made  by  this  measure  are  to  simplify  the  law 
and  in  the  line  of  economy  in  the  future. 
They  provide  for  the  abolition  of  what  are 
termed  third  class  clerkships  and  the  adoption 
of  the  system  which  prevails  in  England  in  the 
different  departments,  more  particularly  in 
those  large  departments  that  require  a  great 
number  of  writers.  Instead  of  placing  clerks 
in  the  third  class  upon  the  permanent  list, 
they  will  employ  what  are  known  as  writers. 
The  complaint  has  been  in  the  past — and  I 
think  the  complaint  is  well  founded — that 
having  too  many  on  the  permanent  Civil  Ser- 
vice list,  with  the  present  law  in  force  giving 
them  an  annual  increment  of  $50  per  annum 
increases  the  expenditure  of  the  Civil  Ser- 
vice to  an  extent  that  is  unjustifiable. 
Hence  we  propose  in  this  bill  to  adopt  the 
English  system.  When  a  writer  is  found  to 
be  adapted  to  the  work  which  he  has  to  per- 
form and  a  vacancy  occurs  in  the  second 
class  clerkships,  then  he  can  be  appointed 
to  the  position  of  a  second  class  clerk, 
and  the  salary  fixed  for  the  second  class 
is  $800  to  besfin  with,  instead  of  $1,100. 
Having  been  placed  on  the  permanent  list, 
the  annual  increment  will  apply  to  him  as  it 
does  to  the  civil  servant  at  present  until  he 
reaches  the  maximum.  The  subsequent  clau- 
ses of  the  bill  are  simply  changes  in  order  to 
make  the  balance  of  the  .\ct  comply  with  the 
repeal  of  the  section  which  gives  the  power  to 
appoint  third  class  clerks.  This  is  about 
the  principle  of  the  bill.  My  own  impres- 
sion is  that  it  will  result  in  the  long  run  in 
a  great  saving  to  the  country.  When  the 
young  men  or  women  who  are  employed 
can  do  l)etter  than  being  only  writers,  they 
will  occupy  the  same  position  as  a  lawyer's 
clerk,  or  as  an  employee  in  any  office  or  mer- 
cantile establishment.  Those  writers  can 
at  any  time  leave  and  enter  into  any  other 
vocations  of  life  for  which  they  think  they 
are  fitted  and  where  they  can  do  better, 
but  where  they  commence  as  civil  servants 
with  $400  per  annum  they  look  upon  it  as 
a  permanency  for  life  and  s'carcely  ever  at- 
tempt to  go  outside  or  enter  into  other  busi- 
ness, but  take  their  chances  of  promotion 
as  opportunities  present  themselves  and 
have  their  increase  in  salary  until  it  reaches 
a  certain  sum.  On  the  whole  the  principle 
is  one  of  which  I  have  personally  been  in 
favour  for  some  years,  and  I  think  it  will 
benefit  the  service  as  well  as  the  country. 

Hon.  Mr.    MacINNES   (Buriington)— I 
am  very  sorry  to  see  this  amendment  of  the 
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Civil  Service  Act.  I  regret  also  that  the 
Government  have  not  seen  their  way  clear 
to  make  more  comprehensive  changes  in  the 
law  relating  to  the  Civil  Service  ;  moreover, 
this  amendment  has  a  tendency  to  relax  the 
provisions  of  the  present  Act.  I  have  taken 
a  very  great  interest  in  the  service  ever  since 
I  was  a  commissioner  for  the  Government.  I 
am  aware  that  the  subject  of  Civil  Service 
reform  is  not  very  acceptable  to  the  majority 
of  the  members  of  Parliament,  but  I  thought 
a  brief  resum^  of  the  efforts  and  attempts 
which  have  been  made  from  time  to  time 
to  introduce  the  merit  system  into  the  Civil 
Service  of  Canada  might  have  the  eflfect  of 
awakening  a  greater  interest  in  a  subject 
which,  in  ihy  opinion,  is  of  vital  importance. 
We  have  a  most  remarkable  example  of  the 
effect  of  the  merit  system  on  the  Civil  Ser- 
vice of  Great  Britain.  In  ]  855  the  merit 
system  was  adopted  in  that  country.  Up 
to  that  period  the  service  was  a  mast 
defective  one.  It  has  ainci  been  grad- 
ually  extended  and  improved  to  the  pres- 
ent time,  and  the  service  is  now  a 
model  of  excellence.  Other  nations  are  fol- 
lowing the  example  of  Great  Britain.  The 
United  States  are  adopting  it  and  extending 
it  to  various  departments  of  their  service. 
Two  commissions  have  been  appointed  for 
the  reform  of  our  own  service.  The  first 
was  appointed  in  1881,  and  the  second  in 
1891.  It  may  be  in  the  recollection  of  hon. 
gentlemen  that  grave  irregularities  were 
discovered  in  the  inside  service,  which  led 
to  the  appointment  of  the  commission  of 
1891.  I  drew  attention  to  these  irr.;gular- 
ities  by  notice  of  motion,  and  I  think  it  wUl 
not  be  uninteresting  to  the  House  if  I  read 
what  took  place  on  that  occasion.  This  is 
the  notice  of  motion  which  I  presented  to 
the  House  at  that  time. 

\V  hetlie  r  in  view  of  the  irregularities  anil  violations 
of  the  "Civil  Service  Act"  recently  (liscovere<l,  it 
18  the  intention  of  the  (ioverunient  to  institute  an 
investigation  by  commission  or  otherwise,  as  may 
be  deemed  expedient  to  serve  the  better  admini- 
stration of  the  Civil  .Service,  and  prevent  the 
recurrence  of  similar  irregularities  to  those  which 
have  )>een  lately  brought  under  the  notice  of  Parlia- 
ment. 

Speaking  on  this  motion  I  siid :  The 
problem  to  be  solved,  then,  is  how  to  secure 
the  better  administration  of  the  service  and 
to  prevent  a  recurrence  of  similar  irrregula^ 
rities  and  to  increase  its  efficiency.  It  may 
be  of  some  interest  to  the  House,  if  I  refer 
to  the  various  attempts  which   have  been 


made   since  Confederation    to   imprcTs 
organization,  efficiency  and  general  to .  _ 
tration  of  the  service.    An   Act  vxfk.- 
in  1868  and  a,  commission  appointed. « - 
submitted  a  scheme  for  the  reorganizatl . 
the8ervice,butitwa8neverfullyc«rri»do;' 
the  Act  did  not  contain  the  necessary  fU- 
under  which  the  rules  reconin>eDd«d  ■  ■ 
be  enforced.    In  1875  a  bill  was  intnic-.- 
by   the   Government,   which,   howevtr.  ■ 
not  become  law.  In  1877  a  committc«  <i  \  ■ 
I  House  of  Commons  was  appointed  to  isi.r 
into  the  conditions  of  the   sen-ice,  k; 
legislation  resulted,  and  the  service  coLt.:':- 
to  be  administered  under  this  Act  <.>(  '•  ■ 
until  1882,  when  the  Civil   Service  A-.n  • 
that  year  was  passed  and  is   the  An  s^  - 
which  the  service  is  at  present  admir.L^<^ 
A  commission  was  appointed  under  aB''t  -• 
I  in  Council  dated  16th  June,  1880.    /  »:• 
'  member  of  that    commii^sion  and  h^  '-• 
honour  of  being  its  chairman,  and  Mr.  'Jr- 
I  the    present    Librarian  of    ParlianiK!  ■ 
I  secretary.    The  commission  issued  its  rfj<- 
I  in  March,  1881.  The  recoramendatioa.>  '-x- 
in  that  report  were  not  fully  carried  uj; 
adopted.    We  recommended  the  aboJiri* 
political  patronage  ;  open  and  comftKit 
examination,  promotion  by  merit.  a»i  "-■ 
appointment  of  a  permanent  civil  icr"- 
1  commission ;    but   these   views    were  :i.- 
I  believed   to  be  in  advance  of  public  (ft. 
I  either  in  or  out  of  Farliument ;  but  I  !«•;> 
\  the  provisions  of   the  Act  of   18S2  wff  ' 
I  the   time  abreast   of  public   opinion.  T.' 
I  Hon.    Sir   Alexander   Campbell,  the  ii- 
I  Minister  of  Justice,  leader  of  the  Serial*-.  - 
I  introducing  the  bill,  said  : 

I      In   this  particular  instance,  one  or  («»  (' 
,  which  the  commissioners  cousi<lere<l  of  grea'  ' 
I  portance  (and  I  agree  with  them  as  to  their  io)' 
I  ance)  have  lieen  for  a  time,  anil  I  hope  onlj  f  ■ 
1  time,  as  the  (government  and  the  other  Hour  ^ 
i  considered,  at  the  moment  such  aa,  c»n»iil<fiii-'  - 
!  the  circumstances,  we  can  reamnaMy  or  <ntH 
[  vantage  to  the  country  seek  to  give  effect  tn  "^ 
I  of  the  cardinal  points  in  the  conimissiooerV  rii> ' 
I  is  that  the  Civil  Service  ought  to   lie  taken  '  '■ 
i  the  hands  of  the  Government  and    Parliamrti  i.  • 

placed  in  the  complete  control  of  a  IkkIv  "f  ' 
'  missioners  appointetl  by  the  Crown,  ami  h""'"- 
;  office  during  good  behavior,  which  is  tiiei.*  ■ 
I  l>elieve,  in   England,   Kelgium,   FrHOceu)'!  ""' 

European  countries. 

;  Sir  Alexander  Campbell  was  undw  ' ' 
;  misapprehension  that  our  recommendatii 
;  was  to  take  the  control  out  «t  tV 
hands  of  the  government  and  J*'"'''- 
1  nient.     Our  recommendations  were 
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on  'what  we  found  to  be  the   case  in 
countries.     When   I    addressed   the 
e  on  the  same  occadion,  I  s  dd  : 

liill  no-w  before  us,  and  which  has  been  so 
,-  explained  by  the  leader  of  the  House,  must 
i»i<lere<t  as  an  instalment  in  the  direction  of 
ervice  reform.  The  hon.  Minister  of  Justice 
irreutly  stated  that  it  has  not  gone  the  length 

recommendations  made  by  the  commissioners 
ich  I  had  the  honour  of  V)«ing  chairman. 

ztendments  were  afterwards  made  in 
Vet  which  did  not  advance  or  improve 
revisions.  The  irregularities  and  viola- 
■>  of  the  Act  which  have  taken  place  are 
snce  of  the  defects  of  the  present  system 
organization  ;  and  that  it  has  become 
ssary  to  take  such  steps  as  will  prevent 
p  recurrence.  What  these  steps  will  be 
le  problem.  It  may  be  instructive  to 
!  a  glance  at  the  civil  service  system  of 
sr  countries  which  are  known  to  furnish 
iiples  of  excellence  and  thoroughness, 
civil  service  of  Great  Britain  furnishes 
1  an  example.  Until  the  appointment 
he  commission  composed  of  Sir  Stafford 
•thcote  and  Sir  Charles  Trevelyan  it  was 
it  defective,  as  ours  is  at  the  present  time  ; 
leading  men  of  both  sides  of  polities 
ted  in  an  effort  to  bring  about  a  reform, 
I  for  that  purpose  the  two  statesmen  I  have 
ned,  who  were  on  opposite  sides  of  poli- 
5,  were  appointed.  The  cardinal  points 
their  recommendations  were  :  The  aboli- 
n  of  political  patronage  ;  open  and  com- 
dtive  examinations  ;  promotion  by  merit, 
d  the  appointment  of  a  civil  service 
[nmis.sion.  To  this  commission  is  deputed, 
ider  certain  restriction*,  the  control  of  all 
pointments  to  the  Civil  Service.  These 
commendations  were  adopted  and  the 
vil  Service  of  Great  Britain  is  gov"rned 
r  the  rules  and  regulations  recommended 
I  them,  and  from  having  been  a  defective 
ivil  Service  has  become  one  of  great  excel- 
nce,  furnishing  an  example  to  other 
)untrie8.  The  civil  service  of  the  United 
tales  i.s  being  modelled  on  the  English  sys- 
im,  and  of  late  years  has  been  vastly  im- 
roved.  Their  post  office  department,  for 
xainple,  is  a  model  of  excellence.  It  is  within 
])'  own  recollection  when  it  was  a  notor- 
ously  defective  service,  but  since  the  adop- 
ion  of  a  permanent  service  commission  by 
rhich  all  appointments  are  made  to  it,  the 
lervice  has  become  a  model  of  excellence. 
The  civil  service  of  France  and  Germany 
oaight  be  cited  also  as  examples.     It  is  my 


opinion,  therefore,  that  the  want  of  a  per- 
manent civil  service  commission  is  the  car- 
dinal defect  in.  our  system,  and  that  the 
problem  would  be  solved  by  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  permanent  civil  service  commis- 
sion, composed  of  men  selected  from  both 
politic  parties,  to  whom  would  be  deputed, 
under  certain  restrictions,  the  cont  rol  of  all 
appointments  to  the  service,  and  who  would 
frame  rules  and  regulations  from  time  to 
time  as  the  needs  of  the  service  required 
and  to  make  annual  or  semi-annual  reports 
to  parliament,  as  to  the  condition  of  all 
branches  of  the  service,  both  inside  and  out- 
side. Should  the  government  deem  it 
necessary  to  appoint  a  commission  to  make 
a  full  and  painstaking  inquiry  into  the  pre- 
sent condition  of  both  the  inside  and  outside 
services,  I  would  suggest  that  the  members 
composing  that  commission  should  be  selec- 
ted from  the  best  men  on  both  sides  of  po- 
litics, so  that  whatever  recommendations  the 
commission  might  make  would  have  greater 
weight  and  inspire  more  confidence  in  the 
public  mind.  I  have  always  been  of  opinion 
that  there  should  be  no  politics  in  appoint- 
ments to  the  civil  service — that  all  appoint- 
ments should  be  made  without  reference  to 
politics. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)— How 
could  the  commis-sioners  free  themselves 
from  being  political  1 

Hon.  Mr.  MAcINNES(Burlington)— That 
would  depend  upon  the  men  appointed. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)— Who 
would  appoint  them  1 

Hon.  Mr.  MacINNES  (Burlington)— Par- 
liament. 

There  is,  I  believe,  a,  consensus  of  opinion,  lioth 
in  England  and  the  United  .States,  amongst  those 
who  have  made  the  question  a  study,  in  favour  of 
the  abolition  of  political  influence  in  the  civil  ser- 
vice. I  trust,  lion,  gentlemen,  and  I  have  confi- 
dence that  the  government  of  the  Premier,  who  is 
also  our  leader  in  this  House,  will  a<lopt  such 
measures  for  the  improvement  of  the  civil  service 
of  this  Itoniinion  as  will  make  the  service  an  ex- 
ample for  other  countries  to  follow. 

I  will  now  read  you  a  few  extracts  from  Sir 
John  Abbott's  speech  in  reply  to  my  inquiry  : 

The  <juestion  which  my  hon.  friend  has  proposed 
is  one  of  vital  importance  at  any  time,  and  is  of  all 
the  greater  interest  now,  in  conse<|uence  of  the 
lamentable  circumstances  which  have  been  disclosed 
in  the  committees  of  both  Houses  with  reference 
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to  irregularities  and  worse  than  irregularities,  in 
the  civil  ser\-ice  in  the  management  of  public  funds. 

Of  course  the  attention  of  the  govemmeut  has 
been  forcibly  called  to  the  subject,  and  it  has  been 
felt  to  be  necessary  to  come  to  some  conclusion  as 
as  to  a  mode  of  remedying  these  evils,  and  of  pre- 
venting their  recurrence  if  possible.  They  have 
been  more  particularly  occupied  in  the  meantime, 
in  pnuishing  the  delinquents,  wherever  guilt  has 
been  brought  home  in  srch  a  way  that  no  further 
investigation  for  that  purpose  is  needed.  And, 
while  we  are  al!  engaged  on  both  sides  in  both 
Houses  in  investigating  and  ascertaining  to  what 
extent,  and  in  what  particulars,  dishonest  conduct, 
irregularities  and  peculation  have  prevailed  in 
connection  with  the  public  service,  I  hope,  in  so 
far  as  the  power  lies  with  us,  we  shall  not  be  found 
wanting,  as  those  investigations  proceed,  iu  punish- 
ing properly  those  who  are  found  to  have  offended. 
But  besides  doing  that  I  hope  we  shall  be  able  to 
adopt  a  system  under  which  those  improprieties 
although  perhaps  not  absolutely  preventable,  since 
human  nature  must  always  )>e  human  nature,  may 
be  reduced  to  a  minimum  and  checked  with  greater 
facility  than  under  the  present  system. 

My  hon.  friend's  question,  as  I  understand  it,  is 
directed  more  to  that  point ;  and  the  attention  of 
the  government  has  lieen  directed  largely  to  the 
point.     Of  course,   the   organization  of  the  Civil 
Service  which  must  obviously  he  considered  to  be 
defective,  since  it  has  resulted  in  such  unfortunate 
circumstances  must  be  taken  up  as  a  whole.     It  is 
quite  impossible  for  the  government  sitting  us  a 
Council  and  dealing  throng  its  various  departments 
with  all  the  businessof  thecountry,  todevoteof  them- 
selves the  requisite  time  and  consideration  towards 
a  through  study  of  the  system  and  the  construc- 
tion of  a  complete  plan  of  reorganization,  and  they 
have  determined  that  so  soon  as  the  session  is  over 
—of  course,  it  would    be    useless  to  attempt   it 
during  the  session— to  appoint  a  royal  commission 
for  the  purpose.     And  it  is  the  intention  of  this 
governnient  that  such  a  commission  shall  be  so 
composed  as  to  possess  the  experience  and  know- 
ledge necessary  for  the  advantageous  exercises  of 
of  its  important  functions.     For  instance,  it  would 
probably   l)e  composed   of  three  persons,  one  of 
whom,  it  is  hoped,  we  shall  be  able  to  select  from 
the  Civil  Service  itself,  whose  position  before  the 
country  will  be  such  as  will  place  him  practically 
beyonil  the  euspiciou  of  partizan  control ;  another 
proViably  having  a  judicial  character,  and  a  third, 
probably   from   among  persons  having    an    expe- 
rience outside  of  politics,  in  the  management  of 
large  uural>ers  of  people — a  gentleman  if  possible, 
who  will  not  have  engaged  in  politics,  and  will  be 
free  from  any  imputation   of  partiality  on   that 
score  ;  though  I  do  not  see  why  partiality  should 
exist  in  a  matter  in  which  both  parties  are  e()ually 
interested.     But,  if  practicably,  a  person  will  l)e  ■ 
selected  who  is  independent  of  politics  an<l  party  ;  | 
and  who  will  have  had  a  large  experience  in  the  \ 
management  of  men  in  a  business  way.     I  venture  i 
to  suggest  as  my  view  with  regard  to  the  business  ; 
of  the  country  that  probably  one  of  our  greatest  i 
defects  hitherto  has  been,  that  tlie  public  business  ' 
has  not  been  sufficiently  regarded  and  treated  as  ] 
the  business  of  a,  private  individual  would  be.     If  | 
it  were  possible  and  I  see  no  reason  to  doubt  that  i 
it  is  possible,  the  liusiness  of  the  country  should  be  I 
conducted  with  the  same  regularity,  its  servants  | 


should  work  with  the  same  diligeoct  a»i  s.' 
ness  should  be  carried  on  the  same  fti^  .^  ■ 
the  conduct  of  the   bosioees  of  an  ii.il>: 
see  no  reason  why  that  should  not ;  «ai  .' . 
this,  that  my  efforts  will  be  direcc«ti  ^'n! . 
adoption  of  a  system  in  which  the  lnai>n> 
country  will  be  con<luct«<l  on  businaK  p.-j   - 
It  will  l>e  my  ambition  so  to  do  my  pin  ' 
work  of  the  country   while  I  bappea  :..  •- 
here  I  am,  as   to  have  it   regulated,  Ijt  r... 
ciples  as  these  ;  and  I  hope  by  the  uppuiat-  j 
a  commission,  such  as  I  have  dewriM.  <-  • 
be  furnished  with  a  description  of  a  itsttr  > 
will  enable  us  to  carrj-  on  the  worit  of  iW-  ~ 
on   such  principes  ;    and  I  hope  that  «r  >l 
able  to  do  so  by  such  means  ami  in  fach  i : . 
that  we  shall  be  spared  such  unfortiiii«« ''r 
ments  as  haye  occurred  during  the  preseo:  •«- 

He  winds  up  in  this  way  : 

If  we  shall  succeed  in  obtaining  froc  tW 
mission  we  propose  to  appoint  s  seos'bir  u  i  f 
tical  scheme  for  conducting  the  husiiks'  ' 
departments,  we  have  in  contemplatim  I ; 
pointment  of  a  pereon  who  shall  occupj  «("" 
similar  to  that  of  the  Auditor  Genend-ibi!  ■ 
say,  independent  to  a  large  degree  of  the  ; 
ment  or  of  party. 

On  pursuance  of  the  promise  of  Nr  j  ■ 

Abbott,  a  commission   was  «ppoiDt«Ji' 

their  report — and   it  was  a  very  able  it}-' 

I  — was  made   to  Parliament  sbortlj  c-' 

I  wai-ds.     It    is    very    much   on  thf  >•-" 

!  lines  as  the  report  of  the  cominissi:. 

I  which  I  have  had  the  honour  to  be  »oiii>' 

I I  will  trouble  the  House  by  reading  > '•' 
extracts  from  the  commis-'ioners' rep"ft. 


Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Perhaj»  ihe'i 
gentleman  will  first  give  us  thenanie«<^'* 
commissioners  who  were  appointed. 

Hon.  Mr.  MAcINNES(BurliDpon:-^- 
George  Hague,  President  of  the  Mente- 
Bank  in  Montreal,  Mr.  Georw  W.  U^ 
bidge,  who  is  now  judge  of  the  Excbeji.'^ 
Court,  Mr.  E.  J.  Barbeau,  and  Mr.  J  '- 
Courtney,  the  Deputy  Minister  of  Fick> 
That  was  in  1891.  I  will  raui/ifeyJ 
tracts  from  their  report  to  show  what  !K 
recommendations  were  so  that  hon.  g*^-' 
men  may  be  made  acquainted  wiu"  ^ 
views.     It  says  : 

In  1880  asecond  commission  wasappoittfJ^  "_ 
vestigate  the  same  subject,  and  in ','""'  ^^  /, 
commissioners  recommended  the  "f'?|'"""' ^| 
essential  principles  of  open  coinpetiti'* '  ^ 
tiousand  promotion  by  merit  as  an  effettus  ■  • 
for  all  the  important  defecM  of  i^e  'y'l^^l'C' 
vogue.  Following  this  report  a  "'*  ,"  '  '„, 
Act  was  passed  in  1882  which  provide*  w"'.. 
tions  to  test  tlie  qualificfltioD  «/  <*""''.  ^.. 
positions  in  the  public  s"'*"*', ,  „,* 
for     examinations     of   candidates  im 
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This     Act,     although      not     going     so 
1     its    provisions   as    was    recomniendtd    by 
>i)iinis8ion,  has  been  amended  year  by  year, 
one  exception,  from  the  time  of  its  being  first 
il  on  the  statnte-book  until  the  year  1889,  and  i 
-  svs  the   commission  had  been  enable  to  ob-  | 
,  the  amendments  in  general  have  tended  in  | 
irection  of  the  relaxation  of  the  provisions  of  i 
ri^inal  Act,  and  the  consequent  prevention  of  '. 
itention  from  being  carried  out. 
h«eins  proper  at  this  point  to  refer  to  the  ex- 
:r»ce  of  the  motherland  in  regard  to  the  civil 
ce,  it  being  found  by  experience  that  the  same 
Tiilties  which  have  attended  the  working  of  the 

service  of  Canada  have  been  developed  there 
Consequent  upon  the  report  of  a  commission 
>inted  in  18o3,  recommending  the  adoption  of 
[>rinciple  of  open  competition  as  founded  upon 
principles  of  justice  and  favourable  to  the  edu- 
>u  of  the  people,  a  new  system  was  introduced 
•*.V>  by  the  appointment  of  the  civil  service  com- 
n<  >n  of  the  Uuited  Kingdom,  consisting  of  three, 
-lioin  one  (the  chairman)  is  a  Privy  Councillor, 
ointed  during  pleasure,  and  upon  this  com- 
sioners  were  conferred  large  powers  in  respect  to 
examination  of  candidates  to  the  civil  service, 
y  limited  competition  was  at  first  iutrmluced, 
noilerate  changes  were  thonght  most  prudent, 
er  five  years,  experience  of  the  new  order  of 
.\gs  a  parliamentary  investigation  into  the  new 
tern  was  held  in  1860,  and  the  report  of  that 
ly  approved  the  appointment  of  the  civil  service 
itiiii»sion,  and  ailvised  the  steady  advance  lo- 
rds open  competition,  a  principle  which  was 
iinately  adopted  in  1870.  In  the  |>arliamentary 
\  execnitive  investigation  of  1873  and  1874,  the 
nciple  was  again  approved  and  its  operation  ex- 
ided.  The  executive  commission  of  1874,  other- 
»e  known  as  the  "  Playfair  Commission,"  from 
B  name  of  its  chairman.  Sir  Lyon  Playfair,  lasted 
'  several  years  and  had  three  separate  reports. 

IH8()  another  commission  was  appointed  to  in- 
iro  into  the  establishment  of  the  different  offices 
"tatc.  The  first  and  second  reports  of  1887  and 
SH  have  proved  of  benefit  to  your  commissioners 
tlieir  inquiry. 

The  value  of  the  English  system  under  open  com- 
^titiun  has  been  dwelt  on  fully  in  an  able  and 
:haustivc  work  on  civil  service  in  Great  Britain 
.•  the  Hon.  Dorman  B.  Eaton,  first  commissioner 

the  civil  service  of  the  neighliouring  republic, 
id  from  his  work  the  following  may  ne  quoted 
i  the  opinion  of  a  pennanent  secretary  of  the 
■(.-.isury ; 

'•  Under  competition  you  have  no  patronage,  and 
lere  is,  therefore,  no  motive  to  increase  establish- 
lents  iMiyond  the  strength  which  is  acquired  for 
lie  work  they  have  to  do  ;  on  the  contrary,  there 
i  a  very  strong  motive  in  the  departments  theni- 
elves  to  keep  the  establishments  down,  so  as  to 
lave  the  cre<lit  of  economical  estimates. "  In  speak- 
II);  of  the  introduction  of  open  competition  in  the 
mlia  Civil  Service,  Mr.  Eaton  states  that  "  the 
ixphination  of  course,  is,  that  British  statesmen 
lavc  long  since  found  that  common  justice  and  the 
exclusion  of  partisan  tests  in  selecting  civil  ser- 
I'aiits  are  essential  for  securing  those  most  success- 
ful, and  they  have  had  patriotism  and  independence 
enough  to  act  upon  their  convictions  of  duty  even 
in  A  foreign  province.  Those  declarations  appear 
not  to  have  been  mere  professions,  for  in  the  final 


order  made  in  1876  for  the  permanent  establishment 
of  open  competition  as  the  sole  means  of  entry  to 
the  Indian  Civil  Service,  it  is  provided  that  during 
the  two  years  of  special  study  which  are  to  follow 
success  in  the  competition,  the  sum  of  97jO  a  year 
is  repaid  to  each  successful  competitor,  thereby 
enabling  the  children  of  the  poor  to  go  on  with 
their  preparations  for  the  public  service."  And  of 
the  results  of  competition  his  words  are :  "  If  I 
could  afford  the  space  I  might  call  attention  to 
particular  facts  showing  that  competition  has  given 
not  merely  more  bright  men  of  learning,  but  with 
physical  systems  as  strong,  with  characters  quite 
as  high,  with  practical  administrative  capacity, 
not  less  to  say  the  least,  than  had  come  into  the 
service  under  any  other  system  ;"  and  in  summing 
up  the  results  of  the  merit-system  in  the  great  de- 
partments, his  words  are :  "  The  merit-system, 
therefore,  with  its  tests  of  character  and  capacity, 
and  its  claims  of  justice  and  principle,  against 
favouritism  and  prote^tantship,  has  achieved  a  vic- 
tory over  patronage." 

T  will  read  a  brief  extract  giving  their 
views  on  the  subject  of  open  competition  : 

With  regard  to  these  recommendations  your 
commissioners  have  thought  it  a<lvisable  on  several 
grounds  to  embmly  the  principal  of  them  in  the 
shape  of  the  draft  of  a  new  Civil  Service  Act. 
They  have  adopted  this  course  rather  than  make  a 
number  of  recommendations  for  amending  the  vari- 
ous clauses  of  the  Act,  now  in  force,  with  the  con- 
viction that  time  will  be  saved  by  their  views 
l>eing  thus  more  clearly  enunciated  in  that  form. 
Your  commissioners  are  aware  that  this  is  a  depar- 
ture from  the  ordinary  course  pursued  in  similar 
matters  to  those  which  have  had  under  considera- 
tion, but  under  the  circumstances  they  deem  its 
adoption  justifiable.  The  principal  recommenda- 
tions confined  in  the  bill  arc  (I)  the  appointment 
of  a  Civil  Service  commission  and  (2)  the  a<loption 
of  the  principle  of  appointment  by  open  competi- 
tion. 

As  a  final  conclusion  arising  out  of  their  investi- 
gation, and  after  full  consideration,  your  commis- 
sioners recommend  the  appointment  of  a  board,  to 
be  called  "  The  Civil  Service  Commissioners  of 
Canada,"  to  consist  of  one  permanent  member  as 
chairman,  who  has  had  experience  in  the  Civil 
Service,  with  an  advisory  council  to  consist  of  four 
deputy  heads,  the  whole  to  be  appointed  in  the 
manner  customary  with  officers  of  a  superior  class. 
In  view  of  the  large  proportion  of  the  population 
who  are  of  French  origin,  and  of  the  intelligence 
shown  in  the  position  occupied  by  many  of  them 
in  the  public  service  your  commissioners  consider 
it  essential  that  at  least  one  of  the  five  should  be  a 
French  Canadian. 

The  tenure  of  office  of  the  chairman  should  be 
similar  to  that  of  the  Auditor  General.  He  should 
possess  such  precedence,  position  and  powers  as 
would  enable  him  to  exercise  his  functions  in  an 
independent  manner.  With  regard  to  this  funda- 
mental matter,  it  is  observed  that  the  system  has 
worked  admirably  in  the  mother  country,  where 
it  has  long  been  in  operation.  It  has  also  worked 
well  in  the  United  States  as  far  as  it  has  been 
adopted,  and  has  proved  efficacious  in  correcting 
many  long-standing  abuses,  and  supplying  the 
country  with  a  class  of  intelligent  aiuf  industrious 
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officers  to  the  great  advantage  of  the  service,  both 
in  the  way  of  efficiency  and  economy.  The  system 
is  too  well  established  to  need  any  detailed  advo- 
cacy from  your  commissioners,  and  they  recom- 
mend its  a<Ioption  in  the  con^■iction  that  tlie  same 
beneficial  results  will  follow  in  Canada. 

It  is  possible  that  public  sentiment  in  Canada 
may  not  as  yet  be  ripe  for  open  competition  gener- 
ally, and  it  may  not  as  yet  he  possible  to  eliminate 
altogether  the  power  of  politics  in  making  appoint- 
ments ;  but  if  tlie  recommendations  of  your  com- 
missioners be  accepted  and  strictly  adhered  to, 
the  public  service  at  Ottawa  will,  they  are  con- 
vinced, in  the  course  of  a  few  years,  be  better  for 
the  change.  Intelligence  and  capacity  will  meet 
with  their  due  reward,  politics  and  favouritism 
will  cease  to  dominate,  the  service  will  soon  be- 
come atti-active  to  many  persons  who  now  seek 
other  avenues  of  employment,  and  in  general  the 
title  of  public  servant  will  be  an  honour  to  be 
coveted.  The  doors  to  appointments  and  promo- 
tions in  the  service  will  open  only  to  capacity  and 
honesty,  and  no  man  or  woman  who  aspires,  as 
all  have  a  right  to  aspire,  to  any  such  position, 
will  have  occasion  to  seek  or  use  any  influence 
less  honourable  than  his  or  her  own  merit  and  fit- 
ness for  office. 

These  were  the  recoDriinendstiops  made  by 
the  civil  service  commission  to  the  present 
government  in  1891,  and  the  report  was  ac- 
companied by  a  draft  of  an  Actof  Parliament 
based  upon  it,  but  never  placed  on  the  statute 
book.  The  recommendations  contained  in 
the  report  of  the  commission  of  1881  were 
almost  exactly  on  the  same  lines  as  those  in 
the  report  of  1891.  The  recommendations 
contained  in  the  report  of  1881  were  partially 
embodied  in  an  Act  of  Parliament  which, 
though  not  going  the  whole  length  recom- 
mended, is  admitted  to  have  been  a  great 
improvement  and  is  the  Act  under  which 
the  present  service  is  administered.  Amend- 
ments have  been  made  to  it  from  time  to 
time  which  have  not  been,  as  stated  in  the 
last  commissioners'  report,  improvements, 
but  have  tended  to  the  relaxation  of  some 
of  its  provisions  and  the  consequent  preven- 
tion of  its  intention  being  carried  out.  The 
report  of  the  commission  of  1891  has  been 
a  dead  letter,  at  all  events  so  far  as  any 
action  on  the  part  of  the  government  i.s  con- 
cerned. I  believe  also  that  it  has  remained 
unread,  so  far  as  a  great  majority  of 
the  members  of  Parliament  are  concer- 
ned, so  little  interest  is  taken  in  this  very 
important  subject.  I  trust,  however,  that  the 
reforms  required  in  our  civil  service  will  ere 
long  be  accomplished.  If  the  recommen- 
dation cannot  be  applied  to  the  whole  ser- 
vice, why  not  take  a  leaf  out  of  our  neigh- 
bours'book  and  apply  it  to  some  of  the  depart- 
ments of  the  inside  service,  and  then  go  on 


and  apply  it  gradually  to  the  service  tbi. 
out  ?  Give  it  a  fair  trial  and  I  am  jirrf-- 
satisfied  that  the  result  will  bemostbei;-;: . 
to  the  country.     The  amendment  trat^- 
in    the    bill     now    under    onr   atx-r. 
tion     has     the     same     tendency   at  ■ 
alluded   to   by  the  commissioners  i ,  ::• 
report  of  1891,  and  from  that  p-jim.4: 
is  most  objectionable.     A  good  d'.alh>  - 
said  from  time  to  time  with  re/erener. 
employes  of  the  civil  service.    They  i. 
been  very  unfairly  criticized.    Meitfr*- 
Parliament  who  prefer  the  flesh  {•)!>• 
paltry   patronage   to  a    real  reform  ■'•_ 
service  indulge  in  much    unmerited  r 
of  the  service.      If  a  greater  ntiia'tM  •■ 
employed   and  there   is   a    reduodecrr  ; 
employees  in  the  service  thatissurek'. 
their   fault  :    the    fault    is    in   the  f 
of    appointement.      The     fault   nm^t  '- 
in    the     manner     of     their    »pfi«n!ff- 
If  there   are   three  men  appoint«f  r':-- 
two   would   do    the   service,    surely  :: 
not  the  fault  of  the  employees.    I  hi- ' 
there  are  at  the  present  momeni  in  " 
departments  three  men  where  two  cook  - 
the  work.     In  fact,  we  all  know  tint '  • 
many  officers  and  too  many  servants  i^ 
detriment  to   the  prompt  and  proper  ;•■ 
forroance  of  the  work.     The  question  « !^- 
expense  of  the  service  has  been  often  ce- ' 
upon;  but  it  must  be  remembered tkt » 
the  country  grows  in  extent  and  popnli*. ; 
the  expenditure   must   increase  some»a 
My  own  opinion  is,  that  the  expense  ou. r 
not  to  keep  pace  with  the  growti  of  ti 
country.     If  you  can    get  two  men  tu  ■:' 
the    work    instead    of    three,   and  df  ' 
more   efficiently,    that    surely  will  «<*  '' 
crease  very  much  the  expense  to  the  coanio 
With  reference  to  the  Superannaation  .t^' 
which  has  been  in  vogue  for  many  ye«P  •' [ 
the  pui-pose  of  providing  pensions  for  i''"-' 
servants  when  they  cease  to  besbleUip; 
form  their  duties  the  Act  has  not  »(«'"J 
satisfactorily  because  the  original  intentw 
has  been  departed  from  by  reason  of  !•'• 
tisanship  and  favouritism,  which  if  '"^  ^ 
commendations  of  the  report  of  the  i>^^' 
mission  were  adopted  could  not  f^'-    ' 
England  the  government  takes  uponitsel""' 
provide  pensions  for  the  servants  wna'  •  '■ 
cease  to  be  able  to  perform  their  O"''^*'.,  ' 
our  government  can  see  its  w»y  to  wi  ^ 
this  example  and  if  the  number  of  emp^ 
are  reduced  in  the  proportion  of  3  for  -    ' 
remuneration  might  be  increased*  «'•'    • 
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afTord  to  submit  to  a  compulsory  reduc- 
uliicient  to  provide  a  fund  from  which 
>n.s  coald  be  paid  to  themselves  and 
es.  A.  Government  Insurance  Act  was 
i  I  tiliink  last  session  to  insure  the  lives 
il  servants  and  I  understand  it  is  being 
sd  of    in  numerous  cases.     The  Act  is  a 

cominendable  one,  and  under  it  civil 
nts  can  make  provision  for  their  fami- 

The  Superannuation  Act  only  makes 
sioii  for  payments  under  it  to  civil 
nts     during    their    life-time.      It   has 

stated  here,  I  think,  that  my  recom- 
lation,  and  the  system  which  I  recom- 
led,  -will  not  come  until  the  millennium. 
,  I  am  afraid  it  will  not  come  within 
life  of  the  present  Parliament,  at  all 
ts,  but  I  believe  that  the  time  will  come 
1  the  merit  system  will  be  applied  to 
service,  and  whatever  government  will 
adopt  it  to  the  service  will  deserve,  and 
gain,  the  thanks  and  approbation  of  the 
>le  of  this  country.  Upon  an  efficient 
1  Service  the  good  administration  uf  the 
;rnment  depends,  and  I  hope,  therefore, 
.  the  time  is  not  far  distant  when  the  re- 
mendations  which  I  have  so  imperfectly 
le  to  this  House  will  be  adopted.  With 
rence  to  the  bill  now  before  us,  as  I  have 
ady  stated,  I  do  not  think  it  is  an  im- 
vement  on  the  Civil  Service  Act.     You 

I  never  improve  the  Civil  Service  until 
adopt  the   principles  which    I  recom- 

ided  in  the  report.  If  you  adopt  those 
nciples,  I  think  probably  the  reforms 
unendments  in  the  bill  before  us  might 
of  some  benefit ;  but  the  fact  is  you 
iply  leave  the  door  open  to  greater  mis- 
ef  in  the  way  of  political  and  other 
luences  prevailing  and  appointing  people 
o  ~  are  not  required  in  the  service, 
erefore  I  do  not  approve  of  the  bill ;  I 
$h  the  Conservative  government  to  get 
?  credit  of  enacting  a  comprehensive  and 
)per  bill,  and  let  me  repeat  once  more 
ere  is  no  politics  in  this,  as  far  as  I  am 
ncerned.  I  do  not  believe  in  politics  in 
e  Civil  Service ;  they  should  be  excluded 
tirely  from  the  service,  and  I  feel  myself 
ider  the  obligation  of  moving  that  this 

II  be  not  now  read  the  second  time,  but 
lat  it  be  read  the  second  time  this  day  six 
onths. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  ('B.C.)— The 
on.  gentleman  has  given  so  much  attention 
>  this  matter,  I  should  like  to   ask  him  a 


question.  I  am  sure  the  matter  has  not 
escaped  his  attention.  Has  he  ever  thought 
there  should  be  some  tenure  of  office,  some 
permanency  of  civil  servants,  who  have  served 
a  certain  number  of  years,  or  until  they 
came  to  a  certain  age,  or  during  their  good 
l)ehaviour ;  whether  there  should  not  be  a 

'  permanent  tenure  of  office? 

! 

Hon.  Mr.  MacINNES  (Burlington)  — 
They  have  it  now.  They  are  appointed  ndw, 
and  as  long  as  they  perform  their  duty  faith- 
fully, it  is  a  tenure  of  office  which  is  not 
likely  to  be  abused  in  any  way.  I  do  not 
understand  what  else  could  be  done. 

Hon.  M.  POWER— I  presume  what  the 
hon.  gentleman  from  Victoria  (Mr.  Macdon- 
j  aid)  refers  to  is  the  uncertainty  of  tenure 
,  which  is  caused  by  the  summary  removal  of 
employees  from  service  by  the  method  of 
superannuation.  I  am  very  much  pleased, 
indeed,  that  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Bur- 
lington has  called  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  t'  is  measure,  and  to  the  whole  subject  of 
the  Civil  Service.  He  has  devoted  more  at- 
tention t  >  this  question  of  the  public  service, 
looked  at  from  the  standpoint  of  Civil  Service 
reform,  than  any  other  gentleman  in  Par- 
liament, and  everything  he  says  is  wt  rthy 
of  respect  and  attention.  As  the  hon. 
gentleman  has  very  properly  said,  this  is  a 
question  which  does  not  possess  very  much 
interest  for  politicians  pure  and  simple. 
I  can  readily  understand  that  in  the  House 
of  Commons,  where  I  believe  the  patronage 
of  each  constituency  is  practically  in  the 
hands  of  the  member  representing  that  con- 
stituency, if  he  happens  to  support  the 
government  one  would  not  find  an  over- 
whelming desire  on  the  part  of  the  members 
to  deprive  themselves  of  what  they  regard 
as  a  more  or  less  valuable  perquisite  ;  mis- 
takenly, I  think,  because  the  position  of  a 
member  of  Parliament  would  be  much  more 
comfortable  and  satisfactory,  as  well  as  more 
dignified  if  he  had  nothing  to  do  with  the 
patronage.  Members  accumulate  more  un- 
popularity in  their  several  constituencies 
owing  to  the  fact  that  they  have  to  deal 
with  patronage  than  from  almost  any  other 
circumstance.  A  gentleman  who  has  long 
been  dead,  but  who  was  in  his  day  one  of 
the  foremost  men  in  this  country — the  late 
Hon.  Joseph  Howe — is  reported  to  have  said 
at  one  time  (before  he  emerged  into  the 
larger  sphere  of  Canada)  when  he  was  leader 
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in  Nova  Scotia,  that  he  would  undertake  to 
remain  in  power  for  ever  if  he  could  only 
give  the  patronage  to  the  opposition.  It 
was  the  dealing  with  the  patronage  which 
gave  him  all  the  trouble,  and  caused  all 
his  unpopularity.  While  that  is  true  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  while  we  perhaps  cannot 
expect,  particularly  in  such  troublous  times 
in  a  political  sense  as  we  are  now  going 
through,  a  great  deal  of  attention  to  be 
given  to  this  matter  from  the  point  of 
view  of  the  Civil  Ser\'ice  reformer,  it  does 
strike  me  that  it  ought  to  be  different  in  this 
House,  where  hon.  gentlemen  are  not  directlj' 
interested  in  the  patronage  as  a  rule,  and 
are,  I  think,  and  ought  to  be  interested  in  the 
proper  administration  of  the  public  service. 
The  hon.  gentleman  has  pointed  out  that  the 
experience  of  England  during  the  last  forty 
years,  and  the  experience  of  the  United  States 
during  the  last  ten  years  or  so  have  proved 
conclusively  to  any  one  who  has  paid  atten- 
tion to  those  countries  that  the  merit  system, 
the  system  of  non-political  appointments  to 
the  Civil  Service  is  the  best  for  the  country, 
and  not  only  the  best  for  the  country  but  the 
best  for  the  representatives  and  for  the  peo- 
ple wh )  have  to  carry  on  the  government. 
Why  should  the  members  of  government  and 
of  parliament  have  their  minds  occupied 
with  contemptible  questions  about  the  distri- 
bution of  small  offices,  when  they  ought  to 
be  thinking  about  great  measures  for  the 
general  good  of  the  country  ?  While  I  regret 
to  say  that  I  have  not  myself  given  very 
much  attention  to  this  subject,  I  have 
always  taken  more  or  lefs  interest  in  it,  and 
I  was  pleased  when  the  government,  in 
1882,  introduced  a  measure  dealing  with  the 
Civil  Service.  I  was,  as  the  hon.  gentleman 
from  Burlington  was,  very  much  disappoint- 
ed that  the  measure  of  that  year  did  not  in- 
clude the  system  of  open  competitive  exami- 
nation, I  am  sorry  to  say  that  I  do  not 
think  the  government  of  that  day,  any  more 
than  the  government  of  the  present  day, 
were  actuated  by  any  great  desire  to  im- 
prove the  Civil  Service.  The  introduction  of 
a  system  of  qualifying  examinations  which 
were  not  competitive  had  just  this  effect, 
that  where  the  government  and  the  members 
were  pestered  by  a  great  number  of  appli- 
cants for  a  limited  number  of  offices,  the 
system  of  examination  weeded  out  a  great 
number  of  applicants  and  reduced  the  num- 
ber very  considerably,  and  made  it  easier 
for  the  government  and  members  to  make 


appointments  without    creating  a  fra: 
of  ill  will.     It  was  a  very   conveai«a-| 
to  be  able  to  say  to    an  applicant.  <- 
I  father  of  an  applicant,  *'  Well,  job  L 
I  pass  the  qualifying  examinatioii :  «« ' 
I  appoint   you  otherwise,     or    we   cam. 
point  your  son,"  and    that    was  s».c 
distance  it  went.     Sometimes  a  dcise: 
passed    the  Civil    Service    examina^-.i 
each  place  that  was  to  be  filled,  and  i: :_ 
be  that  the  worst  candidate  who  hac  ro 
got  the  appointment.     The  systen:  «x- 
venientforthe  government,  and  it  did  r~ 
tee  that  a  person  who  was  totally  ignf-ra: 
unfitted  for  the  position  did  not  get ::. 
it  was  not  by  any  means  a  perfect  itT-i.- 
Then,  as  the  hon.  gentleman  from  I's.- 
ton  has  pointed  out,  and  as  the  coma:-, 
ers  who  were  appointed  in  1891  pMi' 
in    their      report,     the    govemmau   • 
been    continually    tinkering    at   ti?  v 
Service  Act  since  it  was  passed  in  i  Jivi  v 
the  changes  have  been  made   in  th«  u 
ward  direction,  with  the  view  oi ^sinv' 
politicians    more  control  of  the  serri^-r. 
look  upon  the  measure  which  is  no«  >■: 
the  House  as  one  which  takes  a  very 
step  in  that  direction,  as  I  shall  tnrto<.  • 
Perhaps  it  might  be  well  to  make  u:  '••'" 
vation  with  respect  to   the  report  it  '• 
commission  of  1891  before  undertakis;' ' 
deal      with      this,     bill       at      all.     7 
commission  of   1891,  as  has    been  yi'-- 
out  by  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Boriin:.':  . 
was  the  result  of  the  discoveries  rosa-  - 
that  year  in  the  Committee  of  PnWi'-i 
counts  of  the  House  of  Commons.    Jot^  ' 
that  time  the  government  wer«  afraiil  '•■  ' 
very   serious  consequences    were  goin? 
follow  from  the  abuses  which  had  groTc  ■] 
in  the  Civil  Service ;  and,  I  take  it,  tbtt  '^■' 
commission  in  1891 — while  I  do  not  »f  •' 
was  issued  in  a  moment  of  weakness—" ' 
issued  under  the  influence  of  atemp.w 
fit  of  virtue,  a    fit  of  virtue  which  t^" 
from  the  fear  of  punishment  for  miM'^ 
and  as  soon  as  the  threatened  danger  j*--^ 
away,  which  had  happened  by  the  time  t> 
Parliament  met  next,  the  fit  of  virtue  ii" 
passed  away  and  the  report,  as  the  hon.  P- 
tleman  from  Burlington  says,  has  lemxit^ 
ever  since  a  dead  letter.    Now  th«t  rtpi'"' 
was  one  which  deserved  a  good  deiil  d  ^*-' 
sideration  from  the  government.    The  f- 
tlemen  who  composed  that  commissioii««' 
I  think,   all,  with  possibly    one   excepW- 
political  supporters  of  the  government.  &; 
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i  men  of  experience  and  well  qualified 
idge  as  to  what  the  civil  service  should 
rrhe  chairman  of  the  commiasion  was 
.ager  of  one  of  the  greatest  banking  ins- 
bions  in  Canada,  an  institution  the  busi- 
5  of  which  is  conducted  on  a  method 
ch  might  form  a  very  good  model  for  the 
iner  in  which  the  government  business 
uld  be  conducted. 

Ion.    Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)— Who 
:e  tho  commissioners? 

Elon.  Mr.  POWER— Mr.  George  Hague, 
rlge  Burbidge,  Mr.  Barbeau  and  Mr.  Court- 
f.  Now,  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Vic- 
■ia  wanted  to  know  how  the  non-politicai 
item  could  be  worked  here.  Well, 
lat  has  been  done  in  England  and  the 
nited  States,  I  think  could  be  done  here. 
II  that  is  necessary  is  to  make  the  examin- 
iona  open  competitive  examinations ;  that 
moves  the  political  element  from  the  ap- 
>\utment,  and  it  ought  not  to  be  difficult 
>  adopt  the  merit-system  in  the  matter  of 
roniotion.  The  great  step  is  to  take  the 
olitical  element  from  entrance  into  the  ser- 
ice.  With  respect  to  this  bill,  this  is  not 
ne  time  to  discuss  the  details.  It  deals 
rith  a  matter  which  was  dealt  with  by 
he  report  of  the  commission  of  1891,  but 
tot  in  the  line  indicated  by  that  report.  So 
ar  as  I  am  aware,  not  more  than  two,  pos- 
iibly  only  one,  of  the  various  deputy  heads 
vho  were  examined  by  the  commission  re- 
^rted  in  favour  of  the  system  which  is 
intended  to  be  carried  out  under  this  bill.  I 
bhink  that  two  out  of  the  large  number  of 
deputy-heads  who  were  examined  did  express 
the  opinion  that  something  like  the  system 
of  writers  that  they  have  in  England  might 
be  introduced,  but  with  the  exception  of  one 
witness,  none  recommended  that  the  third- 
class  clerks  should  be  done  away  with  and 
that  these  writers  should  be  substituted  for 
third  class  clerks.  What  they  did  suggest 
was  that  the  writers  may  be  so  substituted 
t()  a  certain  extent — they  did  not  suggest 
that  we  sweep  away  the  third-class  clerks 
altogether.  This  bill  proposes  to  do  away 
with  the  third-class  clerks  who  hold  office  in  a 
permanent  way  and  during  good  behaviour, 
and  substitute  temporary  writers  for  them. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLEMOW— It  does  not  affect 
the  present  men. 
45 


Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  am  speaking  of 
the  future.  This  bill  proposes  to  do  away 
with  the  appointment  of  third-class  clerks 
for  the  future,  and  to  substitute  for  them 
men  who  are  employed  temporarily;  although 
the  language  of  the  bill  speaks  of  their 
being  employed  at  the  rate  of  $400  a  year, 
which  would  indicate  that  their  employment 
is  not  to  be  temporary  but  permanent. 
They  would  hold  office  at  the  beck  of  the 
government,  and  all  the  lower  grades  of  the 
service  will  be  completely  under  the  thumbs 
of  the  government  of  the  day.  The  whole  ob- 
ject of  the  Civil  Service  system  was  to  take  the 
public  servants  from  under  the  thumbs  of  the 
government,  to  provide  that  they  should  be 
appointed  owing  to  their  .qualification,  and 
even  though  when  appointed  they  were  all 
of  one  shade  of  politics,  still  that  while  they 
continued  to  discharge  their  duties  fairly 
well,  they  were  safe  to  be  retained  in  office. 
The  object  of  this  measure  is  to  place  all  the 
lower  grades  of  the  service  back  into  the  old 
political  slough  in  which  they  were  before  the 
first  Civil  Service  Act  was  passed,  or  a  worse 
slough,  because  I  think  the  politics  of  the 
day  are  even  worse  than  they  were  before 
1882.  That  is  the  reason  why  I  object  to 
this  measure.  I  have  here  the  report  of  the 
Civil  Service  commissioners  of  1891,  with  the 
evidence  of  the  different  deputy-heads  with 
respect  to  this  question  marked,  and  as  I 
say  I  think  with  about  two  exceptions  they 
all  condemn  this  proposed  change.  For  in- 
stance, Mr.  John  J.  McGee,  Clerk  of  the 
Privy  Council,  was  asked :  "  Should  there 
be  any  third  class  clerks  7  " 

5.  Shonltl  there  be  any  thlril-claaa  clerks  at  all? 
If  so,  what  should  be  the  limitation  as  to  salary  ? 
Is  the  present  maximum  (81,000)  too  high  1  .Should 
there  be  an  intermediate  class,  ranking  lower  than 
second  and  higher  than  a  third  ? — Yea ;  there 
should  be  a  very  limited  number  of  third-class 
clerks  in  each  department.  The  maximum  salary 
should  be  §1,000,  and  upon  the  adoption  of  a  com- 
petitive examination,  the  minimum  should  be  S500. 

2.3.  Should  the  temporary  clerk  or  writer  class 
be  extended,  or  limited  or  abolished? — I  am  in 
favour  ef  the  employment  of  duly  qualified  tempo- 
rary clerks  as  exists  at  present.  Temporary  clerks 
should  not  be  treated  dififerently  from  permanent 
clerks  and  should  be  under  the  same  discipline. 

24.  Have  you  given  any  thought  as  to  the  desi- 
rability of  having  a  junior  division  or  a  boy  copyist 
cUtss  ? — I  am  opposed  to  boy  copyists  or  a  writer 
class,  as  first,  no  doubt  it  would  have  a  tendency 
to  make  the  permanent  staff  inclined  to  loaf,  if 
they  knew  those  could  be  called  in  to  assist ; 
second,  it  would  be  altogether  inapplicable  in  this 
office  on  account  of  the  peculiar  confidential  nature 
of  the  work.    The  ' '  permanent  "  temporary  clerks 
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as  they  exist  in  this  office  are  the  most  suitable, 
because  they,  as  well  as  the  permanent  men,  know 
if  the  work  is  behind  that  they  will  be  kept  in  till 
six  o'l^lock,  or  later  if  necessary,  on  reasonable 
■gtoxmda. 

Substantially  that  is  the  character  of  the 
testimony  right  through.  "With  two  excep- 
tions they  all  preferred  to  leave  things  as 
they  are  with  respect  to  this  particular  mat- 
ter. The  hon.  leader  of  the  government,  in 
introducing  the  measure  said  that  it  was  pro- 
posed to  employ  a  class  of  writers  such  as 
they  have  in  England,  but  the  bill  shows  that 
that  is  not  the  intention  at  all.  The  bill 
shows  that  instead  of  writers  such  as  are 
employed  in  England  at  so  much  a  week, 
and  paid  by  the  week — persons  who  are  em- 
ployed as  they  are  required  and  let  go  again 
— the  proposal  is  to  employ  men  who,  al- 
though called  temporary  employees,  are  really 
permanent,  that  is,  permanent  until  the  gov- 
ernment think  it  desirable,  for  some  reason 
perhaps  not  connected  with  the  public  ser- 
vice at  all,  to  dismiss  them.  How  can  you 
speak  of  a  temporary  writer  and  speak  of  his 
salary  as  being  fixed  at  $400  a  year  ?  It 
shows  that  really  we  are  to  have  practically 
the  old  third-class  clerk,  only  holding  his 
position  at  the  whim  of  the  government. 
One  of  the  arguments  used  by  the  hon.  first 
minister  rather  surprised  me,  coming  from 
the  source  from  which  it  did.  The  hon.  gen- 
tleman told  us  that  under  the  system  which 
would  be  likely  to  arise  under  this  bill  the 
employees  of  the  government,  the  men  em- 
ployed as  writers,  would  not  look  forward  to 
remaining  in  the  service,  and  would  be  on 
the  lookout  for  better  positions  outside. 
I  cannot  understand  how  any  business 
man  could  consider  that  a  desirable 
thing.  The  point  is  to  make  the  public 
service  a  desirable  career,  not  to  discourage 
the  man  who  comes  in  and  lead  him  to 
tr«>at  the  service  as  a  mere  stop  gap  which 
he  is  to  hold  on  to  until  he  can  iind  some- 
thing better.  I  appeal  to  the  common  sense 
of  hon.  gentlemen  if  you  are  likely  to  get  a 
good  service  in  that  way.  Is  it  not  better 
that  the  service  should  be  regarded  as  a 
career,  and  that  the  gentlemen  who  come 
into  office,  if  they  do  their  duty  faithfully 
and  well,  shall  be  retained  and  promoted  t 
Fancy  one  of  the  large  banks  conducting  a 
business  in  that  way — a  young  man  being 
retained  under  such  conditions  that  he  felt  it 
to  his  interest  to  look  around  and  get  out  of 
the  service  of  the  bank  if  he  could  get  some- 


thing that  would  pay  better !    That  -.•  t 
this    bill    is   calculated    to   pranooce.    Z 
argument  alone  is  a  sufficient  reaacc  vii  - 
House  should  not  pass  the  bilL     TVe 
visions  of  the  measure  are   contrarr  y.  ■ 
recommendations  contained  in  the  re;<^ 
the  government's  own  conunissioo  a^tr_- 
in  1891,  contrary  to  the  recxMnmendsc^'. 
the  deputy-heads  who  should  be  qsalifi- 
know  what  is  best  in  the   inten^^t  c 
service,  and  it  tends  to  destroy  tbr  -.:  . 
service  as  a  permanent  occapatkxi.    I: 
measure  which  this  House  should  iy>t  m  ■ 
The  House  would  only  do  its  duty  bj  i  • 
poning  the  consideration  of    the  \ail  t.- 
next  ses.sion — that  is  the  tinoe  indiotf . 
the   hon.  gentleman's  motion.     We  ^- 
be  here  again  in  six  months  we  are  iC. 

Hon.  Mr.  REESOR — ^The  House  is  .-. 
ly  indebted  to  my  hon.  friend  opposiv '. 
having  so  fully  called  attention  to  ttie  r ; 
of  the  commission  and  explained  the  ;^:- 
of  that  report.  At  the  same  time,  I  '1' : 
fully  agree  with  what  he  has  said.  Iv- 
with  a  great  deal  of  what  my  hon.  tV-- 
from  Halifax  has  said.  I  question  <^' 
much  whether  the  government  thensti- 
really  intend  to  effect  a  reformation  ir '. 
appointment  and  management  of  their. 
Service,  entirely  apart  from  the  inflMt 
they  may  exert  over  their  constitoeac- 
their  constituents  over  them.  Unless  •-> 
are  determined  to  act  in  that  way,  wbM '. 
cannot  learn  they  have  done  for  a  nvsiy. 
of  years,  it  is  useless  almost  to  pass  n, 
bill.  On  the  other  hand,  I  think  perhap ; 
would  turn  out  to  be  nearly  the  same  w»r  cr 
were  left  entirely  to  a  commission.  If  set- 
mission  were  created  by  the  goveniinent,  v 
may  rely  upon  it  the  appointments  and  rei'  t- 
mendations  for  appointment  would  be  s.: 
as  would  suit  the  views  of  the  goreromc- 
The  commission  would  be  so  constituted  thi' 
it  would  carry  out  the  views  of  the  gow. 
ment.  Human  nature  is  the  same  »>• 
perhaps,  as  it  has  been  for  thousand.-  <■' 
years.  When  public  opinion  becoma  ■' 
strong  upon  this  subject  that  the  gfver; 
ment  wUl  feel  compelled  to  act  upon  ;b- 
principle  of  demanding  proper  qnalifiarii  -> 
for  the  Civil  Service,  and  limiting  the  nnnl'- 
of  appointments  to  those  that  are  rejuiv 
required,  and  then  carry  out  what  the  IV 
mier  proposes  in  this  bill — to  employ  cena: 
writes  at  times  of  pressure— I  dwe  mv  :: 
will  be  carried  out  as  honestly  as  other  lair< 
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.  it  must  be  carried  out  by  a  government 
.t  desires  to  reform  the  service. 

Hon.  Mr.  MacINNES  (Burlington)— If 
1  make  it  the  law,  the  law  must  be  obeyed  ; 
3  government  cannot  break  the  law  any 
>re  than  an  individual  caii. 

Hon.  Mr.  REESOR — It  would  not  carry 
.t.  the  purpose  that  was  intended.  People 
mstrue  the  law  differently,  and  all  these 
lings  must  be  taken  into  consideration. 
A>vfe-veT,  I  am  disposed  to  support  the 
lotion  to  postpone  the  bill  until  another 
»asion. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLEMOW— I  regret,  with  the 
aember  for  Burlington,  that  the  government 
onsider  if  necessary  to  introduce  this  mea- 
lure.     We  all  know  that  there  is  a  feeling 
)f  unrest  m  the  minds  of  the  civil  servants 
vt  the  present  time.     Whether  they  have 
ground  for  it  or  not  is  not  for  me  to  say, 
but  I  know  that  such  a  feeling  exists.     The 
Civil  Service  is  composed  of  ladies  and  gen- 
tlemen of  high   standing,    who  are    fully 
qualified  to  perform  the  duties  of  their  re- 
.spective  offices.     If  there  is  any  fault  to  be 
found,  it  is  the  result  of  the  system  itself.  I 
hold  that  the  Civil  Service  examination  is 
not  what  it  should  be — it  is  not  of  a  practi- 
cal character.     It  would  do  very  well  for  a 
school  boy  just  out  of  school ;  he  can  tell 
you  the  different   rivers  and  mountains  of 
the  world  and  the  cities  and  towns  of   the 
various  countries,  but  the  examination  is  not 
of  that  practical  nature  which  I  think  should 
commend  itself  to  the  approbation  of  the 
public.  If  a  man  wants  to  enter  the  Finance 
Department,   for  instance,  I  should  fancy 
the  subjects  on  which  he  should  undergo  an 
examination  should  be  connected  with  fi- 
nance.   For  each  department  there  should 
be  a  special  examination.     If  it  is  the  inten- 
tion of  the  government   to  make  a  complete 
change  and  to  abide  by  the  reports  made  in 
1891  and  1892,  very  well,  let  them  do  so, 
and  make  their  decision  that  way.     I  have 
no   doubt   there    are    individuals    in    the 
public    service   who    are    worn    out    and 
probably  are  not  suitable  for  the  positions 
they  occupy.     I  am  satisfied  that  the  gov- 
ernment for  a  good  many  years  would  be 
very  glad  to  get  rid  of  the  patronage  respect- 
ing appointments.     The  Civil  Service  Act 
was  passed  for  that  purpose,  but  you  find 
young  men  coming   up  in  droves,  expect- 
45} 


ing  that  at  some  time  they  will  get  a  posi- 
tion under  the  government.     Any  man  who 
passes  an  examination  and  gets  a  certificate 
considers  that  he  is  qualified  for  a  position 
somewhere,  and   I  suppose  at  the  present 
time  there  must  be  many  persons  situated 
that  way.     You  cannot  blame  the  govern- 
ment for  that.     The  Act  is  in  existence  and 
they  are  bound  to  recognize  those  who  pass 
the  Civil  Service  examination.  If  you  change 
that  and  make  appointments  on  the  com- 
petitive system,  I  have  no  doubt  the  govern- 
ment will  be  glad  to  adopt  it,  but  it  is  im- 
possible for  any  government  to  act  differ- 
ently from   what   the  present  government 
have  done  under  the  existing  law.     As  long 
as  there  is  a  chance  of  soothing  the  feelings 
of  a  supporter  by  making  an  appointment  it 
Mrill  be  done.     I  have  no  doubt  when  the 
Mackenzie  Grovernment  were  in  power  they 
exercised  the  patronage  as  the  present  gov- 
ernment are  doing — that  is  human  nature, 
but  at  the  present  time  there  is  a  feeling  of 
unrest  in  the  minds  of  employees,  that  there 
is  no  permanency  such  as  they  desire.  So  far 
as  substituting  writers  for  third  class  clerks 
is  concerned  I  think  it  is  better  to  retain 
those  men  and  let  them  have  the  feeling  that 
their  positions  are  safe.     It  is   better  to 
retain  them  and  cultivate  the  feeling  that 
their  positions  are  safe  so  long  as  they  dis- 
charge their  duties  carefully  and  that  they 
have  a  chance  of  promotion  in  the  course  of 
time.  These  writers,  the  Premier  has  told  us, 
would  bemerelyemployed  from  day  to  day.  In 
commercial  establishments  the  idea  of  em- 
ployers is  to  get  men  who  will  be  permanent, 
and  it  is  made  a  condition  that  they  shall 
remain  a  certain  number  of  years  for  the 
purpose  of  giving  their  best  service  in  return 
for  the  training  they  receive.  That  seems  to 
me  to  be  common  sense.     If   you   had   a 
sufficient  number  of  men  employed  perman- 
ently and  make  them  do  the  work,  even  if 
it  were  necessary  to  detain  them  sometimes 
until  8  or  9  or  10  at  night,  it  would  be  bet- 
ter than  giving  temporary  employment  to  a 
larger   number.     In   commercial    establish- 
ments you  never  hear  of  a  clerk  refusing  to 
remain  after  hours  if  necessary,  and  there- 
fore I  believe  if  the  permanent  clerks  would 
do  their  work  faithfully  and  well  they  ought 
to  be  able  to  discharge  all  their  duties  with- 
out requiring  assistance.     I  have  no  doubt 
there  are  a  great  many  men  who  do  their 
work  faithfully  and  well  in  the  Civil  Service 
at  the  present  time,  but  there  are  others 
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who  do  not.  On  the  whole  the  Civil  Service 
will  compare  favourably  with  any  other  class 
of  people  in  this  country.  I  suppose  they 
would  hail  with  satisfaction  any  system  by 
which  their  position  would  be  made  perma- 
nent and  secure.  Permanency  is  everything. 
One  hon.  gentleman  has  referred  to  the  pos- 
sibility of  establishing  a  pension  fund.  I  do 
not  know  whether  that  would  go  down  in 
this  country  or  not.  We  have  a  great  dis- 
taste for  that  in  this  country. 

Hon.  Mr.  MacJNNES  (Burlington)— 
There  is  a  superannnation  fund. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLEMOW— If  carried  out  in 
its  entirety  the  system  is  all  right.  I  did 
not  take  up  any  part  of  the  discussion  on 
that  subject  the  other  day,  because  it  was 
on  a  motion  for  papers.  I  do  not  think 
it  is  proper  to  discuss  such  a  motion 
until  the  papers  come  down ;  we  could 
then  learn  why  the  government  acted 
as  they  did.  I  have  no  doubt  they  had 
ample  reason  for  the  course  they  pursued — 
that  is  my  impression,  and  I  would  not  tsike 
part  in  the  discussion  until  the  papers  are 
produced.  If  the  Prime  Minister  would  re- 
model the  whole  system  of  the  Civil  Serviceon 
the  line  laid  down  by  the  commission  of  1891, 
I  think  it  would  be  beneficial  to  the  public 
service. and  at  the  same  time  ensure  satisfac- 
tion to  the  public  at  large.  I  have  no  feel- 
ing in  this  matter  :  I  want  to  do  what  is 
right.  I  know  a  great  many  of  the  civil 
servants  work  indefatigably,  and  do  their 
work  honestly  and  well.  No  doubt  there 
are  drones,  but  as  a  whole  I  believe  they 
have  discharged  their  duties  faithfully.  The 
government  appreciate  the  fact  and  they 
bring  in  this  bill  with  the  idea  that  by  doing 
away  with  the  third-class  clerks  and  employ- 
ing writers,  they  will  give  a  chance  to  the 
second-class  clerks  to  elevate  themsel- 
ves in  a  shorter  time  than  they  could  under 
the  present  system.  So  far  as  I  am  con- 
cerned I  would  prefer  to  ensure  per- 
manency in  the  system.  I  would  not  like  to 
employ  persons  for  a  week  or  two  ;  I  would 
rather  employ  a  man  permanently,  pay  him 
well  and  let  him  feel  that  he  must  give  a 
substantial  return  for  the  money  he  receives. 
In  that  way  you  would  increase  the  effici- 
ency of  the  service.  Pay  your  men  well,  but 
expect  a  fair  return  for  the  salary  you  pay  them. 
I  am  sure  that  would  be  satisfactory  to  the 
service,  and  would  be  hailed  with  satisfac- 


tion by  the  public  at  lat^ge.     It  bai    -  . 
said  that  you  have  a  superabundance  ^i  -.:-i 
in  the  departments,  many  of  whom  sf.  r.  -^ 
nothing.     I  do  not  think  it  is  so,  but  I  ^_ 
the  impression   is  general   in   the  c^ii— 
The  only   way  to  improve  the  serrwe  >  • 
manage  it  in  a  business-like  way.     Lci  :  - 
heads  of  the  departments  consult  eaek  ■>*-.-- 
they  know  who  are  efficient  and  who  -i-^i 
be   retained  and,  if  necessary,  paid  =.  '- 
Those   who   cannot   discharge   their  dt:  - 
should  be  dismissed,  but   I  do   not  rrlir  - 
that  a  man  should  be  superaiinaat«d  at  - 
caprice  of  anybody,  but  only  for  a  sul~-^_ 
tial  reason,  and  then  let  it  be  done  no  nu:- 
who  is  hurt.     I  believe  the  government  L 
a  desire  to  do  what  they  can  for  the  b=i-- 
of  the  employees  themselves,  and  at  the  s^. 
time  to  ensure  efficiency  in  the   public  -: 
vice.     It  is  a  hard  task  for  these  gentlta  . 
to  perform.     We  all  know    that  thev  are 
much  engaged  in  other  aSairs  that  it  i?  r 
possible  for  them  to  look  into  trivial  mat'r  - 
The  heads  of  the  departments  are  the  ti-. 
who  should  look  after  the  service.     If  tbrt 
are  not  competent  to  look  after  their  so'"'  ■ 
dinates,  they  are  not  fit  for   the  pos-iu :  ■ 
they  hold.     Upon  their  recomniendatioii  :U 
government  ought   to  act,   and,    I  belir.- 
they   would  act.     I  hope    the   govenu>r: 
will  either  withdraw  this  bill  or  allov  '.'. 
operation  to  be  deferred   until  tfaer  h*"- 
more  time  to  investigate  this  very  impiru:' 
subject. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— I  really  do  » 
feel  in  a  position  to  oppose  this  bill,  hexac-i 
I  think  it  is  in  the  line  of  economy — ^probkl'.; 
an  annual  saving  of  over  $100,000  ;  and  doe- 
not  impair  the  efficiency  of  the  serria: 
Therefore  I  should  give  it  my  suppcAt.  It  l< 
not  interfering  with  any  class  of  emplojn; 
now.  The  present  employees  go  on  as  before, 
but  it  will  avoid  putting  persons  into  tb- 
service,  in  future  until  they  are  needed 
and  there  can  be  selected  for  the  second  cks$ 
on  the  principle  of  merit  from  those  writers 
who  have  proved  most  worthy  and  efficient. 
We  all  know  that  at  a  certain  time  in  th<- 
year  and  during  the  sitting  of  parliaiueEt 
there  is  a  greater  demand  for  writer 
in  the  departments  than  at  others.  TW 
writers,  so  far  as  I  can  see  by  the  bill  itseli 
are  to  be  temporarily  employed.  So  doubt 
a  large  class  of  them  would  be  fem&Ies 
They  generally  are  more  expert  as  copyists 
than  the  male  sex.     I  cannot  see  whythU 
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11  should  not  pass.  There  is  a  great  deal 
be  said  about  the  Civil  Service  examin- 
itions.  I  know  myself  that  a  great  many  get 
L  the  list  have  lost  most  precious  years  look- 
g  for  employment  which  they  never  get.  In 
ia,t  Avay  much  disappointment  and  harm  has 
?en.  done  by  the  Civil  Service  examinations, 
scause  political  patronage  will  come  in 
nder  the  present  system.  You  cannot 
void  it.  My  hon.  friend  from  Burlington 
liked  alxtut  the  inside  service — that  it 
'ould  be  well  to  appoint  a  commission  and 
lake  appointments  in  that  way.  In  the 
utside  service  I  think  it  is  impossible  that 
.  conimission  of  three  at  Ottawa  would  be 
.ble  to  deal  efficiently  with  those-  appoint- 
uents  and  appoint  the  best  persons.  That 
jatronage  for  the  present  would  be  better 
eft  in.  the  hands  of  the  government  who 
would  act  on  the  advice  of  the  representa- 
tives from  the  different  parts  of  the  country. 
I  fail  to  agree  with  my  hon.  friend  from 
Rideau,  when  he  speaks  of  the  Civil 
Service  as  being  perfect.  My  hon.  friend 
must  shut  his  eyes  when  he  goes  through 
the  departments.  There  are  many  employees 
■who  are  not  qualified,  who  are  utterly  unfitted 
in  every  way,  for  the  positions  which  they 
hold,  and  this  bill  is  to  prevent  a  continu- 
ance of  that  sort  of  thing. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— It  does  not  interfere 
with  it. 

Hon.    Mr.    KAULBACH— -It   prevents 
such  appointments  in  the   future.     It   will 
prevent  such  persons  being  employed.     It 
restricts  the  power  of  government  in  second 
class  appointments,  as  Parliament  must  be 
a<ked  for  the  money  appropriation.     It  is 
economy  to  employ  writers  ;  there  will  be  no 
superannuation  with  regard  to  them.     I  do 
not  know — I  mean  just  for  the  pre.sent  by 
this  bill — how  any'  government  could  deal 
better  with  the  Civil  Service  than  the  present 
government   are    doing.     It    is   a  problem 
which  has  baffled  the  skill  of  every  govern- 
ment so  far.     There  is  a  good  deal  in  what 
the  hon.  member  from  Halifax  says,  and 
what  the  hon.   member    from    Burlington 
says,  but  the  difficulty  is  in  carrying  out  and 
putting  into  practice  what  these  gentlemen 
suggest.    I  am  afraid  no  commission  that 
you  could  appoint  would  be  free  from  the 
taint  or  suspicion  of  partiality  one  way  or 
the  other,  or  free  from  political  bias  and 
the  influences  which  beset  human  beings. 


If  it  can  be  tried  and  put  into  practice,  as 
my  hon.  friend  from  Burlington  said,  try  it 
on  the  inside  service.  There  the  commis- 
sion would  be  better  qualified  to  appoint  fit 
and  proper  persons,  and  we  would  then  see 
whether  it  had  a  good  effect  productive  of 
the  good  which  my  hon.  friend,  who  has 
made  this  subject  a  special  study,  believes  it 
would  have. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)—! 
think  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Burlington 
deserves  thanks  for  the  information  he  has 
given  us  on  this  subject,  which  has  taken 
parliament  and  governments  years  to  per- 
fect, and  which  is  not  perfect  yet.  The 
chief  point  in  his  argument  is  that  the 
Civil  Service  should  be  chost  n  by  commis- 
sioners. My  own  opinion  is  that  that  is 
very  cumbersome,  and  would  not  meet  the 
object  of  keeping  the  appointments  free 
from  political  bias,  because  the  commission- 
ers would  be  appointed  by  political  parties, 
and  they  are  only  human  beings.  They 
would  have  a  wish  to  please  the  persons  who 
appointed  them ;  and  as  long  as  Canada  is 
Canada  I  believe  it  is  impossible  to  get 
people  free  from  political  bias  and  influence. 
From  the  very  inception  of  a  government 
system,  political  influence  runs  through  all 
the  ramifications  of  every  department,  from 
the  elector  up  to  the  premier.  Then,  again, 
appointing  commissioners  would  be  a  sort 
of  wheel  within  a  wheel,  or  a  power  within 
a  power.  If  the  minister  wanted  extra 
assistance  would  he  say  "please  Mr.  com- 
missioner I  want  a  clerk  or  assistant,"  and 
could  the  commissioner  go  round  to  every 
department  and  say  "  well,  there  should  be 
a  man  here  and  a  man  there."  The  com- 
missioners might  cram  the  departments  and 
the  minister  might  say  "  I  do  not  want  all 
those  clerks  ;  you  are  cumbering  the  service." 
That  plan  is  full  of  difficulty.  The  minis- 
ters are  responsible  to  the  country,  and  the 
government  must  be  held  responsible  for 
the  expense  of  the  Civil  Service  and  the 
number  of  civil  servants  employed.  I  do 
not  know  whether  the  Premier  has  read  the 
bill  carefully ;  I  do  not  suppose  it  is  his 
bill ;  but  I  think  it  is  fraught  with  a  good 
deal  of  danger.  As  the  hon,  gentleman 
from  Lunenburg  says,  the  Civil  Service 
under  this  bill  might  be  crammed  as  much 
as  ever.  Subsection  7  repeals  section  47 
and  reads  as  follows  : 

When  from  a  temporary  pressure  of  work  or 
from  any  other  cauae  extra  assistance  is  required 
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in  any  branch  of  either  the  first  or  second  division, 
the  Governor  in  Council  may,  on  the  report  of  the 
deputy  head  of  the  department,  concurred  in  by 
the  head  of  the  department,  that  such  extra  assist- 
ance is  required,  authorize  the  employment  of  such 
number  of  temporary  clerks,  writers,  messensers, 
porters,  packers,  or  sorters,  as  are  required  to 
carry  on  the  work  of  the  department. 

Now,  it  depends  on  who  the  minister  is 
and  who  the  deputy  is,  the  door  is  open 
to  abuse.  There  might  be  an  opportunity 
for  clerks  to  get  in  who  are  not  necessary. 
Then  clause  8  reads  : 

Temporary  clerks  now  employed  may  be  con- 
tinued in  such  temporary  employment,  notwith- 
standing their  not  having  passed  any  examination, 
at  such  rate  of  pay,  not  exceeding  their  present 
rate  of  pay,  as  is  fi.xed  by  the  Governor  in  Council ; 
but,  except  as  aforesaid,  no  person  shall  be  eligible 
to  be  employed  as  a  temporary  clerk  or  writer  un- 
less he  has  passed  the  qualifying  examination  re- 
quired by  the  Civil  Service  Act,  and  no  person 
^all  be  eligible  to  be  employed  as  a  temporary 
messenger,  porter,  packer  or  sorter,  unless  lie  has 
passed  the  prielimiuary  examination  required  by 
the  said  act. 

That  is  a  great  hardship.  If  you  take  a 
clerk  for  the  session  you  cannot  take  him 
on  unless  he  has  passed  the  examination.  Is 
it  worth  while  for  a  clerk  to  go  to  the 
drudgery  of  a  Civil  Service  examination  for 
six  months'  work  with  the  risk  of  being  thrown 
out  at  any  moment  ?  Then  section  9  says  that 
any  person  so  employed  may  be  continued 
in  such  employment  by  Order  in  Council 
and  so  on,  so  there  is  a  degree  of  permanency 
in  the  bill  after  all.  This  temporary  civil 
servant  may  be  continued  perhaps  from 
year  to  year,  if  he  was  so  continued  why 
should  he  not  come  under  the  same  category 
as  those  entitled  to  superannuation  or  some 
remuneration  for  services  the  same  as  the 
other  servants  get?  Before  this  bill  is 
passed,  it  requires  a  great  deal  of  remodell- 
ing and  a  great  deal  of  attention,  because  in 
trying  to  economize  there  will  be  no  economy 
at  all.  Why  should  there  not  be  third- 
class  clerks  1  It  ensures  perfection  in 
servants  to  advance  them  step  by  step  and  1 
guarantee  permanency.  It  stimulates  them  | 
to  greater  exertion.  It  gives  them  ambition  I 
to  press  forward.  Why  could  not  a  young 
man  come  in  who  has  passed  his  examina- 
tion and  have  some  idea  of  permanency  to 
work  his  way  up  ?  I  do  not  know  whether 
the  Premier  has  thought  of  permanency  of 
appointment.  It  is  a  very  important  ques- 
tion, and  only  a  matter  of  fair-play,  because- 
there  are  ministers  who  might,  from  caprice, 
whim,  or  some  insufficient  reason,  turn  a 


very  good  servant  adrift,  and  poii:-  • 
other  minister  might  take  him  on.  I:  i . 
be  done  for  political  reasons  :  andtfi^:-. 
there  should  be  some  degree  of  pwni: . 
from  the  very  commencement— tri 
third  class  clerk  up  to  the  deputj-lKn: 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOMILL- 
have  very  little  to  say  further  than  {■: . . 
pliment  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Bur.'^- 
on  the  manner  in  which  he  iias  treaK  -.. 
subject.  The  only  part  of  his  speech  ks 
I  take  any  particular  objection  is  ttft-, 
motion  for  the  six  months  hoist  M:  ■ 
little  reflection  I  hope  he  will  think  V 
of  it  and_  withdraw  the  motion.   Xg": 
object  to  afree  untrammelleddiscassii'::': 
subject  and,  as  has  been  welJ  said  Or.;  • 
the  hon.  members,  it  is  one  of  the  ]ry.  - 
which  all  countries  have  been  tiricj.'!!-  ■ 
for  centuries  back.    I  question  whethe::.- 
have   arrived   at   that  state   of  pert"" 
which  we  should  all  like  to  aee,  evet  c; 
the  system  which  is  spoken  of  by  ej  . 
friend  from  Burlington.  JtseemstoBc;:  ■ 
has  been,  in  the  discussion  which  has  ui-i 
place,  a  great  deal  of  misconception  as:;- 
real  intentions  of  the  government  in  t^'- 
ing  this  bill,  and  there  has  been  »  i;"!^ 
misconstruction  placed  upon  its  proiB-- 
In  the  first  place,  there  isnointentict*' 
ever  to  interfere  with  the  civil  serracfc-; 
have    been    permanently   appointed  . 
employment  of  what   are  termed  m.i'- 
who  would  take  the  place  of  those  *Ik»' 
now  appointed  third-class  clerks,  wlW  fc' 
as  permanent,  if  their  services  are  rei|i.v 
as  the  clerks  in  the  banks  and  mercanw- 
tablishments  referred  to  by  the  hon.  BfB'^ 
for  Rideau.  Why  is  it  that  a  clerk  in  a  Mu 
in  a  mercantile   establishment,  or  in  t"' 
other  vocation  in  life  is  willing  to  wort  ati'- 
six  o'clock  at  night,  if  it  is  in  the  inters!  ■; 
his     employer,     and    if    he   |'  '  .^'', 


servan'.     is     willing    to    remain 


(ill 


11  or  12  at  night?  Simpir  !«'^; 
he  has  not  a  permanency  where  l"*"*"*' 
his  finger  at  his  employer  whenei  er  fe; 
asked  to  do  half  an  hour's  extra  wrk. 
all  know  what  was  the  case  before  the  p 
age  of  the  present  law.  What  was  tij'v^J 
of  affairs  seventeen  years  ago  when  l    ■*■ 


into  the  customs  department?  ^  t^ 
public  accounts  and  you  will  see.       ■ 


will  see. 
year  the  permanent  clerks  ui 
ments,    whenever  asked   to  do  "".,    ^j, 
work  after  four  o'clock,  had  to  be  paia  • 
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It.       Fortunately  the  Civil  Service  Act 
.  strands  now,  makes  a  provision  that  you 
Yot;  pay  for  any  extra  service  for  work 
r  liours.      At  first  I  had  a  little  rebellion 
he  customs  department.     I  am  speaking 
a    personal  experience,   but  I   have  no 
bt  it    applies    to    other  departmets  ;    I 
e  no    doubt  my  hon.  friend  who  sits  op- 
ite  me  and  who  has  had  experience  in  the 
nagement  of  a  department  will  be  able  to 
L  the  same  story.    The  first  difficulty  arose 
■ough   the  sickness  of  one  or  two  of  the 
■S  and    the  unwillingness  of  one  or  two 
lers  to  work  as  they  would  do  if  they  did 
t  liold   a  permanent  position.     The  work 
IS  behind,  and  I  could  not  get  a  ret  urn  to 
/•  before  Parliament.     I  said  to  the   com- 
Lssioner  "  you   will   tell   these  gentleman 
.at  they  must  remain  after  4  o'clock  until 
iC'work  is  complet»-d  in  order  that  lean  have 
le  return  for  Parliament,  because  I  will  not 
i  in  the  position  if  I  can  avoid  it,  of  having 
le   opposition  say  to  me  that  I  am  delay- 
1^    the   returns  so  that  they  could    not 
et    the    facts,"     The    reply   sent    to    me 
>'as     that    those    young    gentlemen    said : 
•  No,    their   hours    under    the  regulations 
^nd  at  4  in  the  afternoon,  and  if  they  have 
,o  come  back  they  insist  upon  being  paid 
jxtra  for  it."    Well,  J  did  in  that  case  pre- 
n^eljjr  as  I  think  my  hon.  friend  or  any  busi- 
ness man  would ;  I  said  "  You  go  and  tell 
these  gentlemen  to  comehereand  work,  if  they 
have  to  work  till  1 2  o'clock  at  night  to  pre- 
pare the  returns  for  Parliament,  or  I  will  find 
somelx)by  else  to  do  it."     I  had  no  difficulty 
after  that.     The  next  year  they  were  com- 
I)eting  with  each  other  to  see  who  would  do 
the  extra  work.     I  do  not  wish  to  find  fault 
with    my   predecessor,  but   I    pursued    this 
course :  the  moment  I  found  these  young 
men  willing  to  keep  up  the  work  of  the  office 
and  apply  themselves  assiduously  to  their 
duty,  I  recommended  their  promotion  and 
an  increase  of  salary.     I  do  not  say  that  I 
was  alone  in  doing  that,  but  I  do  say  that 
that  determination  had  more  effect  in  pro- 
ducing efficiency  on  the  part  of  the  civil  ser- 
vants than  anything  previously.      Now  this 
bill  is  really  in  favour  of  the  permanency  of 
the  Civil  Service    rather   than  against   it. 
What  does  it  provide  1     Instead  of  putting 
a  young  man,  who  may  turn  out  to  be  al- 
most worthless,  upon  the  permanent  list  as 
a  third.class  clerk,  you  appoint  him  tempor- 
arily at  a  salary  not  higher  than  that  of  a 
third-class  clerk.    You  may  pay  him  more  if 


he  has  any  additional  qualification  in  the  way 
of  book-keeping  or  whatever  it  may  be.  Then 
the  provision  is  that  you  select  from  the  most 
efficient  of  these  young  men  or  young  women 
who  have  been  employed  as  temporary  clerks, 
to  fill  the  vacancies  on  the  permanent  list 
and  when  you  appoint  them  you  appoint 
them  at  $800  a  year,  a  living  salary  to  begin 
with.     It  will  have  this  effect,  that  you  get 
a  class  of  men  and  women  who  will  serve 
until   vacancies  occur  in    the  second-class 
division.     Then    you    select    from    among 
them  those  who  are  really  qualified  and  who 
will  be  looking  forward  to  a  permanent  posi- 
tion and  put  them  on  the  permanent  list. 
There     is     another     reason     for     it — the 
saving  as  much  as  possible  of  the  rapidly 
increasing  expenses  that  are  going  on  in  the 
Civil  Service  and  for   which  every  govern- 
ment is  so  roundly  abused  whenever  they  go 
before  the  electors  at  an    election.     In  this 
House  we  scarcely  ever  hear  a  speech,  par- 
ticularly from  my  hon.  friend  from  Halifax, 
when  it  comes  to  a  question  of  the  expense 
of  governing  the  country,  but  we  are  con- 
demnedforextraexpenditure,butthemoment 
we  attempt  to  affect  any  economy    we    are 
accused      of      injuring      those      who      are 
opposed      to      the     government,      or      of 
trying  to  bring  under  our  thumb  all  those 
I  who  are  in  the  employ  of  the  government. 
I A    moment's    reflection    will     suggest     to 
every  member  of  the  Senate  that  the  system 
which  it  is  proposed  to  adopt  will  not  place 
servants  of  the  government  any  more  under 
their  thumb  than  they  are  to-day.     My  own 
view  of  dealing  with  a  civil  servant  is  never 
I  to  attempt  to  bring  him  under  your  thumb 
either    politically   or  otherwise.     The  pro- 
j  babilities  are  that  if  you  appoint  a  gentle- 
man  to  the  service,  you  select  him    from 
i  your  own  party  ;  my  hon.  friends  did  pre- 
I  cisely  the  same  thing  when  they  were  in 
'  power.     I  find  no  fault  with   them.     That 
is  what  I  do,   and   what   my   hon.    friend 
would   do  if   he  was    in    power.     Holding 
political  views  in  accordance  with  those  of 
the   party,    the    probabilities  are  that  the 
gentleman  that  you  appoint  would   cast  his 
vote  in    your  favour.     I  do  not  make  pre- 
tense to  any  extraordinary  political  virtue 
!  on  this  question.     It  is  our  system,  and  I 
I  do  not  say  it  is  improper  so  long  as  the  per- 
I  son  appointed  is  qualified   for  the  position 
I  to  which  he  has  been  appointed.     The  re- 
I  port  which  my  hon.  friend  from   Burlington 
I  has   read    is  ;idmirable,    like    many    other 
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things,  in  theory.  You  can  .lay  down  a 
most  perfect  system  of  governing  a 
country  either  by  commission  or  heads 
of  departments,  or  in  various  other 
ways  just  in  the  same  way  as  you  can  discuss 
political  questions.  Take  political  economy 
and  lay  down  a  principle,  and  you  will  work 
out  the  problem  to  a  system  of  almost  per- 
fection, but  when  you  come  to  apply  it  and 
try  to  work  it  out  practically,  particularly 
when  human  nature  as  the  hon.  gentlemen 
to-day  have  said,  remains  as  it  is  and  as  it 
has  been,  and  as  my  hon.  friend  opposite 
thinks  it  will  be  for  some  time  to  come,  you 
will  find  the  same  difficulties  will  crop  up 
and  you  will  have  the  same  trouble.  Now, 
the  very  principle  laid  down  by  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  Burlington  of  promotion  by 
merit,  is  involved  in  this  bill  more  than  in 
any  other,  but  if  you  have  a  number  of  tem- 
porary clerks  in  your  employment  and  you 
want  to  appoint  them  to  the  permanent  list 
you  make  them  second-class  clerks. 
If  you  had  any  regard  for  the  service 
to  which  they  were  appointed  you  would  be 
very  apt  to  select  by  merit  from  among  the 
temporary  men  that  you  had  in  your  employ- 
ment. If  you  did  not,  then  you  would  be 
doing  precisely  what  we  are  accused  of  hav- 
ing done  in  the  past,  that  is,  selecting  them 
for  political  reasons  apart  from  merit. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  think  the  hon.  the 
first  minister  would,  but  I  do  not  think  his 
colleagues  would. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I 
am  obliged  for  the  compliment.  My  expe- 
rience with  my  colleagues  has  not  led  me  to 
the  opinion  he  expresses.  I  say  frankly  to 
my  hon.  friend  from  Burlington  that  I  will 
not  by  any  possibility  be  made  a  party  to 
adopting  a  system  of  pensioning  civil  ser- 
vants. I  know  no  reason  why  a  civil  servant, 
who  is  paid  as  much  and  sometimes  more 
than  he  could  possibly  obtain  in  any  other 
employment,  should  become  a  pensioner  upon 
the  funds  of  the  country. 

Hon.  Mr.  MacINNES  (Burlington)— His 
own  funds. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— Not 
his  own  funds,  unless  he  pays  for  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  MacINNES  (Burlington)— He 
pays  for  it. 


Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOVEl-l 
How? 

Hon.    Mr.    MacINNES    (Boriitf- 
Takes  it  from  his  salary. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKEN^ZIE  BO^ni. 
Then  I  misunderstood  the  hon.  gisi^-:. 
I  understood  him  to  draw  a  disdrrt  : 
tween  the  systems  of  superami!i;>'.. 
pension,  and  he  iustanoed  the  Esse.-:  - 
tern  of  pensioning.  Now,  they  do  nv  ■. 
tract  from  a  man's  salary  theie :  th-r  ■ 
him  his  salary,  and  after  his  term  of  -.- 
ceases  then  they  give  him  a  pensjor. 

Hon.    Mr.   MacINNES    (Burlinr . 
What  I  meant  to  say  was   this  :  tki;  ■.• 
are  two  ways  of  providing  for  retime  - 
servants — one  was  by  the  govemmei'.  ■ 
ing  them  a  pension,   and  the  other  ^t 
reducing  the  number  of  clerks  in  :»  - 
vice,  and  pro  tanto,  reducing  the  cost  oi 
service  ;  and  then  the  compulsory  rWi 
to  be  made'  from  the  salaries  to  prorid- : 
the  pension   when    they    retire    fivi  ' 
service. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWai- 
see  very  little  difference  between  the  jn: 
sition   of  my  hon.    friend  and  the  srr-: 
which  prevails  just  now.     I  know  it  i- ' 
practice  of  governments  in  most  part* '.?"- 
world  to  pension  their  servants,  but  1  £•  • 
not  advanced  that  far,  although  I  am  T  ■ 
in  my  views.     Take  the  Bank  of  Jfontfv 
If  they  had  a  servant  in  their  employ ':''. ' 
30,  or  40  years,  they  give  him  a  re:.'.-'. 
allowance  when  they  retire  him.    Tk.' 
the  system  which  prevails,  butstilUhatu- 
I  not  change  my  position  in  the  least. 

I  Hon.  Mr.  OGILVIE— It  is  only  i'. 
I  principal  men.  The  ordinary  clerks  (!■>  i 
I  get  it. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELl- 
There  is  one  manager,  I  believe,  io  th«t"''- 
where  I  live.  He  spent  over  40  or  oO  _«.=-'' 
in  the  service. 

Hon.  Sir  FRANK  SMITH— They  h'-- 
adopted  a  system  of  insurance. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELl- 
I  am  sure  he  has  been  a  most  faithful  s^ 
vant  in  the  bank,  always  looking  afte""^ 
interests,  and  I  am  quite  sure  'when  ^ 
retires  they  will  give  him  a  retiring  s^i'- 
ance.     Speaking  of  pensions,  I  am  in  &«*■ 
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fusions  when  they  apply  to  the  military 
it;e.  I  am  strongly  in  favour  oi  pension- 
i\\^  men  who  are  wounded  or  disabled  in 
service  of  their  country.  I  am  also  in 
ur  of  pensioning  the  families  of  those 
•  Ha.ve  laid  down  their  lives  in  the  defence 
Jieir  country.  But  the  civil  servants 
>  AK^ork  daily  not  half  as  long  as  you  and 
ork  now,  or  when  wo  were  in  the  em- 
f  inent  of  others, — I  cannot  say  that  I  am 
'avour  of  pensioning  them.  Now,  17 
rs  of  experience  in  the  public  service 
.  tu.ught  me  this :  there  are  men  as  valu- 

e,  a.nd  who  take  as  much  interest  in  the 
i\agoment  of  the  affairs  of  t^e  depart- 
nt  in  which  they  are  occupied,  as  any 
rk  or  any  employee  or  any  master  him- 

f .  I  have  had  them  under  me  for  a  num- 
[•  of  years  and  they  never  hesitated, 
lether  it  was  six  o'clock  in  the  morning  or 
elve  at  night,  to  come  and  work,  and 
vi'p  found  fault  when  work  was  necessary 

be  done,  and  they  had  to  do  it. 
len  there  are  amongst  the  number 
lose  who  come  as  late  as  possible,  go 
vay  as  early  as  possible,  do  as  little  as  pos- 
ble,  and  growl  as  much  as  possible.     That 

my  experience  and  it  is  very  frankly 
•ated.  I  repeat,  I  am  quite  satisfied  that 
;«'  pnjployraent  of  writers  in  the  manner  in 
°hich  it  is  proposed  in  this  bill  will  tend  to 
lake  better  clerks  and  you  will  select  the 
■est  men  in  your  employment  looking  for- 
ward, as  they  will  to  their  appointment  at 
he  higher  salary  which  this  bill  provides  in 
irder  to  give  them  permanency.  The  hon. 
nember  stated  that  in  the  evidence  given  i 
}efore  the  commission,  one  of  the  heads  of 
lepartraents,  Mr.  White,  I  think,  of  the 
Post  Office  department,  gave  evidence  in 
Favour  of  this  English  system  of  employment. 
Why  ?  He  is  the  only  man  in  the 
service  at  Ottawa  that  I  know  of,  who  had 
experience  in  the  working  of  that  system, 
and  he  was  an  employe  of  the  Post  Office 
department  in  London  before  he  came  to 
Canada. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Had  not  the  De- 
puty Minuter  of  Finance  similar  exper- 
ience 1 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I 

have  no  recollection  of  his  having  given  any 
such  evidence.  I  may  be  in  error.  I  remem- 
lier  reading  the  report  at  the  time ;  the 
Deputy-Minister  of  Finance  was  not,  so  far 


as  I  know,  a  civil  servant  in  England.  I 
know  that  Mr.  White  was,  and  he  was 
brought  from  the  Post  Office  Department  in 
London,  England,  to  this  country  on  account 
of  his  proficiency  and  knowledge  of  the 
working  of  the  post  office  system  there.  He 
lays  it  down  as  a  principle  that  the  system 
of  writers  is  the  best,  that  he  can  get  more 
work  out  of  the  stajGT,  and  that  they  are 
more  attentive  to  their  duties.  Only  this 
morning,  in  discussing  this  question,  he  gave 
this  view  as  the  result  of  his  experience ;  we 
have  adopted  the  system  of  my  hon.  friend 
partially,  and  we  are  going  towards  it  as 
rapidly  as  possible.  A  paragraph  in  his 
own  report  will  show  that  we  are  somewhat 
in  the  line  of  the  recommendation  which  the 
hon.  gentleman  from  Burlington  made,  which 
will  be  found  is  in  the  Journals  of  1881.  -In 
dealing  with  the  question  of  third-class  tem- 
porary clerks,  extra  remuneration,  &c.,  under 
the  head  of  "  temporary  clerks,"  I  find  this 
paragraph : 

We  propose  that  the  wauts  of  the  departments 
from  a  temporary  pretfsure  of  vftrk  should  be  sup- 
plied with  the  re<juired  numbers  from  the  success- 
ful candidate  in  the  Civil  Service  comuiissioncr's 
list,  and  for  whom  no  vacancies  for  the  time  being 
may  have  been  found,  the  rat«  of  the  remuneration 
for  sncli  temporary  service  not  to  exceed  the  pay 
of  third-cla.<»  clerks,  such  emplovnicnt  not  to  lie 
considere<l  as  constituting  any  claim  to  the  per- 
manent clerkship. 

That  is  his  recommendation.  Now  have 
we  departed  from  that  to  any  material 
extent  1  That  is  nearly  the  wording  of  the 
law  as  it  stands  at  present.  I  trust  the 
House  will  accept  the  explanation,  and  I 
trust  it  will  be  satisfactory  to  my  hon.  friend 
from  Burlington,  when  the  time  comes  for 
reforming  the  Civil  Service  so  as  to  attain 
perfection  which  the  English  system  and  the 
United  States  system  are  said  to  have — I 
never  heard  the  United  States  system  ex- 
tolled before,  I  never  thought  it  had  any 
any  political  virtue. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— It  has  only  been  in- 
troduced a  short  time. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
However  it  may  apply  to  the  inside  service, 
certainly  it  does  not  to  the  outside  service. 
Take  as  an  illustration  the  collector  of  cus- 
toms in  New  York,  which  is  a  very  lucra- 
tive office.  The  collector  is  changed  every 
administration.  If  the  system  is  good  there 
is  no  reason  why  that  should  be  done.      If 
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there  is  any  o£Sce  in  the  whole  department 
of  the  government  that  requires  a  cool  judi- 
cial brain  it  is  in  the  customs. 

Bon.  Mr.  OGILVIE — And  experience. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
And  experience,  and  no  changes.  Because 
the  complications  that  are  continually  aris- 
ing, the  different  interpretations  which  are 
constantly  being  put  upon  the  most  trivial 
items  in  the  tariff,  are  of  such  a  character 
that  unless  a  man  studies,  unless  he  applies 
himself  and  will  try  to  act  in  an  equitable 
and  judicial  manner,  he  will  be  a  failure. 
Experience  has  taught  that.  The  system 
in  the  United  States  has  not  arrived 
at  that  efficiency  to  which  we  all  hope  the 
civil  service  may  attain  at  no  distant  date. 

Hon.  Mr.  MacINNES  (Burlington)— I 
do  not  want  to  take  up  any  more  of  the 
time  of  the  House  in  discussing  this  ques- 
tion. I  hope  the  discussion  that  we  have 
had  will  result  im  the  improvement  of  the 
service.  When  we  go  into  committee,  per- 
haps I  will  have  something  to  say  with 
reference  to  the  different  clauses  of  the  bill. 
In  the  meantime,  I  will  act  on  the  sugges- 
tion of  my  hon.  friend  and  withdraw  the 
motion  with  the  consent  of  the  House. 

The  amendment  was  withdrawn  and  the 
Bill  was  read  the  second  time. 

SUPERANNUATION  OF  JUDGES  OF 
PROVINCIAL  COURTS  BILL. 

SECOKD  AND  THIRD  READINGS. 

Hon.      Sir   MACKENZIE      BOWELL 
moved  the  second  reading  of  Bill  (129)  "An 
Act  to  amend  the  law  respecting  the  super- 1 
ann nation  of  judges  of  provincial  courts." 

Hon.  Mr.  LOUGHEED— May  I  ask  the 
reason  of  this  clause  ?  There  does  not  ap- 
pear to  be  any  substantial  difference  between 
it  and  the  old  law. 


Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
The  hon.  member  from  Calgary  was  not  in  i 
the  House  when  I  introduced  the  bill.  It  j 
does  not  change  the  law  as  it  stands  on  the  { 
statute-book,  but  simply  removes  an  ambi-  \ 
guity  that  may  exist  as  to  the  status  of  | 
admiralty  court  judges.  The  provision  for  1 
the  superannuation  of  local  judges  in  Admi-  { 


ralty  Courts  is  not  new  la'w    Under  lu 
vised  Statutes  judges  of  the  Coons  -x  ^ 
Admiralty  areentitled  to  supezamiace: 
local  judges  in  Admiralty  appotnud  c: 
our  Admiralty  Act  of   1891  aren*;.' 
successors  of  these,  and  their  district- 
as  a  matter  of  fact,  the  same  as  the  u  c 
Admiralty  districts.     It  is  quite  trv 
the  Governor  in  Council  may  ocmstir^!  .■ 
districts :  but  this  has  not  been  door  j. . 
case,  nor  is  there  any  likelihood  of  vs  tf. 
done  on  a,ccount  of  the   proviaoos  ii 
Admiralty  Act  for  the  loatl   admini'tr* 
of  the  Act  by  deputy  and  sixtrt^te  ;-:, 
ss.lO  &  ll«Some  have  confused  thelBrtp*; 
the  local  judges  in  Admiralty,  whose  lax 
entirely  different.     They  hold  office  as:  . 
removable  only  in   the  same   manne:  i 
superior  court  judge   (section    6) :  wbe 
the  surrogate  judge  holds  office  dc/E. 
pleasure  of  the  Governor  in  Coundl,  - 
the  deputy  judge   holds  office   duric.  ". 
pleasure  of  the  local  judge   who  afp: 
him.     Instead,  therefore,  of    making  -  r- 
provision    the    bill    only    snakes  cV-  ■ 
rights  of  the  Local    Judges  in  Adicir:.' 
It     must     be     remembered    that   i>T   -• 
Imperial    Colonial     Courts     of    Adni-* 
Act,     1890     express     provision    is   l 
for  compensating  any  judge  or  officer  ffi '" 
Vice- Admiralty  Court  in  a  British  p«-  - 
sion  who  suffers  any  pecuniary  los<  f  r  '- 
abolition  of  the  court ;  so  that  if  ■we  »- 
to  take  away  the  right  of  these  jadg»  :■ 
pension,  they  would  have   a  claim  to  f- 
pensation.     As  to  the  maritime  conrt.  ' 
bill  makes  no  change  whatever.     Tiwt  i''*' 
under    the    Act    constituting  it    (Ben- 
Statutes,  Chapter  137)  is    a  superior  <>:.'. 
and   the   Revised  Statute    with  respeo' ' 
provincial  judges  already  provides  tb»t<.. 
judges  of  Superior   Courts   are  entitla. " 
pensions.     The  provision  in  the  bill  »» '■^ 
serted  at  the  request  of  the  present  p'.- 
of  the    court,  merely    for  greater  caut.' 
The  change    in   the  law  is   to  place  ti  - 
judges   in    the  same   position   as  super. -^ 
court   judges  and    to  put  the  qaesiioii  -: 
their  superannuation,  when  they  retire  fr : 
service,  beyond  a  doubt.     That  is  the  »ifj.r 
object  of  the  bill. 

Hon.  Mr.  LOUGHEED — It  seems  w  s" 
the  object  of  this  bill  is  to  change  the  st»i:i 
of  the  county  court  judges  of  Ontario,  [■»>• 
ing  some  of  them  in  the  position  ofsupff^' 
court  judges,   because  under  the  Mantis: 
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i  -A.ct  power  appears  to  be  given  to  the 
rnor  ixi  Council  to  appoint  county  court 
iS  tio  act  as  judges  of  the  Maritime 
t.  The  amendment  proposes  (namely 
sc.  2  of  sec.  4),  to  establish  and  con- 
te  a.  county  court  judge  a  judge  of  the 
rior  court,  provided  he  was  acting  as 
e  of  a  Maritime  Court.  I  simply  ask 
:)uestion  for  the  purpose  of  ascertaining 
is  t.lie  intention  of  the  government  that 
county  court  judges  should  occupy  the 
3  status  as  superior  court  judges  by 
on.  of  acting  in  the  Admiralty  Court. 

[on.  Mr.  SCOTT— Merely  with  respect 
lis  allowance. 

Ion.  Mr.  LOUGHEED— A  county  court 
ge  cannot  be  superannuated  until  he  has 
k^ed  twenty  years,  whereas  a  superior 
irt  judge  can  be  superannuated  after 
eon  years'  service.  It  shortens  the  term 
five  years. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
otn  the  reading  of  this  section  I  should 
:lge  that  the  interpretation  placed  upon  it 
'  n\y  hon.  friend  from  Ottawa  is  the  cor- 
pt  one.  I  will  make  inquiries  on  that  point ; 
It  it  says  distinctly  : 

2.  Courts  of  Vice- Admiralty  and  the  Maritime 
>iita  of  Uutario  shall  he  deemed  to  have  been  sup- 
ior  courts,  local  jndges  in  Admiralty  of  the  Ex- 
lerjuer  Court  to  be  judges  of  a  superior  court,  and 
ipendiary  magistrates  within  the  North-west 
Trltories  to  have  been  judges  of  a  superior  court, 
ilhiii  the  meaning  of  this  section. 

As  I  understand  it,  that  is  simply  to  ap- 
'ly  to  the  question  of  the  right  of  superan- 
luation,  declaring  them  to  have  a  status 
^aa.\  to  that  of  superior  court  judges,  for 
hat  purpose  and  that  alone. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to  and  the  bill 
»cas  read  the  second  time. 

The  bill  then  passed  through  committee 
of  the  whole  without  amendment,  and  was 
read  the  third  time  and  passed. 

WINNIPEG  AND  HUDSON  BAY 
RAILWAY. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
In  moving  the  adjournment  of  the  House, 
I  desire  to  make  an  explanation  of  the 
answer  that  I  gave  my  hon.  friend  from 
Ottawa  recently  when  he  put  the  question 
as  to  whether  there  is  to  be  any  legislation 


in  reference  to  the  Hudson  Bay  Railway 

this  session.  I  understood  my  hon.  friend 
at  that  time  to  refer  to  legislation  in  the 
line  of  the  Order  in  Council  which  had  been 
passed  and  laid  on  the  table,  and  I  said  no, 
and  neither  is  there  any  intention  of  pro- 
ceeding with  legislation  in  that  line.  The 
bill,  a  notice  of  which  was  given  in  the 
Lower  House,  in  reference  to  that  line  wa» 
for  the  purpose  of  dividing  the  subsidy  which 
is  now  granted  to  that  railway  running  from 
Winnipeg  to  the  Saskatchewan.  The  House 
will  remember  that  the  aid  given  under  their 
present  charter  is  6,400  acres  of  land  per 
mile  and  $80,000  as  a  subsidy  on  the  com- 
pletion of  the  whole  line,  whether  it  will  be 
gone  on  with  I  am  not  in  a  position  now  to 
say,  but  it  is  proposed  to  divide  that  into 
two,  'SO  that  when  they  have  completed  the 
first  125  miles,  they  might  receive  the  pro- 
portion of  land  and  half  the  amount  of  the 
proposed  subsidy. 


Hon.   Mr.  SCOTT— WiU  there  be 
change  of  location  t 


any 


Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
There  may  be  a  change  of  location ;  I  am 
not  positive  as  to  details,  but,  as  I  under- 
stand it,  they  can  proceed  from  the  north- 
western terminus  of  the  forty  miles  already 
built,  or  begin  at  Gladstone ;  and,  if  they  do 
that,  then  it  parallels  no  line,  but  becomes, 
in  other  words,  a  feeder  to  existing  lines. 

Hon.  Mr.  LOUGHEED— Will  that  carry 
the  road  as  far  as  the  Saskatchewan  ? 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— No; 
only  half-way.  The  proposition  will  be,  if 
any  legislation  takes  place  at  all, — which  is 
now  l)eing  considered, — simply  to  divide  the 
subsidy  to  which  they  are  entitled  under 
their  present  charter. 

lion.  Mr.  ALLAN — That  is  the  subsidy 
granted  during  the  time  of  Sir  John  Abbott  ? 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
Yes.  Instead  of  considering  it  a  disadvan- 
tage, I  should  be  inclined  to  feel  more  fav- 
ourable to  their  beginning,  not  at  the  end  of 
their  present  road,  but  at  Gladstone  and 
then  running  northward.  Hon.  gentlemen 
from  the  North-west  will  understand  that 
better  than  I  do. 
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Hon.  Mr.  MacINNES  (Burlington)— 
They  will  require  to  have  their  charter 
amended ! 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— It 

is  simply  to  empower  the  government  to 
give  half  the  subsidy,  and  grant  half  the 
quantity  of  the  land  upon  the  completion  of 
half  the  length  of  the  road — that  is  all. 

Mr.  LOUGHEED— It  does  not  propose 
extending  the  time  for  construction  1 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I 

am  not  at  this  moment  able  to  tell  the  hon. 
gentleman  whether  the  time  for  completion 
provided  in  the  bill  is  extended  or  not. 

The  Senate  then  adjourned. 


THE  SENATE. 


Ottatca,  Tuesday,  IfJth  July,  1895. 

The  SPEAKER  took  the  Chair  at  Three 
o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 

CIVIL  SERVICE  ACT  AMENDMENT 
BILL. 

THIRD    READING. 

The  House  resolved  itself  into  a  Commit- 
tee of  the  Whole  on  Bill  (130)  "  An  Act 
further  to  amend  the  Civil  Service  Act." 

(In  the  Committee), 

On  clause  1, 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— This  bill,  as  was 
pointed  out  yesterday,  proposes  to  deprive 
our  civil  servants  of  one  of  the  characteris- 
tics which,  in  the  past,  met  with  the  appro- 
val of  persons  interested  in  the  welfare  of 
the  public  service.  That  is,  the  characteris- 
tic of  permanency.  A  person  who  may  be 
appointed  to  the  public  service  under  the 
provisions  of-  this  bill,  if  it  becomes  law, 
will  not  have  a  permanent  tenure,  but  will 
hold  office  simply  at  the  discretion  of  the 
Ministers  of  the  day.  When  a  change  takes 
place  in  that  ministry,  it  follows,  almost  as  a 
matter  of  course,  that  those  to  whom  this 
bill  applies,  who  have  been  appointed  under 


one  administration,  will  be  ciisiBiared-- 
successors.     We  are  a^ked  to  m'T^ 
system  which  we  have  not  had  in  Ix; 
any  time  since  confederatjon,  aisA  \ 
that  is  very  much   to   be    r^rstei 
is  another  feature  in  conneetjoii  tt: 
bill  which,  I  believe,  one  hon.  getti-r 
any  rate  who  spoke  on  the  snbjec-t  j-- 
had   taken   into    considerstimi.   du: 
which  he  said   nothing,  and    as  fir  a- 
member  no  hon.  geutlemaji  said  mi-. 
That  is,  that  if  this   bUl    beooror?  <\» 
persons  appointed  to  the  loirer  gr&(ir-.  . 
Civil  Service  in  future  will   not  Ir  • 
from  the  various  portions  of  the  l^.e^ 
but  will,  of  necessity  almost,  be  pre- 
siding in  Ottawa.     No  young  mbE. 
that  matter  no  young  woman,  who  Lt 
self-respect  or  any  ability  wouW  be  «■ 
to  undergo  examinations  and  emu-tr: 
distant  province,  say  Nova  5?cotia  <?  "i 
toba,  or  even  from  Quebec,  to  OtU»i:' 
purpose  of  entering  a  service  froir.  »L 
or  she  may  be  summarily  dismisse^i  -• 
expiration  of  a  month. 

Hon.  Mr.  MacINNES  (Buriin-ii- 
The  examinations  are  dispensed  «itb  i^i- 
this  bill. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Not  alti^be 

Hon.  Mr.  MacINNES— Qualifri.  • 
aminations. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER — One  eMmiM*': 
dispensed  with.     The  result  will  l«.  :  - 
gentlemen,    that    the    only   persuns  i" 
appointed  in  the  Civil  Service  will  be  J*^ 
residing  in  Ottawa,  and  as  a  raJftp"*-' 
who  may  be  described  as  hangers-on ■'■  "- 
Government — a  class  of  persons  sonirr-- 
inferior,  I  suppose,  to  tho:>e  who  bewwi'  •?• 
sional  clerks  in  the  House  of  C<Hnmoii«.  •' 
is  perfectly  clear  that  the  practical  eff'i'" 
this  measure  will  be  to  degrade  the'.' 
Service  and  to  deprive  it  of  th«t  ck^w  '" 
of  permanency  which   has    characterof- 
since  1867.    I  move  that  the  committw:' 

Hon.  Mr.  ALLAN— Where  does  thf  hi 
gentleman  find  that  a  servant  may  ^ '-"' 
charged  at  a  month's  notice  7 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER  -The  writers  iret.-- 
employed  temporarily.  If  a  new  (.«'"" 
ment  came  in,  it  would  get  rid  of  w''' 
employees  of  the  previous  Governnif'- 
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.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
•xi.  gentleman  is  a  stickler  for  rules. 
cl  suggest  to  the  chairman  the  pro- 
of enforcing  them  on  this  occasion. 
consult  the  authorities  you  will  find 
iscussion  must  be  confined  to  the  clause 
the  committee  for  consideration.  My 
riend  has  discussed  the  whole  principle 
Ijill  'which  was  debated  at  the  second 
\^.  He  has  a  right,  however,  to  do  just 
ha«  done — to  move  that  the  committee 
i.t>  any  stage,  in  order  to  kill  the  bill, 
t>Via,t  is  the  object  of  the  hon.  gentle- 
•*  motion.  If  the  Senate  vote  for  his 
:>n.,  then  the  bill  is  killed,  and  it  is 
kmount  to  a  six  month's  hoist  on  the 
second  or  third  readings.  I  shall 
ndulge  in  any  remarks  in  reply  to  the 
gentleman  (because  I  should  then  be 
a.s  much  out  of  order  as  he  was)  except 
*y  that  I  hope  and  sincerely  trust  that 
party  to  which  I  belong  will  not  adopt  in 
future,  as  they  have  not  adopted  in  the 
c,  the  United  States  system  which  the 
..gentlemanhas indicated  in  this  House  he 
aid  do  if  he  should  happen  to  come  into 
ver.  Now,  I  challenge  him,  or  his 
der  in  this  House,  to  point  to  a  single 
iiporary  clerk  that  was  dismissed  or  re- 
ived from  Sir  John  Macdonald's  (Jovern- 
•nt  formed  in  1878,  or  one  that  they  have 
iposed  of  by  dismissal  since  that  period 
cepb  for  cause,  and  good  cause.  I  could 
*int  out  to  him,  were  it  necessary  to  do  so, 
lose  who  were  temporarily  employed,  some 
;  the  Secretary  of  State's  ofGlce,  at  the  time, 
bo  are  the  bitterest  and  most  vindictive  and 
stive  opponents  of  the  Conservative  gov- 
rnment  that  you  could  find  in  this  city, 
'hey  were  not  turned  out ;  on  the  con- 
rary,  when  the  time  came  and  vacancies 
iccurredjthey  were  not  only  put  in  positions, 
)ut  they  have  been  retained  in  them  ever 
iince.  I  say  that  in  defence  of  the  party  to 
which  I  belong,  and  the  Government  of  which 
I  have  been  a  member  ever  since  1878. 
Having  said  that  much,  I  do  not  propose  to 
say  anything  about  the  "  degradation  of 
the  service,"  or  to  combat  the  other  ideas 
that  the  hon.  gentleman  advanced.  If  this 
Senate  thinks  proper  to  vote  for  the  hon. 
gentleman's  amendment  there  is  an  end  to 
legislation  on  this  subject  during  the  pre- 
sent session. 

Hon.  Mr,  ALLAN — Is  there  anything  in 
this  bill  which,  as  my  hon.  friend  from  Hal- 


ifax asserts,  would  bring  about  the  state 
of  things  which  obtains  in  the  United 
States,  namely,  that  when  the  party  in 
power  go  out,  there  may  be  a  thorough 
change  of  the  employees  of  the  government  ? 
Is  there  any  clause  of  the  bill  by  which  the 
ordinary  civil  servant  would  be  liable  to  dis- 
missal on  a  change  of  government  7  I  can- 
not see  that  there  is.  As  I  understand 
the  bill,  these  temporary  appointments 
are  only  to  be  made  in  certain  con- 
tingencies ;  that  is  to  say,  if  there  is  a  pres- 
sure of  work.  These  appointments  may  be 
made  on  the  recommendation  of  the  hesid  of 
any  branch  of  the  service.  Am  I  correct  in 
apprehending  that  those  are  the  provisions 
of  the  bill  ? 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
The  hon.  gentleman  is  quite  correct.  There 
is  no  clause  in  this  bill  that  gives  any 
power  or  authority  to  dismiss  any  servant, 
whether  he  be  temporary  or  permanent, 
other  than  they  have  to-day.  On  the  con- 
trary, it  takes  a  certain  power  from  the 
government  which  I  will  point  out  when  we 
come  to  the  clause.  If  we  have  temporary 
writers,  as  they  are  to  be  termed  under  the 
new  bill,  it  is  on  the  same  principle  that 
prevails  in  England  in  managing  the  Civil 
Service,  only  it  abolishes  what  is  termed  third- 
class  clerkships.  If  it  is  required  to  fill  a 
second-class  clerkship,  the  clerk  would  enter 
at  $800,  instead  of  at  $400  in  the  third- 
class.  There  is  no  power  in  this  bill  to  en- 
able any  government  to  appoint  that  second- 
class  clerk  until  it  is  first  laid  before  Par- 
liament and  an  appropriation  obtained  for 
the  purpose.  At  present  you  can  put  as 
many  on  as  you  please,  so  long  as  you  have 
funds  at  your  disposal.  So  that  it  is  really 
restricting  the  power  of  the  Government 
rather  than  extending  it,  and  my  hon.  friend 
from  Burlington,  who  has  come  to  the  con- 
clusion that  the  qualifying  examinations,  or 
any  examinations,  are  abolished,  has  drawn 
his  conclusions  from  reading  the  last  clause 
of  the  bill,  which  is  a  re-enactment  of  a  sec- 
tion that  has  been  in  the  CivU  Service  Act 
for  eight  or  ten  years,  and  has  been  renewed 
two  or  three  times.  It  is  to  enable  the  Gov- 
ernment to  put  upon  the  permanent  list  an 
officer  who  had  been  in  the  service  previous  to 
1882,  and  who  is  reported  by  his  chief, 
whether  it  be  a  collector  of  customs  in  a 
port  or  whether  it  be  here,  as  one  who  can 
be  placed  upon  the  permanent  list,  at  the 
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salary  he  is  then  receiving,  without  exami- 
nation. That  is  the  only  point,  and  if  you 
will  look  a  little  more  carefully  into  the 
bill,  you  will  find  that  the  writers  who  can 
now  be  appointed,  after  having  passed  the 
preliminary  examination,  cannot  be  appointed 
untU  they  have  passed  the  qualifying  exami- 
nation, thus  putting  them  in  a  position  to 
be  promoted  when  the  time  comes  and  a 
vacancy  occurs  in  the  second  class.  Since  I 
am  on  my  feet,  and  the  question  before  us 
is  the  destruction  of  the  bill,  I  want  to 
show  the  House  what  the  effect  of  it  is. 
There  are  now  about  300  third-class  clerks 
in  the  employ  of  the  Government  at  a 
maximum  salary  of  f  1,000.  That  is  $300,- 
000.  When  the  full  effect  of  this  bill 
comes  into  operation,  by  employing  these 
writers  at  $400  a  year,  and  the  third-class 
clerks  cease  to  exist,  you  save  about  $180,- 
000.  I  made  the  calculation  last  night, 
and  made  some  inquiry  after  the  debate 
took  place  here.  The  object  of  the  bill  is  to 
have  a  better  service  and  not  to  overload  it, 
and  to  effect  an  economy  of  between  $150,- 
000  and  $200,000.  That  is  the  effect  of  it. 
That  will  be  the  result  of  the  bill,  unless, 
unfortunately  for  the  country,  my  hon. 
friend  should  come  into  power,  and  then  he 
might  increase  the  expense  instead  of 
decreasing  it.  One  effect  of  this  bill  will 
be  that  when  unreasonable  demands  are 
made  to  the  head  of  the  department,  he  can 
appeal  to  the  law,  and  say,  "  I  cannot  do  it, 
because  there  is  the  law  against  me."  It 
might  not  be  a  protection  against  a  hard 
headed  and  hard  hearted  creature  like  my- 
self, but  there  are  others,  tender  hearted, 
who  cannot  resist  the  appeals  of  the  widow 
and  the  orphan,  of  the  needy  and  the 
hangers  on,  of  whom  my  hon.  friend  speaks. 
That  is  what  I  fear ;  and  we  desire  to  pro- 
tect the  Civil  Service  against  just  such 
tender-hearted  people  as  my  hon.  friend 
opposite. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALLAN — Does  the  bill  enact 
that,  with  the  exception  of  temporary  clerks 
now  employed,  no  temporary  clerk  shall 
be  eligible  hereafter  unless  he  passes  the 
qualifying  examination  ? 

Hon.  Sir  HfWCKENZIE  BOWELL— He 
ilfiust  pass  the  qualifying  examination.       At 

i^sent  you  caAappoint  those  who  have  pas- 
sed V>nly  the  prebminary. 

Tha^  motion  wt|p  declared  lost, 


Hon.  Mr.  CLEMOW— I  wisi  t, ; 
an  additional  clause  to  the  ^ket  :r 
Act  shall  not  come  into  force  aod  r^- .< 
until  the  1st  January  next 

Hon.  Sir   MACKENZIE  BO^L.- 
have  no  objection  to  that. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Hon.  Mr.  OGIL.VIE,  from  the  >■ 
tee,  repwrted  the  bill  with  Me: . 
which  was  concurred  in. 

The  bill  was  then  read  a  third  li- 


The  Senate  then  adjourned. 


THE  SENATE 


OUatca,  Wednesday,  17ti  Julf,  / 

The  SPEAKER  took  the  Chair  a  Ti 
o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceeding 

THE  COLTON  DIVORCE  C.V^l 

REPORT  OP  COMMITTEE  IDOITO 

Hon.  Mr.  READ  moved  concumy 
the  18th  report  of  the  Standing  Gkh' 
on  divorce  re  Colton  Relief  Bill  He  - 
This  report  gives  a  history  ol  the  aif- 
recommends  that  the  bill  be  notfiinl»t- 
ceeded  with. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  Senate  then  adjourned. 


THE  SENATE. 
Ottaioa,  Thursday,  My  M 1^'' 

The  SPEAKER  took  the  Chair  at  Tiv 
o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 

THE  PRINTING  OF  PARUAilE^' 

INQOIHT. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER  rose  to 
Call  attention  to  the  unaitufactory  retwr 
sentedonthe  3l8t  of  M»y  lMt> '■" ,     ,, . 
the  Senate,  dated  the  11th  July,  l**''""^,- 
ment  showing  in  detail  the  »«*'«*  TIa  1 1. 
public  printing,  for  the  years  ending  *' , 
1883,  and  the  30th  June,  1893,  r»)f "   ■;,' 
ask  the  Government  whether  tliey 'n«""^^J  ^ 
more  satisfactory  return  to  be  n*" 
Address  t 
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©  sa.id|: — On  the  11th  July  last  year  I 
eel  for  a  statement  showing  in  detail  the 
I'Gil  amounts  paid  for  public  printing  for 
years  ending  30th  June,  1883,  and  30th 
e,  1893,  respectively.  In  the  few  re- 
-ks  'vri'tli  which  I  accompanied  the  motion 
:>iiited  out  that  the  object  in  asking  for 
>  statement  was  to  enable  the  Senate  and 
government  to  make  a  comparison  be- 
ien  the  cost  of  printing  under  the  old 
itract  system,  and  the  cost  under  the  pre- 
it  at  the  Printing  Bureau.  I  called  atten- 
n.  to  the  fact  that  the  printing  was  not 
ing  done  as  promptly  as  it  had  been  done 
der-  the  old  system,  and  unless  there  was 
saving  by  the  present  mode,  it  would  be 
sirable  to  go  back  to  the  old  system.  In 
ct,  without  these  remarks  any  one  could 
ive  seen,  from  reading  the  notice,  what  I 
anted.  It  was  intended  to  make  a  com- 
).rison  between  the  cost  of  printing  in 
S82-3  and  the  cost  in  1892-3.  The  return 
'as  brought  down  on  the  31st  May  this  year, 
nd  on  referring  to  it  I  find  it  is  not  the 
eturn  I  asked  for,  and  which  the  Senate  re- 
(uire.  Perhaps  I  may  as  well  read  a  letter 
rom  the  Queen's  Printer  which  accompanies 
;he  return : 

III  preparing  this  return,  the  information  for 
the  year  1892-3  is  given  complete  ;  but  it  was  not 
possible  to  make  up  anything  but  a  partial  return 
for  1882-3;  because  the  department  was  not 
created  until  1886,  and  did  not  begin  operations 
until  1888.  That  portion  of  the  departmental 
printing  which  was  done  by  the  contractors  is 
shown  in  the  two  volumes  sent  herewith,  and  no 
other  details  beyond  these  exist  in  this  depart- 
ment. 

These  were  the  two  large  volumes  which 
the  leader  of  the  government  laid  on  the 
table  accompanied  by  more  or  less  chajGT. 

These  volumes,  however,  contain  but  a  small 

portion  of  the  printing  really  done,  for  many  of  the 

department's   got  printing  done  at  outside  offices 

and  most  of  the  immigration  literature  was  done 

outaide.    Nothing  of  this  appears  in  these  books  ; 

for,  although  the  work  may  have  been  audited  by 

the  Queen's  Printer,  the  bills  were  at  once  returned 

to  the  respective  departments  and   were  paid   by 

them.    All  this  becamo  the   subject-matter  of  a 

number  of  suits  and  large  additional  sums  were 

paid  in  damages  to  the  contractors,  for  which  the 

papers  and  vouchers  are  for  the  most  part  in  the 

court. 

All  the  parliamentary  printing,  including  the 
sessional  documents  and  the  blue  l)ooks,  were 
printed  under  separate  contracts,  under  the  ex- 
clusive control  of  officers  of  parliament.  Nothing 
of  this  matter  appears  in  these  books.  The 
Queen's  Printer  had  nothing  to  do  with  this 
printing  until  1889,  before  that  he  did  not  even 
audit  the  accounts. 


The  return  for  1882-3,  though  only  a  partial  re- 
turn, is  all  which  ever  existed  in  the  Queen's 
Printer's  office. 

So  it  would  appear  that  the  government, 
instead  of  sending  to  the  various  departments, 
or  instructing  the  Queen's  Printer  to  pro- 
cure from  the  departments  outside  his  own, 
the  information  which  was  necessary  to 
furnish  a  complete  statement,  were  satisfied 
with  this  sort  of  a  return  from  the  Queen's 
Printer  giving  only  the  information  in  his 
own  ofiSce,  while  the  information  was  not  to 
be  had  there  because,  as  appears  from  the 
return  and  as  we  all  knew,  previous  to  1886, 
the  printing  was  not  all  done  under  the 
supervision  of  the  Queen's  Printer.  The  re- 
turn I  hold  in  my  hand  is  most  unsatisfac- 
tory. There  are  387  pages  of  foolscap  of 
writing  apparently  in  the  one  handwriting ; 
so  I  presume  this  work  has  occupied  one  of 
those  writers,  of  whom  the  leader  of  the 
House  speaks,  for  the  period  extending 
from  the  time  when  the  motion  was 
adopted  by  the  House  until  the  30th  May 
of  the  present  year  when  the  return  was 
brought  down.  This  return  is  of  no  value 
for  the  purpose  for  which  it  was  required. 
It  does  not  give  the  information  as  to  the  year 
1892-3  because  there  is  not  a  single  column 
of  all  these  387  pages  of  figures  added  up. 
This  return  simply  gives  the  various  items. 
That  wag  not  what  was  required  at  all. 
Although  the  words  "giving  in  detail," 
were  used,  they  were  only  inteilded  to  in- 
dicate that  the  amount  paid  in  each  depart- 
ment for  printing  was  to  be  given.  This 
return  is  of  no  use  whatever,  and  inasmuch 
as  the  information  which  was  sought  was 
information  that  would  be  valuable  to  the 
government  and  to  all  members  of  parlia- 
ment, I  trust  that  the  hon.  First  Minister 
will  take  steps  to  procure  what  I  had  hoped 
to  get  as  a  consequence  of  this  address  of  the 
Senate.  There  is  no  necessity  to  give  all 
these  details  ;  what  is  required  is  the  cost 
of  the  printing  of  each  department  under 
the  two  systems  respectively,  and  that 
would  be  very  valuable  information,  I  trust 
inasmuch  as  it  does  not  involve  such  work 
as  has  been  expended  on  the  return  before 
us,  the  First  Minister  will  be  good  enough 
to  see  that  it  is  procured. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— It 
has  been  my  desire,  as  well  as  that  also  of 
the  government,  upon  every  occasion  where 
returns  have  been  asked  for,  to  comply  with 
the  conditions  of  the  order  as  near  as  pos- 
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sible.  I  sm  very  much  afraid  that  my  hon. 
friend's  intentions  and  desires  were  altogether 
different  from  those  which  he  embodied 
in  his  resolution.  I  have  noticed  that  in 
bringing;  down  returns  that  have  been  asked 
for  by  either  House  of  parliament,  if  you  do 
not  adhere  as  nearly  as  you  can  to  the  form 
and  the  wording  of  the  resolution,  you  are 
very  apt  to  be  found  fault  with.  When  I 
laid  that  return  of  300  odd  pages  before  the 
Senate,  I  also  produced  two  very  large 
volumes  to  show  to  the  House  the  immense 
amount  of  labour  that  would  have  to  be  per- 
formed in  order  to  comply  literally  with  the 
wording  of  this  resolution.  If  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman's resolution  had  been  of  the  character 
which  he  has  explained,  there  would  not 
have  been  that  difficulty,  but  when  you  read 
the  resolution  you  will  see  that  it  calls  for 
details  : 

That  an  humble  address  be  presented  praying 
that  His  Excellency  will  cause  to  be  laid  before 
the  Senate,  a  statement  showing  details. 

Now,  if  that  means  anything,  it  means 
that  everything  that  had  been  printed  and 
the  items  in  each  department  should  be 
mentioned.      Then  the  motion  continues  : 

Showing  in  detail  the  several  sums  paid  for 
printing  for  the  years  ending  the  30th  June,  1883, 
and  the  30th  June,  1893,  respectively. 

There  is  no  question  as  to  the  conclusion 
that  any  one  reading  that  would  <:ome  to, 
that  the  hon.  gentleman's  desire  was  to 
make  a  comparison  between  the  cost  of 
printing  in  1883  and  the  cost  of  printing  in 
1893.  Had  that  been  asked  for  it  would 
have  been  brought  down,  and  I  trust  in 
such  a  form  as  to  have  enabled  him  to  make 
a  proper  comparison  ;  but  in  asking  for  this 
return  he  precedes  it  with  the  words  "  in 
detail."  To  do  that  they  had  to  go  through 
the  whole  of  the  printing  for  the  year  1883, 
and  for  the  year  1893,  in  order  to  comply 
with  the  terms  of  this  order.  The  hon.  gen- 
tleman will  remember  that  when  I  laid  the 
return  before  the  House,  I  made  that  ex- 
planation and  said  that  if  he  desired  to  have 
all  those  items  copied  we  should  endeavour  to 
do  30.  If  all  the  hon.  gentleman  wants 
is  a  statement  of  the  expenditure  for 
printing  in  1883  and  1893,  that  could  easily 
have  been  obtained,  but  that  would  not 
have  enabled  him  to  make  a  fair  comparison, 
because  the  question  would  at  once  arise  as 
to  whether  the  quantity  of  printing  was 
greater  in  1893  than  it  was  in  1883.  Hence, 
in  order  to  make  a  proper  and  correct  analy- 


sis of  the  work  done  and  tbe  a^. 
upon  it,  we  should   have  to  enipu^ 
item  of  1893   with     that   <rf  Iw-S 
I  instance,     you    might    compuf  i* 
of    printing    say      10,000     cenifiat-- 
customs  entries    in    1883    with  tjt 
of    printing   a    similar  quantity  ia  > 
and  by  going  through  the  aaxants  '{ -. 
department  in  that  way  you  misihi  !r. 
correct  conclusion  as  to  companttiKr'  ■ 
ditures  under  the  contract  system  aaa . 
the  present  system.      I  nuude  such  i 
parison  when  I  'was  Minister  d  Cy : 
I  told  one  of  my  clerks  to  ascertain. :  ■ : 
own  satisfaction,  the  expenditnre  imi- ■. 
two  systems.     We   required  some  \'f 
forms  of  entries  printed  on  foolscap  ;«'■ 
a  blank  form  on   one  side  and  hls  >: 
regulations  on  the  other.     I  toW  nt  .• 
to    ascertain    what    was    cbMged  t- ' 
department  by  the  Printing  Burewio:' 
100,000,  and  what  had  been  paid  to  3J i- 
&   Roger,  under  the   contract  srstec  • 
printing  a  similar  quantity.    To  arrir- 
anything  like  a  correct  oonc/usion  sst..." 
comparative  expenditure,  you  would  •"-  ■ 
to  go  through   every  department  in  'Jj' 
way,  taking  every  item.    Any  onewhokij'- 
anything  about  printing  or  has  W  ^'-'' 
thing  to  do  with  that  branch  of  bos*- 
will    understand    precisely   what  I  w-; 
There    is   a   variety   of    work  amdni-- 
coming  in.      This   year  a   return  co-v. 
$500   may  be  ordered  by  a  depti*' 
next  year  there  might  be  nothing  <i  '■■ 
kind.        The     only     way     to   airi*? - 
a  correct  conclusion  as  to  the  compW' 
cost  of  the  two  systems  would  betow 
some   item  and  find   what  it  costs  a*- 
the  present  system,  and  what  it  cost  u*- 
the  contract  system.     By  that  nietiiiii;- 
arrive  at  some  idea  as  to  the  propnetj  < 
continuing  the  present  system.  ^  j*"*^" 
my  hon.  friend  that  in  bringing  down  ta- 
return  I  did  not  do  it  in  a  chaffing  "»* 
though  probably  I  did  smite  at  «»«'*" 
bringing  a  number  of  ledgers  to  y>A^^ 
but  it  was  not  in  the  spirit  of  ndicuJw- 1; 
return  which  I  laid  on  the  table,  W'^^ 
suggest  to  the  hon.  gentleman  that  «M' 
makes  a  motion  of  this  «'«'**'*VVbet 
so  much  work  and  expense  be  ^""r  a 
explicit  as  possible  and  ''<'*'*?^f"  ^,^ 
imagination  of  those  towhoinit>s« 
decide  what  should  be  done  tocompij.  ^ 
the  order.     Otherwise,  when  he  P'^^^.^ 
may  know  no  more  than  when  he  mo 
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I  a,tii  speaking  very  frankly  and  I  think 
lion,  gentleman  wUl  understand  me.  I 
5  no  doubt  that  one  of  those  writers  to 
m  he  refers  had  to  do  the  work,  and  I 
3  that  will  be  a  lesson  to  him  in  the 
ire  not  to  put  the  country  to  such  un- 
sssary  expense. 

Ton.  Mr.  POWER— I  do  not  think  I  can 
xocused  of  doing  much  in  that  way.  I 
not  in  the  habit  of  moving  for  returns. 
ia.rdly  ever  do  it.  Perhaps  the  motion 
s  not  in  the  very  best  form,  but  I  ex- 
>in.ed  to  the  House  at  the  time  that  I 
.de  the  motion — and  I  think  the  hon.  the 
rst  Minister  himself  was  in  charge  of  the 
:>use  at  the  time  and  understood  perfectly 
-what  was  desired  and  what  the  object 
IS  ;  'and  the  return  which  came  down  does 
>t  carry  out  the  object  in  any  way.  This 
turn  gives  simply  the  items,  and  the 
ilumns  are  not  added  up.  So  it  is  perfectly 
jeless  for  purposes  of  comparisons,  and 
Lasmuch  as  we  have  the  corresponding  re- 
irns  for  1882  and  1883,  it  is  clear  that,  for 
tie  purpose  for  which  it  was  asked,  and 
'hich  was  clearly  and  fully  explained  at  the 
ime  the  address  was  adopted,  the  intention 
if  the  House,  at  any  rate,  has  been  defeated. 

THE    SENATE    DEBATES. 

committkk's  report  adoptbd. 

Hon.  Mr.  BELLEROSE  moved  the  adop- 
tion, of  the  second  report  of  the  Standing  Com- 
mittee on  the  reporting  of  the  Debates  and 
Proceedings  of  the  Senate.     He  said  :  The 
report  contains  two  recommendations.     The 
previous  report  of  the  committee  suggested 
that  Mr.  Smith  be  employed  to  prepare  re- 
ports for  the  pr^s  at  a  salary  of  $30  a  week. 
This  report  is  to  order  the  clerk  to  pay  the 
$30  a  week  during  the  whole  session  from 
the  beginning.     The  second  part  suggests  to 
the  House  that  Mr.  Smith  be  employed  next 
year  at  the  same  rate  of  pay,  with  the  under- 
standing, however,  that  his  services  may  be 
dispensed  with  at  any    time   during    the 
session  on  one  week's  notice. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Mr.  Smith,  I  under- 
stand, had  been  employed  some  time  before 
the  adoption  of  the  report,  and  he  has  been 
paid  only  since  the  adoption  of  the  report, 
the  first  paragraph  provides  that  he  is  to  be 
paid  for  the  earlier  time  for  which  he  was 
not  paid  under  the  former  report. 

The  motion  was  agreed  ta 
46 


CUSTOMS  ACT  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

FIRST- AND  SECOND  READINGS. 

A  message  was  received  from  the  House 
of  Commons  with  Bill  (140)  "An  Act  fur- 
ther to  amend  the  Customs  Act." 

The  bill  was  read  the  first  time. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL 
moved  the  second  reading  of  the  bill.  He 
said  :  It  is  a  short  bill,  and  I  will  read  it  to 
the  House : 

There  shall  be  a  Board  of  Castoms  which  shall 
consist  of  the  commissioner  of  customs  or  any 
officer  for  the  time  being  acting  as  such.  The 
Dominion  customs  appraisers  and  the  assistant 
Dominion  customs  appraisers  referred  to  in  any 
Act  respecting  the  Customs,  and  such  other  duly 
qualified  officer  or  officers  of  customs  as  the 
Governor  in  Council  from  time  to  time  appoints, 
and  the  said  board  shall  have  such  powers  and 
perform  such  duties  as  are  assigned  to  it  by  any 
Act  of  Parliament  of  Canada,  or  by  the  Governor 
in  Council,  and  three  members  of  such  Board  shall 
form  a  quorum  and  be  competent  to  transact  the 
business  of  the  Board  at  any  meeting  thereof, 
whether  regular,  upon  fixed  days  or  dates  or 
specially  called  by  tlie  chairman,  of  which  quorum 
one  member  shall  be  cither  the  commissioner  of 
customs,  or  the  officer  for  the  time  being  acting  as 
commissioner  of  customs  and  then  the  office  of 
assistant  commissioner  of  customs  is  hereby 
abolished. 

The  object  of  the  bill  is  simply  to  rectify  an 
error  that  has  existed  in  the  Customs  Act, 
appointing  a  board  of  appraisers,  ever  since 
the  Act  has  been  upon  the  statute  book. 
There  is  no  provision  in  the  Act  for  a  quorum. 
It  might  be  argued  that  it  was  necessary  to 
notify  all  the  appraisers  throughout  the 
Dominion  at  every  meeting  of  the  board  in 
order  to  make  each  meeting  a  legally  consti- 
tuted board.  Notwithstanding  that,  the 
Controller  of  late,  or  the  Minister  when  there 
was  a  Minister  at  the  head  of  affairs,  used 
to  have  the  commissioner  call  a  meeting  of 
the  board  once  a  week  and  sometimes  two 
or  three  times  a  week,  to  decide  questions 
constantly  coming  before  them.  I  pointed 
out  some  time  ago  the  lack  of  power  which 
is  conferred,  and  it  was  decided,  after 
full  consideration,  that  it  was  necessary  in 
order  to  legalize  the  decisions  of  the  board 
that  this  amendment  should  be  made.  I 
might  mention  that  it  has  been  a  grave  ques- 
tion ;  it  has  been  not  only  a  mooted  question 
but  a  question  which  has  been  agitated  by 
different  boards  of  trade  and  merchants 
throughout  the  country  as  to  the  utility  of 
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tioB  board,  and  whether  it  wonld  not  be 
better  to  adopt  the  system  now  in  vogue  in 
the  United  States  under  the  McKinley  and 
Wilson  Bills — that  is,  the  appointing  of  a 
board  of  appraisers  composed  of  repi-esenta- 
tives  of  difTerent  sections  of  the  trade 
and  have  them  meet  in  New  York,  to 
decide  the  differences  that  are  constantly 
arising  at  the  various  ports.  That 
board  has  been  in  existence  between  twc 
and  three  years,  and  in  watching  the 
operations  of  the  board  and  the  decisions 
of  the  board  of  appraisers,  I  fail  to  find 
that  it  has  been  an  improvement  even  upon 
the  old  system.  There  are  constantly  points 
referred  to  them  as  to  the  proper  interpreta- 
tion of  the  United  States  tariff  upon  which 
they  give  decisions  ;  and  it  happens  just  as 
frequently,  more  so  than  in  this  country — 
necessarily  so,  being  larger — they  go  into 
the  courts  and  the  courts  set  them  aside. 
As  an  illustration,  there  is  an  item  in  the 
tariff  providing  for  the  admission  free  into 
the  United  States  of  certain  kinds  and  qual- 
ities of  timber.  One  item  reads  :  "Cedar  and 
other  cabinets."  Query :  does  the  word 
"  cedar  "  there  mean  cedar  pure  and  simple 
of  any  kind  or  quality,  or  does  it  mean 
cedar  which  must  be  a  cabinet  wood,  be- 
cause it  reads  "Cedar  and  other  cabinet 
woods."  By  adding  the  conjunction  and 
the  word  "  other"  the  courts  have  decided, 
contrary  to  the  decision  of  the  board  of 
appraisers,  that  the  cedar  must  be  a 
cabinet  wood,  or  it  is  free  the  same  as  other 
timber.  There  is  thirty  days  to  appeal.  I 
do  not  know  that  the  thirty  days  have  ex- 
pired. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES  (B.C.)— I  see  by 
the  British  Columbia  papers  recently  that  it 
was  decided  it  should  be  admitted  free. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I 
know  the  courts  have  decided  that  unless  it 
is  cabinet  wood  subject  to  a  high  polish,  it 
was  to  be  admitted  free.  My  point  is  this 
— whether  that  is  decided  finally  yet  or  not 
If  the  thirty  days  have  elapsed  during  which 
the  appraisers,  on  behalf  of  the  government 
of  the  United  States,  can  appeal  that  is  the 
law  ;  if  it  has  not  expired,  the  case  may  go  to 
the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  for 
aught  we  know.  The  proposal  that  has  been 
made  by  the  boards  of  trade,  and  particular- 
ly by  the  Montreal  Board  of  Trade,  has  been 
re-edioed  by  the  boards  of  the  different  sec- 


tions of  the    country.     Some    inuu.- 
small  towns,  where  they  have  liTxle  •.: 
importations,     have     simply     amifAel 
petition  because  it  was  sent  to  theai  fru:i  . 
metropolitan  commercial  city  of  thr  U  •:_ 
ion.     In  a   conversation  not  long  aet-  t. 
the  president  and  some  other   geatiaip 
that  board  of    trade,  I  think  I   Ojcr-j, 
them    that  their  proposition,  if  carriec    v 
would  not  accomplish  the  object  thev  Li;. 
view.     In  the  discussion  of  this  bill  k  -. 
other   House,  a  motion   was   maide  I7   : 
gentleman   affirming    the    principle  u  > 
pointing  a  board  somewhat  similar  to  :.. 
which  exists  in  New  York,  and  he  srs'  : 
to  say  that  you  should  have  one  max:  r;..- 
senting  hardware,  another  representu.-  -- 
goods  and  fancy  goods,  another  represeur-. 
oils  and  paints,  and  so  on  on  til  you  sr. : 
or  six  of  them.     Let  us   suppose  that  i  ■  i 
culty  arises  in  Montreal  or  in  Torant<>  k- ' 
the  proper  ruling    and     classificatioi:  i.'^ 
piece  of  cloth.     You  all  know  the  compl  1 
tion  of  our  tariff  which  m&kes  proviao!! ;' 
different  dutieson  the  various  kinds  of  »•■- 
If  you  refer  a  question  of  that  kind  tu  i 
board  of  experts,   who  is   to  decide  it '  i 
gentleman  who  has    spent    his  life  in  ' ' 
hardware  business  is  not  likely  to  koov  a-- 
thing  about  such  a  question ;    neidiers" 
man  who  is  an  expert  in   chemistrr,  v.-  ■■ 
the  man  who  is  dealing  in  paints,  so  tin'. . 
fact  you  would  have  a  reference,  16 1<)  l- 
classification  of  that  doth    and  tlie  catr  - 
be  paid  upon  it,  simply   to   one  man :  ^- 
that  would  apply  to  every   other  bnis.t  -: 
industry.     I  have  my  own  views  npa  ''-^ 
question  and  I  explained  thein  to  -he  ;> 
sident  of  the'board  of  trade.    I  proper  d/ 
ing  the  recess  to  see  if  we   cannot  uiop'  • 
system  by  which  the  board,  which  weaftT/  > 
legally  constituting,  cannot    be  reti«Tni'< 
all   its  duties,   buty  where  questions  *i^ 
as  to  the  proper  meaning  of  the  tarifil  t'* 
abled  to  refer  them  to  an  independent  oi'f 
which  has  no  feeling  one   way  or  tk  oti^' 
and  let  the  merchant,    who   is  fighting  ■'>' 
battle,    go    there     utd     fight    it  in  <^' 
same  manner  that  he  would  before  the  Ot 
troller  of  Customs  and  this  board,  and  tb'^ 
have  it  settled.     It  would  have  this  ef^ 
also  :  it  would  relieve  the  head  of  the  it- 
partment  and  the  government  from  cl>^re^ 
of  partiality  which  constantly  are  th^*"  •' 
their  heads,  when  they  really  never  tliink* 
being  partial.     T  believe  the  present  syst« 
— perhaps  I  am  a  little  wedded  to  it  becsn-' 


Digitized  by 


Google 


[JULY  18,  1895] 


723 


proposed  it  myself — where  you  have  men 
ct^     the   commissioner  of  customs,  the  gen- 
n.1     appraiser,    and    the  assistant  commis- 
r»ri.er,    who  have  been  for  years  studying 
lestions    of  this   kind  are    better    fitted 
>     j;ive  a  correct  interpretation  of  the  law 
nd     to   give  a  more  correct  decision  as  to 
:ie     classification  of  goods  than  any  other 
ufcViority ;  but  difficulties  arise  continually, 
nd   importers  have  become  dissatisfied.    The 
overnment  must  treat  every  man  alike  and 
ncipartially.     If    they    could    relegate    the 
vhole  question    to    some    authority    inde- 
>en.<]ent   of  the  political   head    of  the  de- 
:>a,rtinent,  my  own  impression  is  that  while 
t    might  not  be  better  for  the  merchant, 
it.    certainly  would  relieve  the  government 
from     any    imputation     of    partiality.     I 
tnake    this    statement    because   there    has 
been   some  misapprehension  as  to  the  con- 
versation to  which    I   have   referred,    and 
-which  has  been  interpreted  into  an  implied 
promise.     When  I  bad  this  conversation,  I 
mentioned    what    I    thought  would  be   a 
remedy,  not  a  remedy  in  full,  but  probably 
one  which  would  give  more  satisfaction  than 
any  board  of    appraisers,  which  would  be 
an  expensive  one,  to  say  the  least  of  it.    The 
bill  before  this  House  is  very  simple,  and 
for  the  purpose  solely  of  placing  the  Con- 
troller of  Customs  in  a  position  by  which  he 
can  have  a  legally  constituted     board    of 
appraisers,  whose  decisions  should  have  full 
force  and  effect,  unless  set  aside  by  a  court. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES— Of  whom  will  the 
court  be  composed  1 

Hon.   Sir   MACKENZIE    BOWELL— 
I  did  not  say  there  would  be  one.     That  is 
an  idea  of   my  own  that  I  threw  out.     It  is 
a  matter  that  would  have  to  be  very  fully 
considered — to  so  change  the  law  as  to  en- 
able the  head  of  the  department,  whoever 
he  might  be,  to  send   the  question  for  dis- 
pute over  to  a  certain  judge.     I  will  make 
myself  a  little  more  clear,  because  it  is  a 
question   that   hon.   gentlemen   may  better 
consider  :  at  present  say  a  dispute  arises  and 
seizure  is  made  of  goods,  whether  it  be  for 
smuggling  or  under- valuation.     That  is  sent 
by  the  seizing  officer,  through  the  collec- 
tor, to  the  department.     The    department 
then   notifies  the  party    from  whom    the 
goods  were  seized,  giving   him  a  month's 
time  to  put  in  his  defence.     The  sections  of 
the  law  which   cover  questions  of  seizures 
I6i^ 


and  penalties  are  printed  on  the  back  of  this 
notice.  At  the  end  of  a  month,  unless 
previously  settled — they  are  very  often 
settled  amicably,  sometimes  when  it  is  a 
flagrant  case  the  man  says  he  has  no  de- 
fence— the  head  of  the  department  makes 
his  decision  and  the  party  interested  is  in- 
formed of  that  decision.  If  he  accepts  this, 
well  and  good  ;  if  he  does  not,  then  he  can 
appeal  to  another  court  to  set  that  aside. 
Now,  supposing  a  system  of  this  kind  were 
adopted  :  as  soon  as  the  seizure  report  is 
received  by  the  department  from  the 
collector  or  the  seizing  officer,  he  might 
pursue  the  same  course  of  notifying  the 
party  interested  and  at  the  same  time  telling 
him  that  he  had  one  month  to  put  in  his 
defence,  but  he  must  put  it  into  a  court  pre- 
sided over  by  a  certain  judge  instead  of 
back  to  the  department.  That  would  re- 
lieve the  department  and  give  a  judicial 
decision  which,  when  given  by  the  head  of  a 
department,  is  very  often  disputed.  That 
is  an  outline  of  what  I  propose  to  think 
about  during  the  coming  recess. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— This  bill  does  not 
make  very  much  difference  in  the  law  as  it 
exists  at  present.  It  removes  the  assistant 
commissioner.  '  The  present  board  consists 
of  the  commissioner  of  customs,  the  assist- 
ant commissioner,  the  Dominion  customs  ap- 
praiser and  the  assistant  Dominion  customs 
appraisers.  As  the  leader  of  the  govern- 
ment has  stated,  the  statute  did  not  provide 
for  the  number  that  would  form  a  quorum, 
but  I  do  not  suppose  that  that  has  been  any 
practical  difficulty  in  the  working  of  the  law. 
I  have  not  heard  that  it  has  been  an  element 
that  has  been  at  all  considered.  The  board 
have  acted,  from  time  to  time,  as  their  own 
discretion  prompted.  The  bill  does  not  in 
any  way  deal  with  the  resolutions  which 
have  been  adopted  by  the  various  boards  of 
trade  of  Canada  calling  for  some  change  of 
the  law  by  which  greater  uniformity  shall 
prevail  in  the  appraisement  of  the  various 
imports.  It  is  well  known  that  the  same 
article  has,  in  the  past,  paid  different  duties 
at  different  ports  of  entry.  I  have  had,  my- 
self, personal  experience  of  it,  and  brought 
it  up  before  the  department  and  never  been 
able  to  get  a  remedy.  I  have  brought  up 
cases  where  an  article,  entered  by  the  same 
importers,  at  one  port  was  admitted  at  a 
nominal  rate  of  duty  while  at  another  port 
it  was  charged  a  high  rate.  I  can  mention  the 
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case  if  the  hon.  gentleman  wishes  it.     Such 
cases  occur  constantly.    That  has  induced  the 
Boards  of  Trade  of  Toronto,  Montreal  and 
other  cities,  to  ask  that  some  other  system 
be  adopted.    Hon.  gentlemen  must  recognize 
and  it  is  only  human  nature  that  the  board  of 
customs  appraisers  being  appointees  of    the 
Crown,  their  whole  effort  is  to  increase  the  rate 
of  duty.     From  their  stand-point  it  may  be  a 
very  laudable  motive,  but  it  is  not  a  fair 
board  because  it  is  all  one  sided.     It  leaves 
the  decision  of  the  case  to  an  interested 
party,  and  we  know  that  appeals  from  deci- 
sions are  rarely  taken.     A  merchant  doing 
a  large  business  is  afraid  to  contest  a  case, 
because  he  knows  very  well  that  it  brings  on 
him  the  anger  and  indignation  of  the  cus- 
toms authorities,  and  they  hit  him  in  another 
way.     What  ought  to  be  provided,  and  what 
I  have  always  advocated,  is  a  quick  appeal — 
some  short  method  of  appeal  by  which  an 
independent   judgment    can    be    obtained. 
The     Premier     takes    that    view    himself. 
Naturally  the    head  of   the  department  is 
anxious  to  save  his  own  officials.     If  they 
feel  they  are  to  be  over-ruled  from  time  to" 
time,  they  are  not  so  zealous,  and  therefore 
the   tendency  of   the  head  of  the  depart- 
ment is  to  sustain  those  who  are  under  him. 
I  hope  if  he  wants  to  serve  the  commercial 
life   of    this    community,    he    will   propose 
next  session,  some  short  method  by  which 
an   independent    appeal    can   be   made    to 
a    judge    without     involving     any    serious 
costs.     Judges  have  to  interpret  cases  of  a 
similar  character  every  day.     There   is   no 
reason  why  a  judge  should  not   be  able   to 
draw  a  proper  conclusion  from  the  Customs 
Act.     The  parties  interested  would  neces- 
sarily call  in  expert  witnesses,  and  he  would 
be  guided  entirely  by  independent  testimony 
of  that  kind.     It  is  perfectly  clear  there  is 
a  great  deal  of  dissatisfaction  at  present  ex- 
isting.    The  moment  the  duties  went  up  to 
a  high  figure  the  dissatisfaction   became  all 
the  greaUr,  and  it  was  all  the  more  marked 
when  it  was  known  that  the  ruling  at  one 
port  was  not  the   same   as   the    ruling   at 
another   port.       It   was   that   feeling   that 
prompted  the   boards  of  trade  of  the  various 
cities  to  send  forward  the  resolutions,  which 
have  been  submitted  recently,  calling  for  a 
change  of  some  kind  in  the  mode  of  apprais- 
ment.     This  bill  does  not  meet  what  is  de- 
sired by  the  boards  of  trade  of  Canada.    It 
drops    the    assistant   commissioner   out   of 
the  list ;  that  is  all. 


Hon.  Mr.  POWER — Is    there  K-h  x.] 
assistant  oommissioaer  a.fc  all  t 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  do  not  know  wbrtir 
the  post  of  assistant  commissioner  Im-  5 
filled  since  Mr.  Watters  ceased  to  fill  :t ' 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-N 

it  has  not  been. 

Hon.  Mr.    SCOTT — In     that    respect  r 
difiPers   from  the    existing   law,  and  r.  t^^ 
makes  it  clear  that  three  shal  I  form  a  qin-^ 
but  it  must  be  quite  obvious  that  th<*etk-- 
are  subordinate  officers  of  the  departBae.: 
and    they    naturally    desire    to    hare  t; 
judgment   conform   to  that  of    the  saj^.o- 
officer.     They  are  not    an     independent  »: 
thority  in   any  sense.      Our  experiaioe  tr. 
us  so,  and  it  has  been  the  experience  of  t- 
mercantile  community  of  Canada,  and  i:' 
for  that  reason  that   it  is  thought  desirafr 
to  have  some  change.      The  only  change  t^'-' 
I  see  which  is  likely  to    be  acceptable  ;s  ts- 
one   that   prevails    in     the    United  Sta>*. 
where,  by  a  very  shoit  and  easy  pro«&.  jt<: 
can  take  an  appeal  to  a  local  judge  to  ioy^ 
pret  the  law. 

Hon.   Sir  MACKENZIE    BOWELL- 
That  is  not  the  system  in  the  States. 


Hon.  Mr.  POWER— No. 


Hon.  Mr. 
the  courts. 


SCOTT— There  is  an  appeal  f 


Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL- 
There  is  an  appeal,  in  the  United  States. 
from  the  decision  of  the  appraisers. 

Hon.  Mr.  OGIL VIE— While  we  hnrf 
petitions  from  the  boards  of  trade  in  Mod:- 
real  and  other  places,  I  would  not  hs" 
either  the  government  or  this  House  undff- 
stand  that  the  petition  from  the  board  y'- 
trade  in  Montreal  was  anything  like  unani- 
mous. I  have  heard  the  statement  made  !ij 
many  prominent  merchants  in  Montreal  tfci'. 
they  did  not  approve  of  it  in  any  way.  I 
was  asked  to  present  the  petition  here,  a!i<i 
I  consented,  but  I  said  that  I  was  cot  ic 
accord  with  it,  and  that  is  the  view  of  s 
great  many  of  our  merchants,  as  well  a.< 
merchants  in  other  places,  about  the  matts-r. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  hope  the  hot 
Minister  will  carry  out  his  promise,  or 
something  in  the  nature  of  a  promi5e,  ti 
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-oviding  for  an  appeal  from  the  decision  of 
le  Appraisers. 

Hon.  Mr.  ANGERS— It  has  been  stated 
lia.t  when  a  seizure  has  been  made  for  the 
ufringement  of  the  tariff,  this  seizure  is 
oil  owed  by  a  delay  of  thirty  days,  so  as  to 
itiord  the  party  interested  some  opportunity 
it  either  acquiescing  with  it  or  of  settling. 
tsow,  instead  of  an  appeal,  my  suggestion 
would  be  that  such  a  seizure,  after  thirty 
days,  should  be  submitted  for  the  ratification 
of  a  judge,  who  should  have  power  to  inquire 
and  investigate  and  decide  whether  the 
seizure  was  legally  made  or  whether  it 
should  be  released. 

Hon.    Sir  MACKENZIE    BOWELL— 
That  suggestion  is  possibly  a  very  good  one, 
but  to  carry  it   out   literally  would  prolong 
rather  than  expedite  the  settlement  of  the 
seizure.     I  wish  to  be  distinctly  understood 
as  to  what  fell  f  n>m  my  lips  in  the  shape  of  a 
promise — I  said  I   would  consider  the  mat- 
ter from    that  standpoint ;  whether  I   can 
get    my  colleagues  to  agree  with  me   is   an- 
other thing.     My  hon,  friend  who  has  just 
spoken  has  made  a  very  good  suggestion,  pro- 
vided you  did  not   have   the   delays    which 
would   occur   after   it  was   referred  to   the 
courts.     My    suggestion  was  this,  that   the 
moment  the  seizure   papers  are  received  the 
parties  upon   whom   the   seizure   has   been 
made  would  be  notified  and    the   papers   at 
once  sent  to  the  judge.     Then  let  them  put 
in  their  defence  to  the  judge  at  the  earliest 
moment  they  pleased.     The  only   diflSculty 
which  presents   itself   to  me   is  that   very 
question    of    delay,    and  a   prompt   decis- 
ion is  highly  important   to   the   merchant, 
because  a  merchant  may  bring  in  his  spring 
goods  and  if  a   question   as   to   the   proper 
duty  to  be  levied   on  them  is  raised,  and   if 
he  is  delayed  a   month   or   two   before  the 
ca.se  is  decided,  the  season   is  over  and  he 
may  sustain  a  serious  loss.     If  the  decision 
should  happen  to  be  in  favour  of  the   lower 
duty,  and   he  had  sold  them  subject  to  the 
decision  of  the  court,  he  would  make   some- 
thing.   If  on  the   contrary   he   had  to  pay 
a  higher   duty,    then  he  would   lose  that 
amount.    It     is     not     an     easy      matter 
to  deal  with,   as    those   who     have     had 
experience  will   testify.      My   object  is  to 
make  it  as  simple  as  possible.       We  all 
know  that  in  law  there  are  great  delays  ;  if 
matters  get  into  the  hands  of  the  lawyers 


the  delay  will  be  more  than  in  the  depart- 
ments. I  realize  the  truth  of  the  statement 
mcuie  by  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Ottawa 
that  diJSerences  occur  in  the  ratings  of 
duty  for  goods  at  the  different  ports. 
It  arises  many  times  in  such  a  way  that 
while  the  difference  of  the  rating  may 
appear  to  the  outside  world  as  being  erron- 
eous and  absurd,  they  may  be  strictly  cor- 
rect. Sometimes  you  will  get  goods  that 
bear  a  certain  rate  of  duty.  They  are  im- 
ported, say,  at  Montreal,  and  admitted  at  a 
certain  rate  of  duty.  Then  you  go  to  Toronto 
and  in  less  than  a  month  the  class  of  goods 
bearing  the  same  name  is  so  changed  as  to 
bring  it  under  another  item  of  the  tariff  and 
subject  to  a  different  duty.  You  may  call 
the  article  wincey ;  real  wincey  is  made  in  a 
certain  way  and  that  is  rated  20  per  cent 
in  one  port.  Then  it  would  be  imported  in 
another  port,  and  known  as  wincey  in  the 
trade,  but  made  of  such  a  mixture  of  mat- 
erial as  to  bear  a  higher  rate  of  duty.  The 
merchant  might  say  "  in  Montreal  they 
only  pay  20  per  cent  and  why  do  you 
rate  it  at  25  per  cent  here."  Until 
y.iu  can  put  the  two  articles  together, 
no  one  can  tell  whether  the  officer 
at  Toronto  is  right  or  not.  Another  fact  is 
this :  the  tariff  of  to-day  may  be  changed 
next  week,  The  moment  it  is  changed  the 
manufacturers  begin  to  produce  goods  that 
are  used  for  precisely  the  same  purpose  in 
such  a  way  as  to  bring  them  under  the  lower 
rate.  That  is  going  on  continually,  and  just 
as  long  as  you  have  different  rates  of  duty 
upon  different  articles,  and  different  qualities 
of  goods,  and  human  nature  remains  as  it  is 
— until  it  arrives  at  a  state  of  perfection 
which  I  do  not  expect  to  live  long  enough  to 
see,  more  particularly  in  dealing  with  custom 
matters — these  differences  will  arise.  The 
hon.  gentleman  knows  they  arose  during  his 
own  administration.  I  can  produce  scores 
of  books  of  decisions  given  by  my  prfdecesnor, 
the  Honourable  Mr.  Burpee.  I  find  that  he 
had  just  the  same  difficulties  before  this 
"  complicated  "  tariff  of  ours  existed  at  all. 
Difficulties  arise  so  long  as  you  have  men  all 
over  the  country  to  appraise  these  goods,  and 
just  so  long  as  you  have  importers  who  are 
not  scrupulously  honest.  I  suppose  they  are 
as  bad  as  politicians  in  some  cases ;  they  try 
to  get  an  advantage  where  they  can,  and 
that  will  continue  to  be  the  case  as  long  as 
we  have  a  tariff  of  different  rates  of  duties. 
I  think  I  had  quite  a  battle  with  my  hon. 
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friend  on  a  question  that  he  brought  under 
my  notice,  when  he  said  he  had  to  pay  more 
duties  than  he  ought  to  have  paid.  I  have 
a  good  defence,  but  I  do  not  think  it  is 
worth  while  to  enter  into  a  discussion  on 
the  subject  just  now. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— I  read  over  the 
petitions,  and  I  am  convinced,  with  the 
First  Minister,  that  the  employment  of 
customs  experts  would  not  meet  the  objects 
of  the  trade  generally.  It  would  be  an  ex- 
pensive I  .oard,  without  securing  any  adequate 
benefit,  or  remove  the  causes  of  the  alleged 
grievances,  and  you  could  not  appoint  a 
board  with  sufficient  knowledge  of  every 
branch  of  commerce.  The  present  board,  as 
constituted,  is  as  good  as  any  we  can  have. 
The  only  question  in  my  mind  is  with  regard 
to  the  appeal  from  any  decision  of  the 
board.  That  should  be  as  summary  and  as 
prompt  OS  possible  and  should  be  to  u  judge. 

Hon.  Mr.  ANGERS— For  a  ratification 
of  a  seizure  1 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— Yes.  I  consider 
that  it  is  all  that  is  necessary  to  meet  the 
objections  to  the  present  system. 

Hon.  Mr.  ANGERS— The  objection 
made  to  this  proposal  is  the  long  delay 
which  might  take  place,  and  which  might 
be  dang  rous  to  trade.  If  the  hon. 
Minister  decides  upon  bringing  in  a  measure 
of  this  kind,  I  would  suggest  that  provision 
should  be  made  to  allow  the  merchant  to 
give  a  bond,  pending  the  decision,  so  that 
he  could  get  his  goods  meanwhile,  and  not 
incur  the  risk  of  losing  the  sale. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BO  WELL— 
The  moment  you  take  a  bond,  you  would 
have  the  political  pressure  brought  to  bear 
to  release  that  bond.  Such  pressure  not 
only  exi.sts  to-day  but  has  existed  from 
time  immemorial,  and  will  continue  to  exist. 

Hon.  ilr.  SCOTT— The  only  way  is  to 
deposit  the  duty. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
That  is  a  practical  suggestion,  which  might 
be  accepted. 

Hon.  Mr!^fiEESOR— I  beg  to  ask  the 
hon.  Minister  JllCustoms  whether  the  regu 


lation  of  his  department  oontinuesdiic- 
namely,  to  rate  the  duties  withoat  rear.' 
the  value  of  the  goods,  providing  ihtji-z 
under  a  certain  bead  f     For  insULoe.  ■. 
pose    canned     fish    or     canned  fniit-  .. 
being  imported  ;  the  duty  on  certain et.-- 
fruits  being  very   high,  of  a  veryair: 
class,  they  would  put  on  a  certain  vslsr  ■ 
in  Toronto.     Then,  there  are  other  ^m  ■ 
an  inferior  quality,  being  made  of  an  ki-.. 
class  of  goods.     Take  canned  apples,  av.' 
pumpkins,  canned  peaches,  caaned  tpti 
— there  is  a  great  difference  id  iiict 
remember  importing   goods  of  thxt  b. 
although  not  as  a  merchant    A  ^k  r- 
owing  to  me  in  the  United  States :  1  i  j. 
the  party  had  failed,  and  I  wen'  anr.  i 
was  obliged  to  accept  such  goods  as  b  i> 
on  hand.     I  got  an  inferior  lot  of  goo-  : 
course,  at   a   low    price,  and   I  oSem  ' 
duty,  as  specified  in  the  statutes,  of  1-  :- 
cent  of  the  cost  of  the  goods  at  thf, 
where   they   had   been    manufactured  <_ 
canned,  and  where  I  got  them.    iMuld: 
get    them    passed     in    Toronto  at  ti- 
rates.     They  wanted  to  put  on  the  tr. 
est    rate    that    was    put    upon  a  hi. 
class  of  goods,  because  they  said  the  ta 
were  got  up  in  the  same  manner,  and  C' 
could  not  tell  anything  of  the  value  of  '••• 
contents  of    the  can.     They  said  1  r.;..' 
apply  to  Ottawa,  and  get  a  reduction  tis- 
I  hafipened  to  come  to  Ottawa  in  the  wr- 
of  a  month  or  two,  and  I  applied  tomy.t-- 
friend   before  me.       He   took  me  ini'  ■ 
office,  and  sent  for  the  first  officer,  I  sufp" 
and  consulted  him.     I  thought  that  faea;- 
a  little  delay  had  occurred  after  the^■•'" 
came  over  they  might  not  be  so  gw'.  •^ 
might  be  inferior,  and  I  wanted  the  uti;-' 
reduced  on  that  account,  but  the  dcK 
ment  would  not  do  it.     I  asked  niybc 
friend,  if  I  brought  evidence  to  p;ov''  "■" 
value,  or  had  evidence  taken  in  Toronti'v  ■ 
the  real  valueof  the  goods,  whetherh«»-'J' 
accept  that,  but  he  said  no.  Theconi^ioi-: ' 
was  the  duty  they  wanted  me  to  pay  »i- ' 
that  the  goods  were  worth,  an  1 1  iDi«ieii/>  V 
mind  that  I  would  not  pay  the  duty  Mil"- 
freight  in   addition,   so   the  goods  reO'J 
where  they  were.     If  I  had  gone  iiit««=; 
and  got  experts  to  prove  what  the  C"" 
cost  I  might  have  obtained  them,  iof '* 
goods  did  not  realize  as  much  ail*'™':, 
pay  in  duties.     They  realized  »  ''fj?  ■''"^' 
sum.     These  things  are  very  annoYing '' 
man  who  under  any  circumstances  l*  "■ 
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•ort  goods.  It  is  very  annoying  to  have 
>a.y  a.  second  value  or  lose  the  goods,  or 
to  expense  before  you  can  get  them.  I 
•e  never  imported  goods  of  that  kind 
ee. 

bion.  Sir  TRANK  SMITH— Where  they 
Lt&t.ion8  of  a  better  class  of  goods  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  REESOR— No,  I  do«ot  think 
There  was  the  name  of  the  article  on 
=>  can.  It  was  canned  fruit,  but  very  in- 
ior  cheap  goods.  The  duties  they  asked 
>uld  amount  to  more  than  the  goods  were 
>rth,  and  more  than  I  had  paid  for  them, 
wish  to  ask  whether  the  regulations  are 
ill  the  samet 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BO  WELL— The 
gulations  in  reference  to  the  rate  of  duty 
e  precisely  the  same  as  they  have  been 
nee  Confederation.  There  has  been 
3  change  at  aU.  The  law  provides  strictly 
[»d  positively  how  articles  shall  be  rated  for 
uty.  If  the  goods  bore  a  specific  duty,  the 
uality  of  the  goods  would  have  nothing 
'hatever  to  do  with  the  rate  of  duty  which 
lie  importer  would  have  to  pay.  They 
light  be  valueless,  or  they  might  be  very 
ood.  If  canned  fruit  bore  two  cents  per 
an,  the  quality  would  have  nothing  what- 
iver  Ui  do  with  the  rate  of  duty  to  be  im- 
)osed. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— The  hon.  gentleman 
laid  the  duty  was  25  per  cent. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BO  WELL— Yes 

I  know,  but  if  they  bore  an  ad  valorem  duty 

of  2.5  or  20  per  cent  that  rate  of  duty  would 

be  levied  upon  the  value  of  the  goods  in  the 

market  where  purchased,  and  not  what  they 

were   worth  in   Canada.     You  might  bring 

100  cans  of  peaches  from  the  United  States 

and  pay  10  cents  a  can  for  them,  or  20cenU, 

and  when  you  got  them  in  Canada  you  might 

find  they   were  worthless.     That  would  not 

make  any  difference,  as   far  as   the  law   is 

concerned.     That   would  be   an  incident  of 

which  you  would  have  to  bear  the  results  of 

loss  or  profit,  as  the  case  may  be. 

Hon.  Mr.  REESOR— I  offered  the  duty 
of  2.5  per  cent  upon  what  the  articles  cost, 
and  I  thought  what  they  cost  me  at  the 
place  of  production  was  the  value. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
No :  you  are  wrong.  You  might  go  to  a 
fruit  market  in  the  United  States  and  buy 
one  thousand   cans   of  fruit  and  the  man 


might  say  to  you,  "  Mr.  Reesor,  where  are 
you  going  to  sell  these? "  You  would  say, 
"I  am  going  to  take  them  to  Canada." 
Then  he  might  say,  "Well,  if  you  take  them 
to  Canada  I  will  give  them  to  you  at  20 
per  cent  less  than  I  would  sell  to  my 
neighbour  who  deals  in  them  in  my  market "; 
you  ooald  not  have  the  advantage  of  that 
20  per  cent  when  you  came  back  to  Toronto, 
you  would  have  to  pay  the  duty  on  the  fair 
market  value  of  the  goods  in  the  market 
where  they  were  purchased  at  the  time  of 
the  purchase.  Supposing  you  went  to  that 
market  and  they  gave  you  1,000  cans,  would 
you  have  under  the  law,  or  would  it  be 
right  equitable  or  just  that  you  should  bring 
that  1,000  cans  that  you  got  for  nothing  and 
compete  with  my  hon.  friend  on  my  left  or 
any  one  else  on  the  market?  The  law 
recognizes  nothing  of  that  kind.  You  may 
get  them  as  cheaply  as  you  please,  but  the 
law  lays  down  the  principle  that,  as  far 
as  Canada  is  concerned,  we  impose  the  same 
rate  of  duty  upon  you,  who  obtained  the 
articles  cheap  as,  we  do  on '  the  man  who 
pays  the  full  market  value. 

Hon.  Mr.  REESOR— I  understand  that, 
but  this  is  not  the  case  of  that  kind  at  all. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I 
know  nothing  of  your  case. 

Hon.  Mr.  REESOR — I  want  an  answer 
to  my  question  as  to  my  case. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— If 
you  would  give  me  the  papers  and  give  me 
an  opportunity  to  examine  the  value  of  the 
goods  in  the  market  whence  they  were  ex- 
ported, and  give  me  time  to  ascertain  the 
price  at  which  they  were  sold,  I  will  give 
you  an  answer,  but  otherwise  I  cannot. 

Hon.  Mr.  REESOR — I  cannot  do  that  now. 

Hon.    Sir   MACKENZIE   BOWELL— 

The  probability  is  that  it  was  a  job  lot,  or 
you  may  have  got  them  cheaper  for  exporta- 
tion than  they  would  sell  them  for  home 
consumption. 

Hon.  Mr.  REESOR— If  I  could  have  sold 
them   for  the   money  I  paid   for  them,    I 

would  have  been  satisfied  and  would  not 
have  imported  them  at  all ;  but  I  was  will- 
ing to  pay  duty  on  them  on  the  price  I  paid 
and  I  doubted  whether  they  were  worth  it. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
You  may  have  been  right  or  you  may  have 
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been  wrong.  If  you  bought  them  cheaper 
than  their  market  price  at  the  time  you 
would  have  to  pay  duty  on  the  value  of  the 
goods  in  the  market  from  whence  exported. 

Hon.  Mr.  REESOR— I  did  not  buy  them 
cheaper  than  the  market  value.  How  is  a 
man  to  prove  the  market  value  ?  Must  he 
go  and  bring  over  the  people  from  whom  he 
purchased  them  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  DEVER— I  might  go  to  New 
York  for  a  few  days  and  see  goods 
sold  at  auction,  and  purchase,  borUi 
fide,  a  certain  quantity  at  lower 
rates  than  they  would  be  sold  by  the 
wholesale  merchant.  Now,  I  claim  that  I 
should  only  pay  the  ad  valorem  duty  on 
what  1  gave  for  the  goods.  I  should  be 
allowed  to  import  the  goods  and  simply  pay 
the  duty  on  the  price  that  I  honestly  paid 
for  them  at  auction  or  otherwise  1  Why 
should  I  be  handicapped  because  I  happen- 
ed to  get  a  bargain,  because  I  was  fortunate 
enough  to  be  there  and  had  cash  to  pay  for 
the  goods  1  Why  should  I  be  put  on  a  level 
with  the  man  who  purchases  through  agents 
and  who  may  have  to  pay  more  than  the 
real  market  value  1  Certainly  mer- 
chants should  get  all  the  advantages  they 
can  for  their  wisdom  and  experience  in 
business,  and  not  be  placed  on  the  same 
level  with  men  who  have  not  had  experience. 
I  have  always  held  that  view,  but  I  knov^ 
it  is  not  the  view  held  in  the  Customs 
Department.  It  is  a  hardship  to  men  who 
know  how  to  look  after  their  business,  to  be 
put  on  a  level  with  men  who  do  not  under- 
stand their  business.  There  is  no  advantage 
in  being  clever  and  capable  of  buying  at  the 
cheapest  rates,  when  you  compel  a  man  to 
pay  duty  on  the  same  value  that  is  paid  by 
inexperienced  men.  It  is  an  arbitrary  law 
and  should  be  clianged. 

Hon.  Mr.  REESOR— The  law  ought  to 
be  amended. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the  bill 
was  read  a  second  time. 

The  bill  was  referred  to  the  Committee  of 
Whole  and  reported  without  amendment, 
and  was  then  read  a  third  time  and  passed. 

PENITENTIARIES  ACT  AMEND- 
MENT   BILL. 

FIRST   AND   SECOND   HEADINGS. 

A  message  was  received  from  the  House 
of  Commons  with  Bill  (131)  "An  Act  fur- 


ther to  amend  tl^e  Act  respectiof  Par- 
tiaries." 

Hon.     Sir     MACKENZIE    EoWE 
moved  the  second  reading  of  the  lil 
said  :     I  will    explain    the    detaiis  t-i 
row  at  the  committee    stage.     The  ^.■ 
principle  of  the  bill  is   to  create  uuf  •-. 
in  the  payment  of  salaries   to  the  iif- 
wardens  and  officers  of  penitentiari?-. :; 
der  that  there  may  be  no  difficultv  >-.  •_ 
ing    changes    between     the    wardes- 
deputy  wardens  of   the    different  :*£.■ 
tiaries.     It  also  provides  for  the  clasai  ■-". 
of  the  chaplains  as  well.     So  that,  ».- 
difficulty  arises,  or  dii^satisfactiun  en--- 
may  be  possible  to  remove   a  ward«  : 
one  penitentiary  to  another,  or  wferr 
require  an  experienced  man  you  cat  '■. 
him  to  a  penitentiary  where  such  a  i 
required. 

•Hon.  Mr.  POWER— While  there mj 
a  good  deal  of  force  in  the  argument  .'f  "- 
Minister  with  respect  to  the  desiraJi  /';  ' 
uniformity  of  salaries   in    the  case  >«  "> 
wardens,  Idor.o,    think  that  that  est.-:, 
to  the  surgeons  and  chaplains.     As  .^  r.- 
the  surgeon  is  some  one  who  lives  at  tk  pLi  • 
where  the  penitentiary  is  situated,  a&i  '■'■ 
chaplain  is  inthesame  position.  Inkwti'-.:- 
the  schedules  of  the  bill,  I  find  that  thf  si. 
of  the  surgeon  is  to  be  ^1,500  andtlwssk' 
of  the  chaplain  8800.    Those  salaries  m  *  • 
to  be   reasonable  enough  for  lar^  pfs-'' 
tiaries,  like  those  of  St.  Vincent  de  Psnli'- 
Kingston,  but  take  the  case  of  a  caai'-r 
tively  small  penitentiary,  like  that  at  Mi 
ton,  or  the  penitentiary  in  British  Coxn'.r- 
or  the  one  in  Manitoba  ;  there  is  no  rrafc 
why  8800  should  be  paid  to  thechaplsin-' 
$1,500  to  the  surgeon  at  any  of  tbasep''" 
A  medical  man  residing  at  Moncton,  or  Ne* 
Westminster,  or  Winnipeg  can  vetr  »'- 
attend  to  the  local  penitentiary— tbet«  i'» 
comparatively  few  criminals  kept  in  any  •< 
them.  It  is  a  grejit  mistake  to  confine  cte- 
lains  and  surgeons  to  the  penitenuarr  *•■ 
vice  with  practically  almost  nothing  W  '•'' 
That  is  one  point  to  which  I  propose  to  dir^" 
attention  when  the  bill  is  referred  to  »i 
mittee  of  the    whole.     Of  course,  there  u 
something  in  what  the  First  Minister  !* 
said  with  respect  to  the  wardens,  bo' "'''.' 
uniformity  should  go  down  to  all  the  otU; 
offices  I  do  not  see.  In  a  penitentian' »')'?'' 
there  are  400  prisoners,  the  surgeon,  the  A'f 
lain,  the  schoolmaster,  the  hospital  owR*r. 
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}  fee  ward  and  other  ofScials  have  all  a 
>  de^kl  more  to  do  than  in  a  little  peni- 
.f».T-y  where  there  may  be  only  40  prison- 
Tlie  net  result  of  this  will  be  to  in- 
^e  the  expenditure  on  penitentiaries. 

oil.  Mr.  KAULBACH— If  a  chaplain's 
es  a.re  to  be  confined  solely  to  the  peni- 
-itiry,  if  he  is  not  to  be  allowed  to  per- 
il any  service  outside  of  the  penitentiary, 
n  I  cannot  see   why  the  salaries  should 

be  uniform,  and  the  same  remark  applies 
ivery  officer  whose  time  is  solely  occupied 
his  duty.  In  case  a  change  should  be 
:essary  from  one  to  another  of  the  insti- 
ions,  there  would  be  no  difficulty  in 
king  the  change  if  the  salaries  wert  uni- 
'in.  An  officer  would  have  a  disinclin- 
on  to  change  to  another  penitentiary  if 
i  salary  would,  by  that  change,  be  re- 
icecl.  In  the  interests  of  the  service  gen- 
ally,  I  think  the  salaries  should  be  uni- 
rm  especially  if  the  duties  and  services 
•o  to  be  confined  to  the  institution, 
I  that  those  objections  would  not 
rise,  as  they  have  aiisen  with  regard  to 
le  penitentiary  in  British  Columbia,  I  be- 
.eve  the  salaries  there  are  not  equal  to 
hose  in  other  penitentiaries,  and  improve- 
aents,  which  were  desirable,  could  not  be 
nade  in  consequence  of  officers  being  un- 
villing  to  change  at  a  pecuniary  loss. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the  bill 
kvas  read  the  second  time. 

The  Senate  then  adjourned. 


THE  SENATE. 


Ottatva,  Friday,  19th  July,  1895. 

The  SPEAKER  took  the  Chair  at  Three 
o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 

THE  PRINTIN(}  OF    PARLIAMENT. 

FIFTH  REPORT. 

Hon  Mr.  READ,  from  the  Joint  Commit- 
tee on  the  printing  of  Parliament,  presented 
their  fifth  report.  He  said :  The  two 
reports  which  this  report  amends  provide  for 
an  increase  of  pay  to  a  Mr.  Chamberlain, 
which  has  been  objected  to,  and  it  also 
recommends  that  an  increase  to  another  per- 
son whose  name  I  do  not  re-jollect,  should 
commence  in  1892.  This  report  recommends 
that  the  increase  should  commence  the  1st 


of  July  this  year  instead.  The  other  reports 
recommends  that  a  certain  man,  by  the  name 
of  Meehan,  be  employed  in  the  distribution 
department  at  $400  a  year.  This  report 
recommends  that  he  be  paid  for  this  session, 
as  he  has  been  employed  this  session  at  the 
same  rate  as  a  sessional  clerk.  The  former 
report  recommends  that  three  copies  of  a 
certain  map  be  sent  to  each  member  of  the 
House  of  Commons  and  each  Senator.  This 
report  amends  the  former  report  by  provid- 
ing that  only  one  be  sent  to  each  member  of 
the  House  of  Commons  and  each  Senator. 
I  may  say  that  this  is  an  economical  govern- 
ment ;  they  do  not  wish  to  increase  the  ex- 
pense. I  believe  the  Finance  Minister  ob- 
jected to  these  recommendations  of  the 
committee,  whose  members  perhaps  did  not 
feel  that  they  had  to  furnish  the  money 
themselves.  I  move  that  this  report,  in 
conjunction  with  the  two  other  reports  to 
which  it  refers,  be  taken  into  consideration 
at  the  next  sitting  of  the  House. 
The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

EXTRA  SITTINGS. 

MOTION. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL  mov- 
ed : 

That  for  the  remainder  of  the  session  there  he 
two  distinct  sittings  of  the  Senate  upon  each  day 
of  the  session,  the  iirst  of  such  sittings  to  begin  to- 
day at  three  o'clock  in  the  afternoon,  and  to  con- 
tinue until  six  o'clock  in  the  afternoon,  unless  the 
Senate  be  sooner  adjourned,  the  second  of  such 
sittings  to  begin  at  eight  o'clock  in  the  evening, 
and  to  conlinue  until  such  time  as  the  Senate  ad- 
journs, each  of  such  sittings  to  l)e  considered  as  a 
distinct  sitting. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

MONTREAL  HARBOUR. 

INQUIRY. 

Hon.  Mr.  DESJARDINS— I  wifih  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  First  Minister  to  tl;e 
fact  that  the  documents  relating  to  the  har- 
bour of  Montreal,  which  he  has  laid  on  the 
table,  are  not  complete.  The  most  import- 
ant document  is  missing — the  report  of  the 
three  engineers  appointed  to  make  a  com- 
plete investigation  of  the  question.  Perhaps 
the  hon.  gentleman  would  be  able  to  inform 
the  House  whether  lie  has  received  any  of- 
ficial notice  with  reference  to  the  removal  of 
the  embargo  from  Canadian  cattle.  This 
morning's  Citizen  contains  the  following 
item : 

It  is  rejOTrted  that  the  Belgian  government  is 
about  to  authorize  the  importation  of  several  ship- 
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menu  of  Canadian  cattle  and  if  they  prove  latis- 
factory  the  embargo  will  be  removed. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
Yes,  I  had  an  intimation  from  a  Belgian 
gentleman,  unoiBcially,  however,  that  the 
Belgian  government  were  prepared  to  re- 
move the  embargo  upon  certain  conditions. 
Just  before  coming  to  the  Senate  I  received 
the  following  cable  from  Sir  Charles  Tupper : 

Am  informed  by  Van  Bruyssel  that  Belgian 
Government  instructing  Consul  at  Ottawa  by 
mail  that  they  will  permit  experimental  shipmente 
of  Canadian  cattle  to  Belgian  ports,  October, 
November  and  December,  and  will  remove  the 
embargo  altogether  if  no  pleuro-pneumonia  is 
discovered. 

It  is  very  satisfactory,  and  as  I  have  every 
reason  to  believe  that  there  is  no  such  dis- 
ease in  Canada,  we  may  at  least  look  for- 
ward to  have  the  embargo  removed  entirely 
so  far  as  Belgian  ports  are  concerned.  The 
moment  I  got  this  I  sent  a  copy  of  it  to  the 
leader  of  the  other  House  in  order  that  he 
might  give  the  same  information  to  the 
Commons. 

THIRD  READING. 

Bill  (140)  "An  Act  further  to  amend  the 
Customs  Act." — (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell.) 

SENATE  AND  HOUSE  OF  COMMONS 
ACT  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

FIRST   READING. 

A  Message  was  received  from  the  House 
of  Commons  with  Bill  (143)  "An  Act  fur- 
ther to  amend  the  Act  respecting  the  Senate 
and  the  House  of  Common.s." 

The  bill  was  read  the  first  time. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON  moved  that  the 
41st  rule  be  suspended  with  r&spoct  to  this 
bill. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  object  to  the  sus- 
pension of  the  rule.  This  is  a  bill  which 
should  not  be  passed  at  all,  and  under  the 
circumstances  the  rule  should  not  be  sus- 
pended. 

The  second  reading  of  the  bill  was  fixed 
for  the  next  sitting  of  the  House. 

BILLS  INTRODUCED. 

Bill  (14.5)  "An  Act  to  authorize  the 
Treasury  Board  to  exempt  curtain  societies 


I 


from  the  operation  of  the  Insarazm  A. 
(Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell.) 

Bill(120  "An  Act  to  amend  theX.r: 
Irrigation  Act." — (Sir  Mackenzie  Ix-^-. 

Bill  (144)  "  An  Act  further  to  s«n 
Winding  Up  Act"— (Sir  Mackeniiea.  i 

Bill  (142)  "  An  Act  to  eneonn?? "' 
lead  smelting." — (Mr.  Fetguson.) 

Bill  (121)  "  An  Act  further  xomn 
North-west  Territories  Represeoiao-.i  i 
— (Mr.  Ferguson.) 

Bill  (51)  "An  Act  further  to  m^:: 
Criminal  Code,  1892."— (Sir  M»i 
Bowell.) 

SOUTH  SHORE  RAILW.\Y  0'.' 
PANY^  BILL 

FIRST  AND  SECOND  BEAOISC. 

A  Message  was  received  from  t'w  3  • 
of  Commons  vnth  Bill  (88)  "  An-\inr~-- 
ing  the  South  Shore  Railwav  Cot:  • 
(Limited)." 

The  bill  was  read  the  first  time. 


Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH  moved  tb-  •-- 1 
■pension  of   the  41st  rule  of  the  Hoo-*'  *" 
reference  to  this  bill. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH  moved  th.-w- 
reading  of  the  bill.     He  said:  The^-'- 
been  a  conflict  between  two  compani*'  «- 
I  believe  has  been  amicably  arranged  ■-  '■'- 
other  House.     All  the  debts  of  the  oi'i  '■••- 
pany  are  to  be  liquidated.     The  C'-'- 
litigation  are  assured,  and  the  charter  i':- 
old  company  is  not  to  be  revived    1:  • 
be  thoroughly  discussed  in  committw- 

The  motion  was  agreed  to  and  the  bi.i"' 
read  the  second  time. 

DOMINION  OF  CANADA  nV^ 
COMPANY'S  BILL 

FIRST  AND  SECOND  READISSS- 

A  Message  was  received  from  the  H'-t" 
of  Commons  with  Bill  (100)  "An  .Vt  t.  i 
corporate  the  Dominion  Trusts  GomK' 

The  bill  was  read  the  first  time. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLEMOW  moved  the  ^^r^ 
sion  of  the  41st  rule  with  respect  tothi?''" 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 
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.    lUr.   CLEMOW  moved  the  second 
5  o€  the  bill. 

I.  :Mr.  MacINNES  (Burlington)— I 
received  a  telegram  that  there  is 
sf  company  with  very  nearly  the  same 
and  it  is  desirable  that  we  should  not 
.wo  companies  doing  the  same  kind  of 
!Si3  under  similar  names.  I  suppose 
oper  place  to  have  the  name  of  this 
iixy  changed  will  be  in  the  Committee 
.nking  and  Commerce,  to  which  it  is  to 
"erred. 

e    motion  was  agreed  to  and  the  bill 
-ea<l  the  second  time. 

EPENDENT   ORDER  OP  FORES- 
TERS BILL. 

FIRST    READING. 

• 

^Message  was  received  from  the  House 
:k>mmon8  with  Bill  (84)  "An  Act  to 
ad  the  Act  incorporating  the  Supreme 
rt  of  the  Oi-der  of  'Foresters. 

he  bill  was  read  the  first  time. 

Ion,  Mr.  CLEMOW  moved  the  suspen- 
i  of  the  41st  rule  with  respect  tothisbilL 

Ion.  Mr.  SCOTT — This  is  an  opposed 
There  has  been  a  very  considerable 
)res.sion  of  opinion  against  the  policy  of 
jwing  this  legislation  to  go.  The  gen- 
luan  who  is  the  chairman  of  the  Banking 
d  Commerce  Committee  regretted  that  he 
is  oV)liged  to  leave  before  the  bill  could  be 
nsidered,  and  therefore  I  think  it  should 
it  be  pushed  on  till  the  copies  of  the  bill 
e  in  the  possession  of  hon.  gentlemen, 
tie  chief  objection  to  it  is  that  they  propose 
lat  the  beneficiaries  shall  receive  hereafter 
5,000  instead  of  §3,000,  and  the  last 
oaendment  in  the  House  of  Commons  Bill 
mtained  a  very  extraordinary  clause  which 
Uowed  any  member  of  the  order  to  leave  at 
ny  time  and  join  at  a  subsequent  period  ; 
n  the  meantime  he  did  not  forfeit  his  posi- 
ion,  except  that  during  the  time  he  was  in 
irrears  he  would  not  receive  any  benefits, 
Mt  the  amounts  that  were  due  from  him 
vtK  not  collectable.  It  became  merely  op- 
tional whether  he  should  pay  them  or  not. 
I  then  had  the  curiosity  to  turn  up  their  last 
tetum  and  found  that  the  society  last  year 
received  from   all    sources    ?7  00,000    odd. 


Those  are  the  receipts  of  every  kind ;  and 
the  e2p>ense  of  management  was  $136,000 
which  was  rather  an  extr.iordinary  condition 
of  things,  showing  that  the  society  was 
rather  run  for  the  officers.  The  actuaries 
and  insurance  companies  in  Ontario,  and,  I 
believe,  in  Ottawa,  declared  that  it  was  a 
very  dangerous  permission  to  give  the 
society.  It  means  that  the  society  would 
become  in  a  very  short  time  insolvent  if 
permitted  to  obtain  the  amendments  pro- 
posed. 

Hon.  Mr.  OGILVIE— There  are  other 
grave  objections  to  the  bill  besides  those 
mentioned  by  the  hon.  member  for  Ottawa. 
While  they  are  a  benefit  society,  so-called,  it 
is  all  very  well ;  but  if  they  are  going  to  make 
it  an  in-surance  company,  then  they  had  better 
come  under  the  insurance  laws.  The  life 
insurance  companies  have  to  submit  to  all 
the  directions  of  the  inspector  of  insurance 
here.  We  are  dictated  to  as  to  how  we  shall 
invest  our  money,  and  how  we  are  to  keep 
what  amount  we  have  on  hand  to  meet  the 
policies  of  those  who  may  become  claimants 
upon  the  company,  so  that  they  may  be  per- 
fectly safe.  While  these  were  benefit  com- 
panies for  amounts  ranging  from  8500  to 
|l,000  or  even  up  to  $3,000,  there  was 
nothing  said  about  them,  but  if  life  insur- 
ance companies  have  to  undergo  all  those 
restrictions  and  this  society  wants  to  take 
the  place  of  life  insurance  companies,  there 
is  no  objection  to  their  doing  that  at  all,  but 
let  them  come  under  the  life  insurance  laws 
just  the  same  as  life  insurance  compjjiies  do, 
and  then  there  can  be  no  objection,  except 
the  one  spoken  of  by  the  hon.  member  for 
Ottawa — that  is,  that  they  are  not  generally 
so  well  mana$red  as  a  good  life  insurance 
company  is.  Life  insurance  companies  have 
the  very  best  men  to  manage  their  affairs. 
We  know  that  the  men  who  have  charge 
of  this  society  do  not  possess  the  same 
ability,  because  they  are  not  pa^d  as  well 
to  look  after  their  affairs ;  and  I  am 
afraid  that  as  years  go  on  many  of  those 
who  have  been  paying  their  monthly  dues 
will  find  that  their  money  is  lost.  The 
society  now  want  §5,000,  and  in  that  same 
circular  they  say  that  it  should  be  810,000. 
There  is  no  doubt  if  they  get  .$5,000  now 
they  will  want  $10,000  soon,  and  those  who 
have  been  paying  in  their  dues  I  am  afraid 
in  many  ca-es  will  find  that  the  society  will 
go  to  pieces  and  there  will  be  nothing  to 
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pay  claims  against  them.  Our  gooJ  and 
paternal  government,  who  have  passed  laws 
to  make  insurance  companies  good  and  se- 
cure, should  be  just  as  particular  about 
making  the  societies  safe  for  the  public. 
There  are  three  or  four  reasons  why  this 
society  should  not  be  allowed  to  increase 
beyond  the  present  amount.  They  have 
already  reached  the  limit  to  which  they 
should  be  allowed  to  go.  Even  in  the  other 
House,  the  chairman  of  the  committee  was 
satisfied  that  I  was  right. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  have  the  bill  before 
me  now,  and  the  clause  to  which  I  made 
reference  reads  in  this  way  : 

No  person  who  is,  or  who  has  been,  or  hereaf- 
ter becomes  a  member  of  the  order  shall  be  liable 
for  any  assessment,  dues  or  fines  to  the  order  or 
for  any  debts  or  liabilities  of  the  order,  but  all 
payment  of  assessments,  dues  or  fines  shall  be  vol- 
untary on  the  part  of  the  member:  provided 
always  that  during  the  time  any  member  is  in  de- 
fault with  respect  to  any  assessments,  dues  or 
fines  such  member  shall  not,  nor  shall  his  benefici- 
aries, be  entitled  to  any  pecuniary  benefits  of  the 
order. 

In  the  case  of  an  epidemic,  the  members 
may  drop  out  and  decline  to  pay  their  calls. 
You  are  interfering  with  the  law  of  the  land. 
They  have  entered  into  a  compact  with  the 
company  to  pay  those  dues,  and  here  we 
declare  that  they  shall  be  exonerated  and  it 
shall  be  perfectly  voluntary.  We  have  not 
authority  to  disturb  civil  contracts.  That  is 
a  question  purely  within  the  jurisdiction  of 
the  province.  Civil  rights  are,  we  all  know, 
an  adjunct  of  provincial  power  and  this 
parliament  has  no  right  or  authority  to  deal 
with  the  subject.  We  cannot  cancel  those 
contracts  already  made  under  the  law  of  the 
province.  I  shall  object  to  the  passage  of 
the  bill  and  take  a  vote  on  the  second 
reading. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLEMOW— That  amendment 
was  proposed  in  the  House  and  adopted. 
The  association  now  has  a  reserve  fund  to  the 
amount  of  $1,500,000,  and  a  very  large 
number  of  the  parties  interested  in  this 
association  are  men  of  considerable  means 
and  good  standing  in  society,  and  will  be 
able  to  meet  any  obligations  they  incur.  As 
I  understand,  the  whole  point  involved  is 
whether  they  should  be  allowed  to  issue 
policies  for  $5,000  instead  of  |3,000.  The 
original  bill  gave  them  power  to  issue  policies 
for  §3,000.     The  principle  is  affirmed,  and 


all  they  want  is  that  the  acotKLK 
increased  to  $5,000. 

Hon.   Mr.     SULLIVAN— Whs- 
annual  payment  f 

Hon.  Mr.  CLEMOW— Aboot  -t-. 
what  is  charged  bj  insaranoe  ctdir— 
less,  but  they  are  satisfied.      The  .^ 
well  managed,  and  is  perfects  vi. 
come  under  the  provisions  of  tLe  I-- 
Insurance  Act,  I  believe  perfectlv  « 
pay  the  $100,000,  and  to  be  si^bj^ 
inspection  of  the  government  inrf- 
insurance.     They  are  willing  to  ct: ; 
all  those  conditions.     I  have  d'aI^: 
with  the  bill,  but  was  .simply  a^kr:  ■ 
charge  of  it.      They  went  into  a  -r- 
inquiry  in  the  other  House  and  cr._: 
grant  the  society  the  privil^e  conf-— - 
the  amendment  ^read   by  the  hoc  t . 
from  Ottawa.     There  are  parties  »^b'- 
that  $5,000  is  little  enough  to  tire  ■ 
family  in  case  of  death.     If  thev  is.-.  o 
it  aflects  no  p  rson  but  themse^v*.   • 
the  event  of  the  company  becomiaj  i":- 
these  original  parties  are  still  ii.:'. 'v  : 
called  upon  for  the  assessme&ts.    !r  ' 
case  they  would  pay  everything  as- : 
ties  sustaining  loss.    However,  these  i;- 
can  be   better   discussed   in  comiaii:- 
think  we   will  satisfy   the  committ"-  ■ 
they  are  acting  in  a  becoming  muty; 
deserve  to  obtain  the  concession  tb'. 
at  the  present  time. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULAACH-Idoa<- 
what  the  bill  is,  but  if  it  comes  ntfe' 
sup>erintendeDce  of   the  inspect-or  «'  i- 


Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— No,  it  does  not 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— Thea  1 :. 
we  should  not   grant  them  this  er.r.. 
power.     We  should  place  some  sna?; 
them    and  provide   some  mean't  i)v  i: 
supervision  should  be  had  of  thetiiii:^'- 
condition  of  the  company. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWEII- 
The  suggestion  made  by  the  hon.  mtc'- 
from  Lunenburg  seems  tome  to  havr  a  i°>' 
deal  of  force,  and  if  I  might  also  m»k.' a  >.. 
gestion,  I  think  as  this  principle  of  insar^  • 
is  not  as  well  and  fully  understood  as  fh:  ■ 
termed  "  old  line  policies  of  life  insuiaa-.'. 
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(1  Ise  vrell  if  my  hon.  friend  'would  not 
lis  itpposition  to  the  extent  of  a  vote 
Ii  o  second  reading,  but  would  allow  it 
txj*  committee  where  those  who  are 
ste^d  in  the  measure  could  make  the 
explanations  that  are  necessary  in  order 
ive  at  a  proper  understanding  of  the 
({^uestion.  The  bill  has  objectionable 
•es,  but  this  society  I  believe  is  sur- 
Le«l — I  am  speaking  now  subject  to 
3tion — by  protection  which  does  not 
in  many  societies  of  a  similar  character. 
is  why  I  suggested  the  propriety  of 
-ing  the  second  reading  to  take  place, 
tVien  have  a  full  discussion  in  committee 
lose  who  understand  it  better  than  any 
Here,  and  who  would  give  us  all  the 
:-niation  required.  I  cannot  see  that  the 
ction  used  by  the  hon.  gentleman  fro  n 
a.'wa  should  have  any  particular  force. 
ly  recollection  serves  me  rigiit,  the  ex- 
se  attending  the  management  of  the  vast 
extensive  business  of  this  society  is 
.;h  less  than  that  of  the  general  life  in- 
nnce  companies  of  the  country.  Accord- 
to  the  statement  of  the  hon.  gentleman, 
iS  some  1 5  per  cent.  If  you  look  at  the 
urna  of  the  expenditures  connected  with 
arge  insurance  company,  you  will  find  the 
penses  are  a  good  deal  more  than  15  per 
nt.  Then  the  other  objection  as  to  what 
Ight  occur  in  an  epidemic,  I  thinly  should 
>t  be  considered.  That  would  be  just  the 
me  the  parties  would  not  withdraw.  If 
lere  were  an  epedemic,  and  likely  to  be 
ckness  and  death,  that  is  the  time  I  would 
•y  and  scrape  up  money  to  keep  my  policy 
ood,  so  that  my  family  might  receive  some 
loney  in  case  the  epidemic  seized  me.  The 
langer  that  the  hon.  gentleman  suggests  as 
leing  an  objection  to  this  bill  is,  to  my  mind, 
■he  strongest  possible  argument  that  could 
ye  advanced  in  its  favour.  It  is  true  that 
if  an  epidemic  were  so  extensive  that  the 
demands  upon  the  funds  of  the  assured  were 
so  great  that  they  could  not  be  met,  there 
might  be  some  force  in  the  objection  ;  but 
that  would  apply  to  all  insurance  companies 
existing. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLEMOW— And  particularly 
to  rnutuak 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
Yes.  Under  the  circumstances  I  think  it 
would  be  as  well  if  my  hon.  friend  would 


allow  the  bill  to  receive  its  second  reading 
and  go  to  committee  without  a  vote. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  inspector  of  in- 
surance companies  was  before  the  committee 
in  the  other  House  and  objected  to  the  bill 
as  being  against  the  whole  policy  with  re- 
spect to  insurance  companies. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
Neve,  theless  the  House  of  Commons  passed 
it. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT — I  insist  on  my  objec- 
tion. 

Hon.  Mr.  REESOlt— Inasmuch  as  the 
bill  gives  the  society  the  right  to  issue  larger 
policies  than  they  have  the  right  to  issue 
now,  it  should  be  placed  in  such  a  si  i  ape 
that  the  policies  would  be  equally  safe  with 
those  of  the  regular  insurance  companies ; 
otherwise  their  owa  members  would  be  the 
sufferers.  The  great  mass  of  the  people  arF 
not  in  a  position  to  look  into  such  afiairi 
for  themselves.  They  take  them  on  trust. 
While  the  society  might  get  on  veiy  well  as 
a  beneficiary  organization  to  secure  small 
amounts  to  their  members,  they  may  not  so 
mai.age  their  business  as  to  secure  largei 
amounts. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLEMOW— In  view  of  thi 
objection,  I  move  that  the  bill  be  read  the 
second  time  at  the  next  meeting  of  the 
House. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

FIRST  AND  SECOND  READINGS. 

Bill  (46)  "An  Act  to  incorpotate  the 
Trans-Canadian  Railway  Company." — (Mr. 
Clemow). 

Bill  (105)  "  An  Act  to  incorporate  the 
Ottawa  Land  and  Security  Company." — (Mr. 
Clemow.) 

Bill  (98)  "  An  Act  respecting  the  Que- 
bec, Montmorency  and  Charlevoix  Railway 
Company." — (Mr.  Clemow.) 

Bill  (75)  "  An  Act  to  revive  and  amend 
the  Act  respecting  the  Lake  Manitoba  Rail- 
way and  Canal  Company. — (Mr.  Clemow.) 

SHORE      LINE      RAILWAY      COM- 
PANY'S BILL. 

COMMONS   AMKNDMENT8   CONCURHED   IN. 

A  Message  was  received  from  the  House 
of  Commons  to  return  Bill  (H)  "  An  Act 
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respecting  the  Shore  Line  Railwaj  Com- 
pany," and  to  acquaint  the  Senate  that  they 
had  made  certain  amendments  thereto. 

Hon  Mr.  POWER— The  Bill  which  we 
sent  down  fiom  this  House  left  the  legis- 
lation of  the  province  of  New  Brunswick  in 
operation.  In  the  House  of  Commons  they 
thought  that  it  was  better  that  this  com- 
pany should  be  altogether  under  the  author- 
ity of  the  Dominion  Parliament,  and  they 
have  inserted  in  th's  bill  the  clauses  of 
the  model  railway  bill  which  we  have 
adopted  here,  so  as  to  bring  this  road, 
aad  the  company  which  manages  it,  com- 
pletely under  the  control  of  the  Dominion 
Parliament.  The  amendments  have  been 
examined  by  the  law  clerk  and  are  accepted 
by  the  promoters,  and  I  therefore  move  that 
they  be  concurred  in. 

The  motion  w«s  agreed  to. 

PENITENTIARIES'      ACT      AMEND- 
MENT BILL. 

IN   COMMITTKB. 

The  House  resolved  itself  into  a  com- 
mittee of  the  whole  on  Bill  (131.)  "An 
Act  to  amend  the  Act  respecting  Peniten- 
tiaries." 

(In  the  Committee.) 

On  the  third  clause  : 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  think  that  clause 
should  be  stricken  out.  The  Penitentiaries' 
Act,  very  wisely  I  think,  provided  that  the 
surgeons  and  the  chaplains  might  do  other 
business  than  attending  to  the  penitentiaries. 
This  amendment  proposes  to  alter  that  and 
to  provide  that  the  surgeon  and  chaplain 
shall  not  be  allowed  to  do  anything  beyond 
attending  to  their  duties  in  the  penitentiary. 
If  we  refer  to  the  last  report  of  the  Minister 
of  Justice  on  the  penitentiaries,  we  shall  see 
how  much  work  some  of  those  ofiScers  will 
have.  I  take  the  case  of  the  British  Colum- 
bia penitentiary.  I  (ind  that  the  Protestant 
chaplain  on  the  30th  June,  1894,  l:ad  under 
his  care  76  convicts,  and  that  the  Roman 
Catholic  chaplain  had  at  the  same  time  under 
his  care  32  convicts — 108  convicts  in  all. 
The  penitentiary  is  situated  in  a  rather 
healthy  place,  judging  from  the  surgeon's 
report.  It  surely  does  not  require  all 
the    time    of    the    surgeon,    or    one-tenth 


of    his   time,    to    look    after  xi~  :. 
health  of  108  coavicts,  and  it  cer.4.-. 
not  require  all  the  time  of  tfaetrc  fk: 
look  after  the  spiritaal  health  of  tk-'i. 
victs.  I  think  theold  system  shook'  in 
to.      The  number  of  convicts  in  !»■■ 
penitentiary  is  a  little  greater  di- 
British  Columbia  penitentiarr.    .V. 
Mountain,  in  Manitoba,  there  in ' 
altogether,  and  it  is  perfectk  ab';-  .- 
there  should  be  two  chaplains  and  i\  , 
attached   to  esLch    irstitation  wbrr  i- 
allowed  to  do  anything  else  than  at'-_ 
the  convicts.     We  know  that  idles™ 
mother  of  nearly  all  evil,  and  if  tbe  .-k: 
have  nothing  to  do,  as  will  be  the  s.v . 
of  the   time,   they    may  get  into  t- 
Then     the    etfect     on    the    surge  t  ■ 
be    even   worse.       I     appeal   to  tif 
gentleman  from  Kingston,  altiton^h  [  c 
how   desirous    he    is    of    supportiM  • 
measure  introduced  by  the  goverrr- 
he  does  not  think  that  the  surgeon  r. 
nothing  pise  to  do  but  to  attend  toIOOiw 
men  is  not  likely,  in  the  course  of  i " 
years,  to  become  unable  to  properlr  d»  i 
his  professional    duties.       No  matte ' 
well  a  man  may  be  up  in  his  professoc. : 
goes  out  of  it  altogether,  as  bx  would z: 
case,  for  five  years,  he  ceases  tobeqii-'- 
We  have  got  along  very  well  nndertbef^ 
system  for  28  years.    I  presume  the  hot  K- 
Minister  will   say  that  it  is  high  «>'■■ 
Toryism  tosaythat,but  there  is  this  to  »< 
about  it,  wearenot  aware thatanyTe^T^ff■ 
abuse  has  arisen.    As  I  understand  tbe '' 
change  is  the  result  of  the  trouble  in  w- 
tion   with   the    British   Columbi*  jfn^- 
tiary.     We  have  had  several  MinisW- 
Justice  ;  I  do  not  say  that  they  »11  l^i- 
much  ability  as  the  hon.  gent/emanwfcs'' 
fills  the  position,  but  they  were  men  of  •: 
siderable  wisdom  and  prudence,  and  ai'''^' 
Ministers  of  Justice  during  tbe  28  yf»^'- 
not  think  it  necessary  to  make  tiis  >te-' 
which  has  been  deemed  necessary  witki^"^^ 
first  six  months'  incumbency  of  hU  off*'; 
the    present    inspector    of  penitent:" 
While  I  am  not  opposing  the  bill  I  «-' 
this  particular  provision  shotild  be  «'""''• 
out,  and  that  we  should  allow  those  i»i>"" 
to  have  the  services  of  a  practicing  wo  * 
man  who  will  be  up  in  his  business,  ana  («-. 
we  should  not  tie  up  so  many  clergym™' 
whom  the  supply  is  rather  hmited,  inti'"^ 
small  institutions.     It  is  right  enosga  i 
Kingston  and  St  Vincent  de  P»4  *' 
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a  large  number  of  criminals,  that 
evvices  of  those  officers  should  be  given 
isi'vely  to  the  criminals.  I  doubt  if  it 
i^ise  ;  still  it  is  not  very  objectionable, 
Lt;  is  objectionable  in  the  extreme  in  the 
ler*  ixistitutions,  and  I  move  that  this 
se  of  the  bill  be  stricken  out. 

Ion.       Mr.    SULLIVAN— As   the  hon. 
t\e>\nGhn  has  appealed  to  me,  I  may  just 
a.rk  t>hat  I  do  not  think  the  chaplain  and 
Kur-geon  should  be  linked  together,  be- 
se  -we  can  undentond  it  will  take  as  much 
rmr    for  the  chaplain  to  minster  to  five 
bo  5O0.     Supposing  he  had  to  read  pray- 
t'wice  a  day,  as  I  think  they  are  required 
do,  it>   is  immaterial  how  many  you  read 
».yers    before.     Therefore  the  Protestant 
aplain  would  have  the  same  labour  in  one 
stitution  that  he  would  have  in  another  ; 
Catholic  chaplain  would  probably  have  a 
•'tie  more  labour  in  the  larger  institution, 
''ith  regard  to  the  surgeon,  there  is  a  good 
ial  o£   force  in  what  the  hon.  gentleman 
&s  said,  and  I  do  not  think  that  the  salaries 
ight    to  be  uniform  at  all.     There  is  no 
amparison  between  the  amount  of  labour 
'hich  the  surgeon  would  have  in  attending 
^e  Kingston  penitentiary  and  the  labour  in 
IX  institution  with  say  iO,  50,  100,  or  IfO 
•eople.     I  do  not  think  it  would  be  wise  in 
i  smaller  penitentiary  not  to  allow  the  sur- 
geon   to    practice    outside,     because    such 
)ra«tice     would     help    him    to    keep    up 
in    his    profession.      There    is  nothing  in 
which    a    man  will    go    behind   faster  or 
more    thoroughly   than   in    the   practice  of 
surgery.     Therefore    I    think    it   would   be 
wise  to  make  a  gradation.     The  surgeon  in 
any  of  the  lar!»e  penitentiaries,  where  there 
are  700  or  SOU  convicts,  has  to  attend  to  all 
the  officers  of   the  prison  and  their  families 
also,  I  think ;  that  would  give  him  abund- 
ance of  work  and  keep  hiiri  occupied,  but  in 
a  smaller  penitentiary  I  think  there  should 
be  less  salary,  and  we  should  allow  the  sur- 
geon to  practice  outside.     His  expterience  in 
the  prison  would  be  of  some  value,  and  it 
would  be  well  to  promote  him.     I  do  not 
know  what  the  intention  of  the  government 
is  a^^  to  that.     I  presume  they  hare  taken 
the  opinion  of  all  the  officials  of  the  institu- 
tions and  of  men  who  have  had  experience, 
and  therefore  I  would  hesitate  very  much  to 
interfere  with   any  of  their  views  aa  em- 
bodied in  this  bill,  backed  as  it  is  by  experi- 
ence and  by  an  uncommon  degree  of  intelli- 


gence. The  only  objection  that  I  see  is  that 
the  salaries  of  the  surgeons  are  made  uni- 
form in  all  the  prisons.  I  do  not  see  any 
possible  similarity  between  the  peniten- 
tiary in  Kingston  and  the  one  at  Stony 
Mountain,  or  the  one  in  British  Columbia, 
and  I  think  that  if  a  change  could  be  made 
in  that  respect  without  mutilating  the  bill, 
it  would  be  for  the  bettor. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT — One  cannot  discuss 
the  clause  without  reference  to  the  schedule 
of  salaries  and  I  fail  to  se  '  what  prompted 
the  government  to  place  the  salaries  all  on 
the  same  level  where  the  work  is  of  so  differ- 
ent a  character.  I  find,  in  looking  at  the 
returns  of  the  Stony  Mountain  penitentiary 
that  the  whole  number  of  convicts  under  the 
Protestant  chaplain  was  49,  and  the  whole 
number  under  the  Catholic  chaplain  was  22. 
It  is  proposed  to  give  S800  to  each  clergy- 
man, although  the  services  of  the  two  must 
be  very  much  less  than  of  one  at  Kingston 
or  St.  Vincent  de  Paul.  At  Kingston  there 
are,  on  an  average,  500  convicts.  The  differ- 
ence is  so  marked  that  one  fails  to  see  the 
reason  for  making  the  salaries  uniform. 
The  services  are  altogether  out  of  proportion. 
Kingston  penitentiary  has  an  average  of  500 
convicts,  St.  Vincent  de  Paul,  400. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLEMOW— Kingston  about 
600. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Dorchester,  175,  and 
Manitoba  about  75 ;  the  disproportion  of 
oonvicte  is  so  very  large  that  it  would  seem 
an  unwise  proposal  to  put  the  salaries  on  the 
same  basis  where  the  services  are  so  very 
different. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— I  do  not  think 
the  quantity  of  services  rendered  should 
make  any  difference  in  the  salary  as  long  as 
the  officer  is  not  permitted  to  do  any  work 
outside.  The  clergymen  are  zealous  in  their 
work,  and  do  all  the  good  they  can.  The 
same  may  be  said  of  the  surgeons  :  in  the 
large  institutions,  such  as  Kingston,  they 
have  officials  under  them.  If  the  intention 
is  that  there  should  be  no  work  done  outside 
the  penitentiary  by  the  surgeon  or  cl<-rgy- 
man,  their  salaries  should  be  equal,  but  if 
they  are  allowed  to  go  outside  and  practice, 
then  there  might  be  a  difference  in  the 
salary.  Sometimes  there  are  frictions  in 
some  of  the  institutions,  and  it  is  desirable 
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to  change  officials  from  one  institution  to 
another,  and  there  has  been  a  great  difficulty 
I  understand  in  getting  some  officers  to  make 
that  change  when  they  would  not  get  the 
privileges  in  one  that  they  enter  that  they 
enjoyed  in  the  one  they  leave.  I  approve  of 
the  change.  I  believe  it  will  be  advantageous 
to  the  institution,  and  therefore  the  salaries 
should  be  made  equal. 

Hon.   Sir  MACKENZIE    BOWELL— 
One  of  the  principal  objects  in  establi.<ihing 
a  system  of  uniformity  is  to  enable  the  peni- 
tentiaries to  be  governed    on  one  general 
principle,  and  to  enable  the  government  to 
move  an  official,  at  any  time  they  deem  it 
desirable,  from  one  institution  to  another. 
Hence  the  regulation  of  the  salaries,  which, 
apparently,  are  unequal.  There  is  some  force 
in  the  statement  that  a  penitentiary  with 
500  or  600  convicts  should  have  a  man  who 
understands  his  businpss,  and    might  very 
properly  be  said,  if  it  were  confined  to  that 
statement,  that  his  duties  would  be  more 
responsible  and  greater  than  in  a  smaller 
penitentiary,  until  you  come  to  look  at  it 
from  its  practical   working  and   practical 
operation.     Kingston  penitentiary  has  500 
or  600  convicts.     The  warden  in  that  peni- 
tentiary has  a  number  of  officials  under  him 
to  assist  him  in  the  management  of  the  in- 
stitution.    The  physician,  instead  of  having 
to  do  all  the  work  himself,  has  a  laboratory 
presided  over  by  chemists  and  those  who 
can  render  the  assistance  necessary  in  the 
proper  discharge  of  his  duties.  So  that  while, 
apparently,  the  work  and  the  responsibil- 
ity are  greater,   it  is   not  so.      The  man 
who  has  tho  management  of  a  smaller  peni- 
tentiary requires  to  be  a  man  of  as  much 
energy  and  knowledge  of  the  work  which  he 
has  to  perform  as  the  man  who  occupies  a 
similar  position  in  a  larger  institution.     The 
salaries,  bear  it  in  mind,  apply  only  to  the 
future  and  not  to  the  present  incumbents. 
If  a  physician  seeks  employment  in  a  peni- 
tentiary, and  is  prepared  to  accept  it  at  the 
$1,500  per  annum,  which  is  a  larger  salary 
than  is  now  paid,  with  the  understanding 
that  he  is  to  give  his  whole  time  and  atten- 
tion to  the  duties  of  his  office,  to  look  con- 
tinuously after  the  work  of  the  penitentiary, 
he  knows  what  he  is  doing  and  he  need  not 
accept  the  position  unless  he  pleases.     The 
same  remark  applies  to  the  other  occupations. 
If  you  require  the  full  service  of  a  physician 
and  he  knows  when  he  is  appointed  that  he 


is  precluded  from  earning  money  W  :r. 
ing  his  profession  round   tne  ooaurr 
should  you  object  to  his  aco^ting  lOt  ■.. 
tion  upon  those  terms  1     If  be  d<^ 
it,  all  ne  has  to  say  is  "  I  do  to:  »ii.- 
All  I  can  say  is,  that  with  the  pro^*-:-  • 
vacancy  in  the  Kingston  pertitentian  --- 
I  can  show  a  large  pile  of  papers  of  apec'-. 
for   that   position,    all   from    good  2i-; 
Kingston  and  outside  of  Kiagscon.    1l. 
visit  from  my  hon.  friend,  who  atxan.-*.  ■ 
an  applicant  who  was  quite  'willing  :■.  -. 
that  place — a  physician  who  oocupie*  i  • 
minent  position  in  Kingston.     Tberei:. 
difficulty    in   filling    those     positOLS.  ^ 
why    should     outsiders     be     so    s.ir 
about    men    seeking    employment    ;:.• 
government    for    fear    they    -will   ao:  . 
enough   remuneration!     That  af^Ite^  -■- 
the  same  force  to  chaplains.   There  a-t ' : 
chaplains,   both  Catholic    and    Protesui 
who  attend  to  their  duties  with  a  gtfst  ■:.. 
of  assiduity  and  devote  their  time,  enerzT  . 
ability  to  promoting  the  welfare  of  ttr  ■ . 
victs.     There  are  others,    again,  both  Pv 
testant   and   Catholics,    who  devot*  ttt 
whole  time  t-j  their  parish,    paying  wrr  • 
tie  attention  to  their  duty  in  the  pai-- 
tiary,  making  it  in  fact  a  secondaiy  ofi 
eration  altogether.     As  long  a',  therti-'; 
they  can  get  $800,    they  devote  their  tii' 
and  attention  to  outside  work  rather  tkt : 
that  for  which  they  receive  governmeot  jj; 
A  full  investigation  into  the  salana;  [i-C 
in  Anglican  churches  and  Roman  Cstbc-- 
churches  shows  that  $800  is  a  higher  iT'- 
age  than  is  paid  to  the  whole  of  the  clir."^- 
men    of    the    Dominion.     That  may  »- 
strange,  but  it  is  the  fact.     It  only  pro"- 
that  men  of  education,   who  devot«  tlic 
whole  time  and  attention,  to  the  welfare  *" 
their  fellowmen,   do  it  at  a  salary  whicir 
scarcely  more  than  is   paid  to  an  ordis^'! 
clerk.     It  is  believed,  after  thorough  iiv?- 
tigation,   that  it  is  much  better  th»ttl.*t>- 
should  be  a  fixed  salary,  and  that  tif  p^' 
son  who  attends  the  prison  shottld  gin  t.i= 
undivided  attention  to  it.     Mark  you,  I  »> 
again,  it  does   not  apply  to  those  who  ni'« 
hold   positions,   it    only   applies  to  funK 
appointments.     I    have     a     memoFUKfic 
in    my    hand    made    by      the     inspeo'-* 
which  is  the  result  of   an  investigation  iB^'' 
the  subject,  and  as  this  clause  wluch  app'^'^ 
to  surgeons  and  chaplains,  appears  to  be  tbe 
most   objectionable,  I    take  the   liberty  a 
occupying  the  attention  of  theSen»t*b; 
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lXi^  portions  of  it.  I  may  say,  parenthe- 
ly,  'Ehat  I  differ  from  my  hon.  friend 
ncL  xne  who  thinks  that  chaplains  and 
BOI3.8  should  not  go  hand  in  hand.  One 
rvds  to  the  needs  of  the  present  life ;  the 
r-  'bries  to  fit  them  for  a  future  life.  So 
-while  the  surgeon  is  performing  bis 
es,  certainly  he  ought  to  allow  a  dergy- 
i  to  be  present  to  prepare  the  convict  for 
^vxtvire.  In  the  paper  before  me  it  is 
od  that,  from  the  very  best  information 
t  can  be  gained,  the  average  salary  of 
'<j:y  men  in  Canada  in  charge  of  parishes  is 
ut  S700.  This  may  be  surprising  to 
■»e,  I  know  it  was  to  me  when  I  saw  it, 
a.use  I  thought  it  was  much  larger.  He 
Ls: 

"he  ivverage  salary  of  clergymen  in  some  of  the 
i-episcopal  churches  is  slightly  above  that. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  do  not  think  any- 
«?  <\uestioned  the  amount  of  the  salary  at 


Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I 
>  not  think  it  is  too  much.  On  the  con- 
•ary  I  scarcely  think  it  is  enough.  Where 
5u  appoint  a  man  to  perform  such  duties 

should  not  object  if  it  was  made  §1,000 
J  stead  of 


The  (Inties  of  a  prison  chaplain  are  responsible, 
ut  not  nearly  so  onerous  as  of  those  engaged  in 
iirish  work.  No  travel  is  required  and  therefore 
<i  expense  for  horses,  carriages,  &c.,  which  is  an 
miH>rtant  item,  especially  in  country  conp-ega- 
ioiis  and  parishes.  Several  of  the  chaplains  at 
ireHcnt  employed  are  excellent  and  industrious 
lien,  but  it  cannot  be  said  that  the  average  ability 
)f  prison  chaplains  is  above  that  of  other  clergy- 
nen. 

The  Canadian  system  of  dual  chaplaincy  is  almost 
uni<)ue— only  one  or  two  other  countries  having 
iulopted  it.  The  abnost  universal  system  is  the 
appointment  of  one  clergyman  who  acts  as  "  moral 
instructor,"  and  who  engages,  from  time  to  time, 
Mich  gratuitous  help  from  the  various  denomina- 
tions OS  he  is  able  to  secure.  The  Canadian  system 
is  much  more  expensive,  but  is  more  consistent 
with  the  acknowledged  intention  of  the  Canadian 
constitution,  which  recognizes  the  two  distinct 
lines  of  religious  thought  in  the  country. 

That  is  in  justification  of  the  appointment 
of  Protestant  and  Roman  Catholic  clergy- 
men to  attend  to  the  spiritual  wants  of  the 
convict : 

As  to  the  principle  of  making  the  chaplains  ex- 
clusively prison  officers,  it  is  necessary  to  point  out 
that  at  present  many  of  the  chaplains  do  not  regard 
their  prison  duty  as  their  more  important  one. 
The  Government  is  responsible  for  supplying  ade- 
47 


quate  means  of  religious  instruction  to  its  wards, 
and  it  is  submitted  that  the  Government — and  not 
the  several  denominations  represented — should  be 
the  judge  in  this  matter.  There  would  seem  to  be 
a  poor  justification  for  the  expenditure  as  at  pre- 
sent for  salaries  (at  least  fifty  per  cent  above  the 
average  salary  of  clergymen)  while  the  Government 
receives  but  an  undefined  moiety  of  the  clergy- 
man's services. 

He  then  gives  reasons  why  the  Parlia- 
ment of  Canada  adopted  the  present  system 
instead  of  adopting  that  of  European  coun- 
tries. With  reference  to  the  surgeons,  I 
find  a  memorandum  in  which  the  inspector 
says  that  the  intention  of  the  Government 
is,  in  this  respect,  to  secure  the  whole  ser- 
vices of  the  officers : 

No  government  can  afford  to  ignore  its  responsi- 
bility in  connection  with  the  health  and  lives  of  it« 
wards,  and  the  present  system,  by  which  surgeons 
are  permitted  to  augment  their  salaries  by  outside 
practice,  makes  it  more  than  probable  that  in  cases 
of  accident  or  other  emergency,  the  surgeon  will 
nr)t  be  available. 

It  is  very  natural.  If  you  have  a  physi- 
cian who  can  carry  on  his  practice  in  a  large 
city  like  Kingston,  or  in  a  city  like  New- 
westminster,  or  Winnipeg  (although  Stony 
Mountain  is  some  little  distance  from  the 
city)  and  there  is  a  case  of  a  serious  character 
in  the  city,  and  the  physician  happens  to  be 
an  eminent  man  in  hin  profession,  he  would 
be  sent  for  and  during  his  absence  there 
would  be  no  physician  to  take  care  of  the 
convicts  or  officials  in  case  of  sickness  or  an 
accident.  Experience  has  led  the  inspector, 
after  a  thorough  examination  and  a  good 
deal  of  assiduity  in  studying  this  question, 
to  the  conclusion  that  the  system  proposed 
in  this  bill  is  the  best  to  be  adopted,  and 
that  the  difference  in  the  responsibilities, 
which  apparently  rests  on  the  shoulders  of  a 
I  warden  and  the  -officers  of  the  different 
departments,  are  not  so  great  as  appear  at 
first  sight  for  the  reasons  that  I  have  already 
given — that  is,  that  in  a  penitentiary  with  a 
large  number  of  convicts  the  warden  has  a 
large  number  of  officers  under  him  to  assist 
in  the  work,  while  in  a  small  penitentiary 
the  warden  has  to  do  a  great  deal  of  the 
work  personally. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLEMOW— Will  they  not  have 
the  same  assistance  in  the  small  peniten- 
tiaries t 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
Certainly  not,  because  the  work  in  a  small 
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penitentiary  is  done  by  the  one  man.  In  a 
large  penitentiary  the  warden  has  a  staff 
under  him,  just  as  the  manager  has  in  any 
other  large  establishment.  In  a  small  estab- 
lishment you  may  have  a  foreman  to  take 
'Charge  of  a  department  and  he  does  it 
thoroughly  without  assistance.  In  a  large 
establishment,  in  which  a  corresponding 
department  is  four  or  five  times  as  large,  the 
foreman  must  have  an  assistant  under  him,  so 
that  in  fact  the  responsibility  in  the  one  case 
is  as  great  as  in  the  other.  This  whole 
question  was  thoroughly  discussed  in  the 
House  of  Commons,  and  the  system  now 
proposed  was  thought  to  be  the  best  that 
could  possibly  be  devised,  and  the  House  of 
Commons  were  quite  willing  to  give  it  a  fair 
trial.  I  bope>the  Senate  will  not  frustrate 
the  object  which  the  government  has  in 
view.  I  congratulate  my  hon.  friend  op- 
posite— no,  I  cannot  do  that,  I  must  with- 
draw the  congratulation — with  reference  to 
his  Toryism.  He  is  altogether  too  much  of 
a  Tory  for  me.  I  have  a  reputation  for  being 
pretty  fixed  in  my  views  as  to  what  are 
termed  vested  rights,  but  I  confess  I  am 
sufficiently  liberal  to  accept  reforms,  though 
a  system  may  have  been  in  existence  for  a 
quarter  of  a  century,  and  that  is  the  true 
principle  of  Liberal-Conservatism. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY— I  agree  with  the 
hon.  gentleman  who  moved  to  strike  out 
this  clause,  that  the  law  as  it  stands  is  better 
than  it  would  be  if  this  bill  were  to  become 
law.  If  we  look  at  the  bill  that  is  now  be- 
fore us  in  an  impartial  manner,  we  shall  find 
that  it  is  not  at  all  in  the  interest  of  economy 
in  the  administration  of  justice  in  this  coun- 
try. But  we  will,  perhaps  unconsciously, 
make  a  great  mi'^take  if  we  strike  out  this 
clause,  because  it  would  leave  the  law  as  it 
now  stands,  and  the  person  who  may  be 
appointed  hereafter  will  not  only  receive  the 
increase  of  salary,  but  will  also  be  at  liberty 
to  practice  outside  the  asylum.  Therefore, 
my  hon.  friend's  views  would  not  be  carried 
out.  They  are  views  which  I  certainly 
concur  in,  but  they  can  only  ))e  carried  out 
by  reducing  the  salaries  specified  in  the  bill. 
Then  the  constitutional  question  would  come 
in.  We  would  be  interfering  with  affairs 
which  are  assigned  to  the  lower  house 
exclusively.  We  talk  of  the  promotion  of 
officers  from  small  penitentiaries  to  large 
penitentiaries,  but  we  should  hardly  think 
of  placing  the  whole  of  the  officers  attached 


to  those  different  penitentiaries  an  tie  s^_ 
footing  as  regards  salaiy  ;  we  e^Mxld  txiz— 
lead  them  to  look  at  a  change  as  la  -.■^•i- 
tunity  for  improvement  in  poatjoa  i 
increase  in  salary.     This  is  a  bill  arip— 
in  the  other  House,  and  I  feel  ii  vj^ 
perfectly    futile   to   adopt  the  UBfua 
We  should  only  make  the  bill  wor%  O 
is  now.     We  should  then  be  ^nng  $. ." 
to  each  surgeon  and  permitting  him  w>  \'-. 
tice  outside  of  the  institution.    Wt  «_  ■. 
be  giving  a  chaplain   8800  leaving  >a-»    . 
liberty  to  pursue  his  vocation  outE^.     '^ . 
bill  is  open  to  the  objection  of  incrasi:^  - 
salaries   unnecessarily,  because  it  i~ 
apparent  that  any  medical   man  vo^Li 
quite  willing  to  take  two-thirds  of  his  ;aL;- 
instead  of  the  salary  mentioned  is  th-r . :. 
and  be  at  liberty  to  practice  outside.    T 
would  save  in  that  item  ?500.     Similarr- : 
chaplain  could  be  a  chaplain  residing  i::  . 
locality,  who  could  attend  to  the  penitet*-.- 
in  addition  to  his  regular  duties  for  tl- 
less  than  this  amount.     I  do  not  intcnei  ° 
take  part  in  this  discussion;  I  simply  n«r 
show  what  the  effect  would  be  if  the  aju-.i!. 
ment  were  carried. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLEMOW-  At  first  siij'. 
does  appear  an  anomaly  to  pay  a  varies.  : 
a  large  penitentiary  the  same  salarr  lij' 
you  would  pay  to  the  warden  of  a  ^a 
penitentiary.  Of  course  it  is  stated  that  tb 
is  done  for  the  purpose  of  equalizing  '.-' 
salary,  so  as  to  make  it  easier  to  tramfe-:  '^ 
officials  from  one  place  to  another.  Ho?  r- 
it  be  in  those  small  institutions  f  The  ofitz. 
receiving  in  a  small  institution  the  same  '- 
ary  that  he  would  get  in  a  correEpooals: 
position  in  a  large  institution,  would  <-■ 
quite  willing  to  remain  where  he  is.  I  pv 
sume  in  most  penitentiaries  two  chapiic-' 
are  required,  one  Protestant  and  one  Rona: 
Catholic,  but  one  may  have  a  large  nniol'-' 
of  convicts  to  look  after,  while  the  <''■»'• 
may  have  but  a  small  number.  So  fart- 
the  surgeons  are  concerned,  in  the  sma&f 
places  they  are  paid  very  well,  and  Uiey-is 
always  have  the  assistance,  I  snppoift  i- 
some  of  the  convicts.  I  presume  that  '■ 
part  of  the  duties  of  the  convicts.  Xn  tb.» 
parties  entitled  to  anything  else — free  l-Bi 
ing,  free  lighting,  or  anything  of  that  kino 

Hon.  Mr.  SULLIVAN— When  the  2«v 
emment  have  them  they  give  those  pn"" 
leges  J  when  they  have  not,  they  do  not 
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on..  Mr.  CLEMOW — It  seems  extraor- 
•vy  lihat  the  warden  in  the  Kingston 
tentiary,  with  a  large  number  of  con- 
3,  having  s  very  great  responsibility 
.-V  him,  shall  receive  only  the  same  re- 
leration  that  is  paid  to  the  man  in 
rgG  at  Stony  Mountain. 

lozi.  Mr.  McMillan — He  gives  his 
e. 

^on.  Mr.  CLEMOW— He  may  give  his 
le,  hut  he  has  not  the  same  responsibility. 
ere  ought  to  be  a  schedule  of  rates,  and 
I  officials  should  be  paid  in  proportion  to 
»  services  they  render.'  I  suppose  this 
I  h&s  been  well  considered  by  the  depart- 
int,  and  they  have  come  to  the  conclusion 
at  t>hese  changes  are  desirable ;  but  the 
snitentiaries  Act  has  worked  well  in  the 
kSt.  The  government  have  reduced  the 
laries  in  the  larger  institutions,  and  in- 
'eas<Hl  the  salaries  in  the  others.  I  cannot 
nderstand  the  principle  on  which  the  bill 
.  based.  What  were  they  paid  before  in 
tie  smaller  institutions) 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
?hcy  averag^  at  Kingston  from  a  minimum 
if  8-2,600  to  a  maximum  of  $3,000  ;— that  is 
!or  the  warden.  The  present  proposition  is 
»  give  him  $2,000,  with  house  rent,  fuel 
ind  light  free.  They  are  not  entitled  to 
fuel  and  light  now,  so  that  when  you  come 
bo  take  the  difference  between  that  and 
S3, 000,  you  will  find  that  it  is  very  trifling. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLEMOW— What  is  the  small- 
est one? 

Hon.  Sir    MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
In  British  Columbia  the  maximum  is  $2,400. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMILLAN— What  does  the 
surgeon  get  at  Kingston  now  1 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE    BOWELL— 

11,400.  At  New  Westminster  he  gets  $600. 
At  Kingston  the  minimum  for  a  surgeon  is 
$1,400 ;  the  maximum,  $1,800. 

Hon.  Mr.  SULLIVAN— All  the  criminal 
lunatics  are  in  the  Kingston  penitentiary, 
and  the  sargeon  gets  an  additional  amount 
on  account  of  that. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— In 

Kingston  the  warden  has  the  deputy  and  he 
has  a  chief  keeper — there  are  two  assistants. 


In  the  smaller  penitentiaries  the  warden  has 
only  one  assistant. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLEMOW— It  looked  to  me 
rather  strange  to  pay  the  same  rate  in  all 
the  institutions.  I  presume,  according  to 
this,  there  will  be  a  saving  on  the  whole,  and 
that  is  probably  what  has  actuated  the  gov- 
ernment, but  I  should  much  rather  have 
seen  a  scale  commensurate  with  the  services 
performed.  Of  course  the  gentlemen  who 
have  investigated  the  matter  understand  the 
nece.<«ity  of  the  change  much  better  than 


Hon.  Mr.  POWER— The  first  Minister 
has  discussed  this  question  to  some  extent  as 
though  we  were  now  considering  the  whole 
bill.  The  motion  before  the  committee  is 
to  strike  out  clause  3  of  the  bill.  The  effect 
of  that  clause  is  t.o  prevent  the  surgeon  and 
the  chaplain  from  attending  to  any  duties 
outside  of  the  penitentiary.  It  should  be 
borne  in  mind  that  when  we  talk  about  ex- 
perience, on  which  the  hon.  gentleman  from 
Rideau  dwelt  a  good  deal,  that  we  have  not 
only  a  new  Minister  of  Justice  but  also  a 
new  inspector  of  penitentiaries.  No  doubt 
he  is  a  capable  officer,  but  I  think,  with  a 
little  more  experience  he  will  be  better. 
The  conclusion  to  which  he  would  arrive 
after  two  or  three  years'  experience  would 
probably  be  a  good  deal  more  valuable  than 
those  which  he  has  arrived  at  after  six 
months  experience.  I  think  that  would  be 
true  of  anyone  in  any  office.  The  First  Min- 
ister also  seems  to  think  that  I  took  it  for 
granted  that  the  chaplains  under  this  bill 
were  not  getting  enough  pay.  On  the  con- 
trary, I  think  for  the  services  which  those 
chaplains  are  expected  to  render  in  the 
small  penitentiaries  they  are  being  paid  too 
much,  and  the  same  with  the  surgeons.  The 
First  Minister  stated  that  the  reason  why 
the  department  put  these  officers  on  the 
same  footing  was  that  they  wanted  to  be  in 
a  position  to  transfer  them  from  one  peni- 
tentiary to  another.  That  might  be  true  of 
the  warden,  the  deputy  warden,  or  even  of 
some  of  the  inferior  officers,  but  it  is  not 
true  of  the  surgeon  and  the  chaplain.  You 
do  not  want  to  move  the  chaplain  from  St. 
Vincent  de  Paul,  to  New  Westminster 
penitentiary,  or  vice  versa.  The  first 
Minister  seemed  to  think  that  I  was 
speaking  altogether  in  the  interests  of 
the   chaplains   and   the    surgeons.       I    was 
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speaking  in  their  interest  to  this  extent — if 
you  give  them  enough  to  do  they  will  be 
better  and  happier  men  than  they  will  be  in 
the  small  penitentiaries  under  this  measure. 
But  I  was  thinking  also  of  the  interest  of 
the  inmates  of  the  pemt<mtiaries.  The  hon. 
gentleman  from  Kingston  had  to  admit,  as 
any  professional  man  must  admit,  that 
where  a  medical  man  is  tied  down  to  a  small 
institution  and  has  nothing  to  do  outside — 
where  his  duties  are  confined  to  looking  after 
fifty  or  sixty  robust  men — that  man  will,  in 
the  course  of  time,  become  disqualified  for 
his  position,  so  it  is  in  the  interests  of  the 
inmates  of  the  penitentiary  as  well  as  in  the 
interest  of  the  surgeon  that  he  should  not  be 
prevented  from  practising  outside.  We 
propose  under  this  bill  to  pay  a  sur- 
geon, who  has  to  attend  to  the  physical 
welfare  of  seventy-six  convicts  in  the  Mani- 
toba penitentiary,  a  salary  of  $1,500  a  year. 
The  thing  is  perfectly  absurd.  To  look 
after  the  spiritual  interests  of  these  seventy- 
six  convicts  we  are  to  pay  $1,600  to  two 
chaplains.  That  needs  only  to  be 
stated  to  show  its  absurdity.  If  the  hon. 
First  Minister  were  in  opposition  to  a  govern- 
ment which  was  to  propose  such  a  measure  he 
would  make  the  welkin  ring  in  denunciation 
of  the  extravagance  of  the  government. 
These  chaplains  will  have  very  little  to  do, 
and  they  \\  ill  cease  to  be  as  well  qualified  as 
they  would  be  if  they  had  enough  to  do. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— I  do  not  think  the 
objections  made  by  the  hon.  member  from 
Halifax  are  not  very  strong.  It  must  be 
borne  in  mind  that  this  bill  only  applies  to 
new  appointments.  It  has  no  bearing  what- 
ever on  the  officials  employed  at  present  in 
the  penitentiaries  of  the  country.  The  con- 
tention that  in  the  small  penitentiaries  a 
smaller  salary  ought  to  be  paid,  implies  that 
an  inferior  man  would  answer  in  those  peni- 
tentiaries. I  contend  that  even  where  there 
are  only  a  few  convicts  they  require  as  good 
a  warden,  as  good  a  surgeon  and  as  good  a 
chaplain  as  in  the  larger  penitentiaries.  The 
principle  is  a  decidedly  bad  one  of  allowing 
a  surgeon,  at  all  events,  to  do  any  outside 
practice.  He  should  be  confined  to  the 
duties  of  the  public  institution  with  which 
he  is  connected,  and  should  not  be  aUowed 
to  follow  any  outside  practice  whatever.  It 
will  be  found  universal  wherever  that  prin- 
ciple prevails,  that  business  which  brings 
him  remuneration  in  addition  to  his  salary. 


will  receive  a  greater  amount  of  a:*Et 
and  on  the  other  hand,   the  bosus^ 
which  he  receives  a  stated  saiuj,  vt-r.- 
he  attends  to  it  closely   or   not,  »iL  e 
ceive  the  same  attention.      I  am  nut  « 
opinion  at  all,  that  because  a  smalkr  r:: 
of  convicts  are   under  the   sargeot,  tfci 
that  account  he   becomes    disquaJifiei 
he  does  not  practice  much,   be  will  rei 
more.     During  the  time   that  a  stoirr- 
qualifying  himself  for  his  profeasioE  L-  . 
not  have  any  practice  at   all ;  he  is  m.- 
up  and  improving  himself  and  the  sasr  ■ 
hold  good  of  the  surgeons  in  pmiucii:.- 
There  is  a  very  good  reason  in  favour  of: 
ing   the   salaries  equal   all    round :  ::  ~ 
greatly  facilitate  the  administratioiL  R-^i- 
may  arise  why  even  the  chaplain  ^y^. 
removed  from  one  penitentiary  to  sr  -x 
and  in  the  case  of  other  officials  tin/^  r-.- 
ons  are  more  likely  to  come  into  exist .^i 
rendering  it  necessary,  for  the  better  ai. 
istration  of  the  service,  that  tiiey  5i.-<-a 
removed   from  a  penitentiary  in  which  • 
are  employed,  to  some  other  pem'tentir.  _ 
another  part  of  the  Dominion.     ViTjcre  •■ 
salaries  are  unequal   it    becomes  a/oxb:  l' 
possible  to  make  such  changes  in  the  v.'-" 
ests  of  the  service.     I  do  not  think  »np'— 
at  all  of  the  objection  of  the  hon.  genu^: 
from   Halifax,  that  because  the  Mici-^'e 
Justice  has  not  been  long  in  his  po>itk»,  j' 
the  inspector  of  penitentiaries  hasb(«:tv 
recently  appointed,  that  we  are  on  tin:-'' 
count  to  reject  the  reoommendatioDS  '^' 
they  have  made.     No  doubt  thev  are  &f  c" 
on   information  which  the  department.  >■ 
whole,  has  in  its  possession,  and  whicti-'*- 
result  of  experience  of  past  yeare.    Tb-:f- 
fore  I  think  this  House  would  be  jostiSfiii 
accepting,  with  a  great  deal  of  respect,  ri- 
recommendations  of  the  department 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOVTELU- 
The  hon.  gentleman  from  Halifax  spiif* 
the  Minister  of  Justice  being  a  new  nw. 
and  of  the  inspector  of  penitentiaries  bs-: 
recently  appointed.  The  present  ias^^' 
has  been  intimately  and  immediately  »-'^' 
ciated  with  the  management  of  all  thep^ 
tentiaries  for  nine  years.  He  has  been  tt' 
private  secretary  of  the  Minister  of  Jn*'^* 
through  whom  all  the  work,  nearly,  ite- 
pertains  to  the  management  of  the  peMO' 
tiaries  has  passed,  so  that  really  in  sefecM; 
Mr.  Stewart  for  the  position — 


Digitized  by 


Google 


[JULY  19,  1895] 


741 


on.   Mr.  POWER— I  did  not  object  to 
Ste'^wart. 

on.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
one  objects  to  Mr.  Stewart — I  am  aware 
lat.  The  objection  made  to  his  sugges- 
vras  that  he  was  a  new  man.  What  I 
1  to  show  is,  that  he  is  not  a  new  man  in 
sense  of  the  word.  He  has  had  nine  years 
erience  in  the  management  of  the  peni- 
binries,  and  has  been  most  intimately 
n.ected  with  them.  All  the  reports  have 
sed  through  his  hands,  all  the  amend- 
ats  and  changes  in  the  Penitentiary  Act 
ve  Iseen  before  him,  and  he  is  a  man  who 
ikely  to  appreciate  the  importance  of  the 
3\tion  to  which  he  has  been  appointed. 
>w  in  reference  to  the  horror  which  the 
n.  gentleman  thinks  I  would  have  exhibit- 
,  were  I  on  the  other  side,  at  the  enorm- 
s  extravagance  of  the  government  in  hav- 
K  suggested  the  payment  of  $1,600  to  the 
ro  chaplains  who  look  after  the  spiritual 
elfare  of  the  priKoners  in  the  Manitoba 
snitentiary,  I  would  ask  the  hon.  gentle- 
lan  if  he  knows  what  we  are  paying  to-day  t 
Ve  are  paying  more  than  $1,800  and  this 
I  a  reduction  instead  of  an  increase  of  the 
&\aries.  Whether  it  is  too  much  or  not,  I 
m  not  going  to  ar^ue ;  I  am  simply  pointing 
>ut  that,  it  is  actually  an  instance  in  which 
:he  government  are  effecting  an  economy. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES  (B.  C.)— To  whom 
ire  you  paying  $1,600  now  ? 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— We 
are  not  paying  it  now  to  anyone. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES  (B.C.)— I  under- 
stood the  hon.  gentleman  to  say  that  the 
government  are  paying  more  now  than  they 
propose  to  pay  under  this  bill. 

Hon.    Sir  MACKENZIE    BOWELL— 

The  hon.  gentleman  from  Halifax  accuses  us 

o{  extravagance  because  we  propose,  under 

the  new  bill,  to  pay  $1,600  for  the  spiritual 

instruction  of   the   prisoners   in    Manitoba 

penitentiary.     What  I  say  is,  we  are  paying 

81,800  now  for  the  same  services  in  the  same 

penitentiary,  so  that  instead  of  this  being  a 

proposition  to  increase  the  expenditure,  it  is 

a  propositioQ  to  make  a  reduction.     It  is 

putting  the  Catholic  chaplain  on  exactly  the 

same  basis  as  the  Protestant  chaplain.     At 

present  we  pay  the  Protestant  chaplain  $1, 

000  per  annum,  with  a  residence,  while  the 


Catholic  chaplain  receives   $800,    whether 
with  a  residence  or  not,  I  do  not  know. 

Hon.  Mr.  SULLIVAN— The  Catholic 
chaplain  in  Kingston  has  no  residence. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I 
am  speaking  of  the  Manitoba  penitentiary. 
This  memo  shows  that  the  Protestant  chap- 
lain receives  $1,000  and  a  residence,  and  the 
Eloman  Catholic  chaplain  receives  $800. 
Perhaps  my  hon.  friend  from  St.  Boniface 
can  tell  us  if  the  Roman  Catholic  chaplain 
has  a  residence. 

Hon.  Mr.  BERNIER— No;  he  lives  at 
St.  Boniface.  He  has  to  travel  12  miles  to 
perform  his  duties. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
The  Stony  Mountain  is  about  twenty  miles 
out  in  the  country,  and  St.  Boniface  is  oppo- 
site Winnipeg.  Hence  he  has  to  travel 
twenty  miles,  and  there  is  the  greater  ne- 
cessity why  the  chaplain  should  live  at  the 
penitentiary. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES  (B.C.)— I  am  in 
full  accord  with  the  views  expressed  by  my 
hon.  colleague  from  Halifax  with  respect  to 
the  Manitoba  and  British  Columbia  peni- 
tentiaries. It  is  proposed  to  give  to  the  sur- 
geon of  the  New  Westminster  penitentiary 
$1,500  a  year,  and  exclude  him  from  general 
practice.  No  man  can  live,  in  anything 
like  a  respectable  manner,  in  New  West- 
minster for  $1,500  a  year.  I  claim  if  this 
bill  becomes  law,  and  the  surgeon  has  to 
give  all  his  attention  to  100  convicts,  hale, 
hearty  men,  you  are  doing  that  surgeon  a 
great  wrong.  I  can  understand  why  it 
should  be  adopted  if  it  were  an  asylum  or 
hospital  where  patients  were  sent  to  be 
treated  medicinally,  but  to  restrict  the  sur- 
geon to  looking  after  the  physical  wants  of 
some  75  or  100  healthy  convicts  is  out  of 
the  question  altogether.  I  can  atssure  this 
House  they  will  do  a  great  injustice  to  that 
surgeon.  Dr.  de  Wolfe  Smith. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON  — It  does  not 
apply  to  the  present  officials  at  all ;  it  can- 
not do  him  any  injustice. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES  (B.C.)— There  have 
been  two  surgeons  in  the  penitentiary  since 
it  was  opened.     The  first  one  received  only 
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Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL, 
moved  the  third  reading  of  the  bill. 

The  bill  was  read  the  third  time  under  a 
a  suspension  of  rule  and  passed. 

The  Senate  then  adjourned. 

Second  Sitting. 

The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  8  p.m. 
Routine  proceedings. 

THIRD  READINGS. 

The  following  bills  were  read  the  third 
time  and  passed  under  a  suspension  of  the 
rule : — 

Bill  (88)  "An  Act  respecting  the  South 
Shore  Railway  Company,  Limited." — (Mr. 
Kaulbach.) 

Bill  (75)  "  An  Act  to  revive  and  amend 
the  Act  respecting  the  Lake  Manitoba  Rail- 
way and  Canal  Company." — (Mr.  CJemow.) 

Bill  (155)  "An  Act  to  incorporate  the 
Ottawa  Land  and  Security  Company." — (Mr. 
Clemow.) 

Bill  (46)  "An  Act  to  incorporate  the 
Trans-Canadian  Railway  Company." — (Mr. 
Clemow.) 

Bill  (100)  "An  Act  to  incorporate  the 
Dominion  of  Canada  Trusts  Company." — 
(Mr.  Clemow.) 

QUEBEC,  MONTMORENCY  AND 
CHARLEVOIX  RAILWAY  COM- 
PANY'S BILL. 

THIRD   READING. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY,  from  the  Committee 
on  Railways,  Telegraphs  and  Harbours,  re- 
ported Bill  (98)  "  An  Act  respecting  the 
Quebec,  Montmorency  and  Charlevoix  Rail- 
way Company"  with  amendments.  He  said  : 
The  changes  can  scarcely  be  called  amend- 
ments, except  in  a  technical  sense,  because 
they  are  really  rectifying  an  omission.  The 
amendments  are  in  the  ninth  section  of  the 
bill.  The  first  amendment  reads  that  "  for 
the  uses  and  purposes  aforesaid,  these  words 
are  added  "  ;  and  the  reason  of  that  was 
that  in  the  original  bill  section  8  and  section 


9  were  one  section,  and  they  were  ffi 
in  the  coppug,  and  it  becaise  ocn- 
order  to  make  sense  of  the  ninti  «•-. 
use    these    words.      The  other  i^w. 
follows  in  the  same    section,  aa\ 
that  the  powers  given  by  tbe  ieeC'i. 
only  to  be  used  in   a  certain  ct'i:    i 
very  words  that   are   reported  bw-  »•  i 
amendment  were  agreed  to  in  d-;  r.  at 
but,    by   some  strange  omissidD,  f^- . 
copied  into  the  record  of  the  bill » ;•  :-| 
up  to  us  ;  and  therefore  it  w«s  atc^  ■  i 
supply  that  omission.     It  was  agm-'. 
the  forties  that  these  words  had  u  > 
plied.     I  wish  the  House  tx>  aadtntt:.  ■ 
tinctly  that  it  makes  no  cbaogr  in  ili' 
although  technically  anameiKliiK>ii[.j' 
bill  has  to  be  sent  down  to  the  Hol' 
approval. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLEMOW  moved  wtux 
in  the  amendments.  i 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  tl- 
was  then  read  the  third  time  ind  r.- 
under  a  suspension  of  the  rule. 

WINDING-UP  ACT  AMESDMD: 
BILL. 

SECOND   READIKG. 

Hon.     Sir     MACKENZIE    B(iWE. 
moved  the  second  reading  of  Bill(lt*i  '■ 
Act  further  to  amend  tlie  Windin^r^pl 
He  said  :  The  object  of  this  biU  U \>''^- 
the  practice  prevailing  in  the  seven. ."' 
vinces  for  the  discovery  of  asset*  oi  ■- 
ment  debtors  applicable  to  the  dlKv'T 
assets  of  persons  against  whom  onie!>  i 
made   under  the    Act  for  the  paynw"  ' 
money.     Section  78  of  this  Act  nor  pw:  - 
that  every  such  order  under  the  Act - 
be  deemed  a  judgment  of  the  court,  »mi^ 
be  enforced  against  the  person  and  pw}*' 
of  the  person  ordered  to  pay  ia  ** "',. 
manner  as  judgments  in  the  pro"B* 
has  been  held  in  Manitoba  that  unifct  •■  • 
section  the  practice  of  examining  «K*- 
debtor,  as  to  his  property  and  habiKi'^J^ 
not  apply  to  proceedings  under  the  »''^'_ 
up  Act.     It  is  most  desirable  that  this  p 
tice  should  apply,  and  the  bUl  Bf"^":^. 
make  it  applicable.    Section  T8  is«r  J^' 
and  re-enacted  with  a  few  yeM  <*^.^ 
and  a  subsection  is  added  frondedeJIf^- 
that  the  practice  relating  '»**r*J^,-,, 
assets  shall  apply  in  such  eases.  -IM 
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"»e  S«nat«  will  observe,  is  not  of  a  very 
cn.1  character.  It  is  to  make  it  applic- 
I  t^o  laoth  the  cases  cited,  to  which  1  have 
rred,  and  to  make  it  uniform  in  all  the 

'he  motion  was  agreed  to  and  the  bill 
sed  through  all  its  stages  under  a  suspen- 
1  of  the  rule. 

l^rSURANCE  ACT  AMENDMENT 
BILL. 

SECOND  AND   THIRD   READINGS. 

Hon.      Sir     MACKENZIE    BOWELL 
>ved  the  second  reading  of  Bill (145)  "An 
ct.  to   authorize  the   Treasury    Board    to 
:empt  certain  societies  from  the  operation 
the  Insurance  Act."     He  said  :  In  mov- 
ig  the  second  reading  of  this  bill  I  might 
(plain   that,  although   not  very  long,  it  is 
imewhat  important  to  those  who  are  most 
iterested  in  its  working.     The  Brotherhood 
i  Hailroad  Trainmen  have  amongst  them- 
elves  a  system  of  insurance  by  which,  on 
)aynient  of  a  small  fee,  in  the  event  of  total 
iisability. or  death  of  one  of  its  members,  a 
mm  is  paid  to  the  wife  of  the  deceased,  or, 
if  the  wife  be  dead,  then  to  his  children. 
The  policy  is  a  combination  of  life,  accident 
and  disability  insurance.     It  is  limited  in 
practice  to  the  small  sum  of  $1,200.     Up  to 
two  or  the  months  ago  thp  association  have 
been  doing  business  unmolested,   upon  the 
supposition  on  the  part  of  the  members  that 
the  Insurance  Act  did  not  apply  to  them. 
There  are  some  37  lodges  of  the  Brotherhood 
of  Trainmen  in  Ontario.      Recently,  how- 
ever, an  informer  commenced  prosecutions 
against  some   of   the   members    upon    the 
ground  that  they  were  not  protected  by  sec- 
tion 43  of  the  act,  as  they  supposed  they 
were.    Prosecutions  in  Toronto  and,  I  be- 
lieve in  Parkdale,  were  dismissed,  upon  what 
precise  grounds  I  am  not  informed.     The 
informer,  having  failed  to  obtain  convictions 
in  Toronto  and   Parkdale,   transferred   his 
operations  to  the  city  of  Hamilton,  where  a 
couple  of  prosecutions  have  taken  place  and 
convictions  obtained  on  the  ground  that  sec- 
tion 43  of  the  Insurance  Act  did  not  protect 
them,  and    fines    have  been  imposed.     It 
is  understood  that  the  convictions  have  been 
appealed  against  but  the  cases  have  not  as 
yet  been  argued  and  the  result  will  probably 
not  be  known  for  some  time  to  come.     In 
the  meantime  the  persons  interested  are  ask- 


ing a  change  in  the  law  which  will  free  them 
from  all  liability  to  prosecution  under  the 
statute.  This  they  propose  to  do  by  making 
section  43  apply  in  express  terms  to  both 
life  and  accident  insurance.  As  it  is  now 
interpreted  it  applies  only  to  life  insurance. 
To  make  this  change  it  is  not  deemed  advis- 
able, as  such  a  change  would  have  the  effect 
of  letting  in  some  very  undesirable  associa- 
tions which  are  at  present  excluded.  There 
is  no  doubt  however  of  the  merit  in  the  claim 
of  the  trainmen  to  be  relieved  from  the  pro- 
visions of  the  statute,  and  while  it  would  be 
well  if  possible  not  to  make  auy  change  at 
present,  until  more  careful  consideration 
could  be  given  to  the  question,  it  is  clearly 
not  objectionable  to  exempt  them  from  the 
provisions  of  the  Act  upon  the  terms  stated 
in  the  bill.  There  are  several  kindred  organ- 
izations whose  claims  are  also  deserving  of 
consideration.  Their  claim  for  exemption  is 
well  founded  as  far  as  can  be  judged,  upon 
the  simple  ground  that  it  is  all  but  impos- 
sible for  men  employed  as  locomotive  en- 
gineers and  like  occupations  on  account  of 
their  hazardous  nature  to  obtain  insurance 
elsewhere.  If  this  bill  is  approved  it  will 
meet  the  case  as  a  temporary  provision  only 
and  until  the  whole  question  of  friendly 
society  insurance  is  taken  up  and  considered 
as  it  must  be  at  an  early  date.  I  may  add 
that  the  organizations  in  question  are  ex- 
empted from  the  provisions  of  the  Ontario 
Insurance  Corporations'  Act,  1892,  in  the 
same  manner  as  it  is  now  proposed  to 
exempt  them  from  the  Insurance  Act. 
The  reason  for  this,  the  H  ouse  will  readily 
understand,  is  in  order  to  legalize  the  opera- 
tions of  the  societies  which  would  be  pro- 
tected under  this  bill  in  the  case  of  the 
trainmen  who  may  be  running  on  a  line 
which  extends  beyond  the  limits  of  the 
province,  so  that  in  case  a  death  by  accident 
were  to  occur  in  Quebec,  the  heirs  of  the 
deceased  member  in  Ontario  may  be  able  to 
establish  their  claim  under  the  act  to  the 
gratuity,  or  whatever  sum  may  be  coming  to 
them,  on  account  of  the  membership  of  the 
deceased  in  this  society.  I  think  the  House 
will  recognize  the  importance  of  so  amending 
the  bill  as  to  enable  men  who  are  engaged 
in  these  hazardous  employments)  such  as 
trainmen,  brakemen  and  engineers,  to  make 
some  provision  for  their  wives  and  families 
and,  particularly,  in  view  of  the  fact  that 
the  hazardous  nature  of  their  occupation 
prevents  them  from  obtaining  protection  in 
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the  ordioaiy  insurance  companies  except  at 
a  very  high  rate  of  premium. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to  and  the  bill 
passed  through  all  its  stages  under  a  suspen- 
sion of  the  rule. 

SENATE  AND  HOUSE  OF  COMMONS 
ACT  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON  (P. E. I)  moved 
the  second  reading  of  Bill  (143)  "An  Act 
further  to  amend  the  act  respecting  the 
Senate  and  House  of  Commons."  He  said  : 
This  bill  is  not  a  very  long  one,  and  I  do 
not  think  it  requires  any  wprds  of  mine  to 
recommend  it  to  the  members  of  this  House. 
Indeed  I  would  have  thought — had  it  not 
been  for  a  little  opposition  on  the  part  of 
the  hon.  Senator  from  Halifax  at  a  pre- 
vious stage — that  there  would  have  been  no 
difference  of  opinion  in  regard  to  the  bill. 
It  provides  that  in  computing  the  sessional 
indemnity,  the  deduction  shall  not  be  made 
for  1 2  days  in  the  case  of  a  member  who  has 
been  absent  at  any  time  during  the  session. 
It  has  been  usual  for  some  years  to  pass  an 
act  of  this  kind,  and  in  this  bill  the  allow- 
ance is  restricted  to  the  number  of  days  al- 
lowed in  any  previous  bill.  This  session  has 
not  been  a  very  long  one  (a  little  over  three 
months),  but  it  has  been  held  at  a  rather  in- 
con  veident  season  of  the  year,  and  it  is  only 
right  to  allow  members  of  parliament  the 
privilege  which  this  bill  gives  them.  I  can- 
not think  there  is  anything  wrong  in  this. 
Perhaps  some  professional  gentleman,  to 
whom  one  of  the  three  months  is  the  same 
as  another,  may  not  have  a  very  strong 
claim  for  this  allowance,  but  to  those  who 
are  engaged  in  industrial  pursuits,  a  summer 
session  is  very  injurious ;  and  similar  bills 
have  been  passed  in  previous  sessions. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Just  this  day  twelve 
months  a  similar  bill  was  before  the  Senate, 
and  on  that  occasion  I  took  the  opportunity 
of  expressing  my  dissent,  and  also  took 
occasion  to  call  the  attention  of  the  govern- 
ment to  the  necessity  for  some  amendments 
in  the  section  of  the  Act  respecting  the  Sen- 
ate and  House  of  Commons  which  dealt  with 
the  mode  of  deductingfromthe  indemnity  and 
the  mode  of  calculating  the  days  of  attend- 
ance. It  was  pointed  out  in  the  discussion 
last  session  that  a  gentleman  might  come  to 
this  House,  stay  here  for  a  day  or  two  and 
then  go  home  and  attend  to  his  own  business, 


and  at  the  expiration  of  the  list  h 
which  was  of  about  the  same  lengtbii-ii 
sent  session,  he  ooald  drar,  in  tati 
his  mileage,  between  $500  and  K<' 
same  is  true  to-day,  and  the  axs^'^ 
looking   at   the   matter   from  a  fr'.-a 
standpoint,  it  would  pay  hon.  genMii 
this  House  and  naembers  oftheotLri 
better  to  simply  come  and  be  pre«i' 
opening  of  Parliament  and  thenrrt.r.v 
to  attend  to  their  own  afhirs.   TV 
gentleman  who  has  moved  the  sm: 
ing  of  this  bill  told  us  that  the  inu<« 
of  a  bill  of  this  nature  was  asaaL  T: 
is,  if  I  am  not  under  a  misappnhesai, 
never  had  a  bill   of  this  natare  w. 
in  this  House  until  the  present  Tk, 
It  was  never  introduced  before  1891 
hon.  gentleman  will  search  the  rMr.- 
either  House  of  Parliament  in  Tainu* 
measure  of  this  character  before  ttsi'iC. 
It  is  a  highly  objectionable  roet-nre.  I'lBJ 
are  different  ways  of  dealing  withtlscz-j 
tion  of  indemnity.     In  some  countrKi." 
land  for  instance,   there  is  no  indai'jr' 
members  of  parliament  are  paid  douk' 
their  attendance.      In  other  wxu'n-- 
think  in  the  United  States,  the  memra---- 
paid  so  much  a  year,  and  I  am  not  3" 
whether  there  is  any  deduction  for  ibft- 
or  not.     In  some  of  the  AostraliM  wi- 
the members  are  paid  so  much  a  w'^' 
are  not  paid  by  the  session. 

Hon.  Sir    MACKENZIE  BOTHi- 
They  are  paid  monthly. 

Hon.   Mr.   POWER-A  yearij  a" 
paid  monthly.     What  I  mean  is  th«  - 


pay  does  not  appear  to 


gpOD 


iW 


attendance.       If "  the  govetnment  diai -' 
present  system  objectionable— and  it  api'*'; 
they  do— the  better  way  wonld  be  w**^ 
the  system  in  operation  in  Austrsln  ua* 
United  States  and  say  that  menibers  't'-^ 
receive  whatever  indemnity  the  go^-eiM'''- 
think  they  ought  to  receive,  »kethef  t*; 
attend  to  their  duty  in  parliamen' «"" 
Thatis  a  sensible  provision.  Buttop»«; 
as  we  do  in  the  revised  statutes,  mC- 
be  deducted  for  each  day  a  member  is  «t^- 
with  the  object  of  providing  that  am 
shall  be  present  and  attend  to  the  M>^ 
of  parliament,  and  then  to  say^thrt  «  ^^ 
allow   members   to  f^main  1- *-' .^^ 
without  making  any  deduction,  is  «r  „ 
which  is    not  logically  ■'-'"""'^  ' 
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pting  -tbe  principle  of  our  Act,  members 
>a.rli«bixient    have  the   right  to  choose 
then  they  shall  remain  here  and  attend 
le  business  of  the  country,  or  whether 
r    a\]ka.ll     go  home  and  attend  to   their 
ness  at  a  saicrifice  of  $8  a  day,  which 
itice,  I  presume,  is  more  than  made  up 
a.tteuding  to  their  own  business.  I  think 
re  can  be  nothing  more  undignified  than 
parliament  to  be  called  upon  year  after 
.r   to   pass  a  measure  of  this  sort.      My 
■xyrj  is  that  we  should  adopt  the  Australian 
1   United  States  system  if  it  be  deemed 
be  better  than  ours,  but  if  we  were  going 
stand  by  our  own  system,  let  us  stick  to 
There  are  certain  practical  results  from 
e  adoption  of  the  system  introduced  by 
e  present  government  in  1891  which  de- 
rve  consideration.     We  know,  as  a  matter 
'   fact,    that  a  great   deal  of    the    most 
iportant  business  of  Parliament  comes  to 
s  during  the  last  few  days  of  the  session, 
nd  the  same  thing  is  true  of  the  House  of 
'ommons  in  a  very  large  measure.     Now, 
?hat  is  the  result  of  this  practice  of  allow- 
ng  gentlemen  to  be  absent  for  twelve  days  1 
[t  is  just  this  :  that  at  the  time  when  their 
services  are  most  required  in   Parliament 
t\»ey  go  away.     We  know  how  it  is ;    the 
majority  of  our  members  have  gone  away 
with  the  feeling  that  they  will  receive  their 
full  indemnity  even  though  they  are  absent. 
The  country  has  a  right  to  the  presence  of 
the  members  here,   and  the  government  are 
altogetherwrong  in  introducing  this  measure, 
which  has,  amongst  other  evil  effects,  the 
effect  of  thinning  out  the  Houses  at  the  close 
of  the  session.     The  hon.  gentleman  from 
Prince  Edward  Island  gave  as  a  reason  why 
we  should  pass  this  measure  that  although 
this  has  not  been  a  very  long  session — ^there 
might  be  some  excuse  for  it  if  it  had  been  a 
six  months'  session,  as  we  have  had  on  several 
occasions — the  members  have  attended  very 
regularly  to  their  duties.   Well,  if  they  have 
attended  regularly,  they  do  not  need  the  al- 
lowance.   That  brings  us  to  another  point, 
that  gentlemen  who  come  from  very  remote 
provinces,  like  my  hon.  friend  on  my  right, 
and  like  myself,  to  a  certain  extent,  and  other 
gentlemen  who  come  from  far  away,  are 
placed  at  a  great  disadvantage  as  compared 
vrith  gentlemen  who  live  within  easy  distance 
of  the  Capital  and  who  can  go  home  every 
Friday  and  come  back  on  Monday  or  Tues- 
day ;  and  if  that  practice  were  discouraged 
the  effect  would  be  that  the  session  would  be 


considerably  shortened.  All  hon.  members 
would  be  anxious  to  get  the  session  through 
as  quickly  as  possible,  and  the  business 
would  not  be  delayed  because  members  were 
absent.  I  have  spoken  on  this  question 
without  any  preparation,  but  I  feel  it  my 
duty  to  put  on  record  my  strong  objection 
to  this  kind  of  legislation.  If  the  indemnity 
is  not  considered  large  enough,  let  the  govern- 
ment increase  it.  If  this  requirement,  that 
we  shall  be  present,  and  that  unless  we  are 
present  we  shall  not  be  pnid,  is  found  to  be 
objectionable — amd  it  appears  to  be — then 
let  the  government  introduce  a  measure  pro- 
viding that  whether  members  are  here  or 
not  they  shall  be  paid,  but  do  not  let  us 
have,  year  after  year,  this  measure  brought 
down  which  publishes  to  the  world  the  fact 
that  the  members  of  both  Houses  want  to 
be  paid  as  though  they  had  been  serving  the 
public  when  really  they  have  been  attending 
to  other  affairs. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— I  do  not  want 
to  combat  anything  that  my  hon.  friend  has 
said.  I  agree  with  very  much  that  ha  has 
stated.  If  this  bill  applied  to  the  Senate 
alone,  I  should  certainly  be  with  him  in  vot- 
ing against  it,  as  my  experience  has  shown 
me  that  we  can  scarcely  get  a  quorum  at  the 
end  of  the  session  by  reason  of  this  exemp- 
tion, but  I  look  to  the  other  House,  whose 
duties  are  more  onerous  than  ours,  and  many 
of  whom  have  to  go  and  attend  to  their  own 
affairs  at  home  and  often  accept  candidatures 
against  their  own  private  interest,  purely 
to  support  principle.  Therefore,  I  do  not 
feel  disposed  to  help  to  defeat  this  bill, 
but  what  I  think  most  of  is  that  we  senators, 
when  we  come  here,  take  upon  ourselves  a 
trust  to  attend  to  public  duties,  and  in  the 
case  of  those  gentleman  who  come  here 
simply  to  hold  their  seats,  and  then  go  away, 
this  bill  gives  them  a  bonus  of  $96,  besides 
what  they  get — about  $500  or  $600— by 
staying  away  without  performing  their 
duties.  I  do  not  think  it  is  fair.  If  hon. 
gentlemen  do  not  care  to  come  here  and  at- 
tend to  their  duties  they  should  give  up 
their  seats.  It  is  not  fair  for  a  man  to  hold 
the  position  of  a  senator  of  the  Dominion  if 
he  does  not  attend  to  the  duties  devolving 
upon  him.  But,  in  addition  to  that,  you  give 
him  by  this  bill  a  bonus  for  staying  away 
and  attending  to  his  own  business.  To  my 
mind  it  is  highly  objectionable,  but  for  the 
reason  that  I  have  mentioned,  I  do  not  feel 
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disposed  to  interfere  with  the  other  branch 
of  the  legislature,  whose  members  have  more 
onerous  duties  than  we  have  and  who  attend 
to  their  business.  I  hope  the  Indemnity 
Act  will  be  changed  so  that  hon.  gentlemen 
will  not  have  the  inducements  offered  them 
to  remain  at  home  and  pocket  $500  or  $600 
for  doing  nothing,  and  prevent  others  who 
could  and  would  attend  to  their  public  duties 
from  occupying  the  important  position  of 
senators  of  the  Dominion. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the  bill 
passed  through  all  its  stages  under  a  suspen- 
sion of  the  rule. 

SILVER  LEAD  SMELTING  ACT. 

SECOND    AND    THIKD    READINGS. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON  moved  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill  (142)  "An  Act  to  en- 
courage silver-lead  smelting."  He  said  : 
This  bill  as  its  name  indicates,  is  for  the 
purpose  of  encouraging  silver-lead  smelting. 
It  provides  for  a  bounty  of  50  cents  per  ton 
to  be  paid  for  the  ore  smelted,  and  that  the 
amount  to  be  paid  under  the  provisions  of 
this  bill  shall  not,  on  the  whole,  exceed 
$150,000,  nor  $30,000  in  any  one  year,  but 
it  provides  that  any  unexpended  portion  of 
that  $30,000,  or  sums  that  may  not  be  call- 
ed for  by  way  of  bounty  in  any  particular 
year,  may  be  carried  from  year  to  year  and 
expended  in  the  years  that  may  follow.  The 
operation  of  the  bill  is  to  extend  to  five 
years.  If  in  any  one  year  a  greater  quantity 
of  ore  is  smelted  than  could  be  provided  for 
out  of  the  $30,000  a  year,  then  the  rate  per 
ton  is  to  be  reduced  in  order  to  bring  it  within 
the  amount  for  which  provision  is  maule.  It 
also  provides  that  the  payment  of  bounty 
of  smelting  works  shall  be  made  regarding 
establishments  that  shall  be  put  into  opera- 
tion before  the  first  of  January,  1897,  and 
that  the  payment  and  the  management  of 
those  bounties  shall  be  placed  under  the  con- 
trol of  the  Department  of  Trade  and  Com- 
merce, and  that  the  Governor  in  Council 
may  make  regulations  governing  the  pay- 
ment of  those  bounties,  to  prevent  fraud  and 
for  the  proper  carrying  out  of  the  work,  and 
that  these  regulations  shall  be  laid  before 
parliament  in  each  year  fifteen  days  after 
the  opening  of  the  session.  This  will  apply 
to  silver  mining  altogether,  I  think,  in  the 
province  of  British  Columbia.  It  is  well 
known  to  hon.  gentlemen  that  those  mines 
are  very  valuable.     They  have  not  been  de- 


veloped to   any  great    extent  in  vt- 
owing  to  the  want  of   railway  ix^r, 
tion,  and  largely  to  the   absence  lA  :•■■ 
smelting  works.      Within  the  l^i  c^. 
railway  has  opened  up  access  tosoo^  - 
most  valuable  mining    districts,  uh  tb- 
sult  has  been  most  gratifying  in  tiir'i''' 
ment  of  those  industries.    I  have  ic ry . 
a  paper  published  in  British  Coksl.: 
ed  tbe  Slocan   Prospector,    in   whid    - 
facts  are  given : 

The  total  shipments  from  September  lA    • 
until  March   Ut,   1895,  agigregstod  ii^l  •  . 
which  3,369  tons  were  shipped  via  Naku^i.. 
toiia  to  Koslo.     The  grand    total  estmiU<i 
being  57 18,9ii0.     Daily  shipments  are -n 
made  and  will   now   continue    indefinit<!r  ..■ 
country  has  the  advantage  of  of  railirjr .'. 
cation. 

The  construction  of  this  railway  b»«  m  ;■ 
to  develop  those  works,  but  a  Terr  ..: 
proportion  of  the  ore  is  foand  to  be  '■:  - 
a  nature  that  it  will  not  bear  railwii 
portation  to  smelting  w^orks  in  the  U::- 
States.  It  is  ascertained  that  oat  oi  «-' 
nine  tons  of  ore  there  is  only  one  vn  ~ 
is  of  suiBcient  value  to  bear  tran^3»ij: 
such  a  long  distance,  and  it  is  indi^'o 
to  the  carrying  on  of  the  silver  inili-tr " 
British  Columbia  that  large  sjneltin'  r-v 
should  be  encouraged  in  that  conntrr.  ."■ 
proposed  that  it  shall  be  done  by  mtan-- 
bounty  of  50c.  per  ton,  as  provided  tur 
this  bill.  There  is  another  feature  in  f 
nection  with  this  that  is  of  some  importia"- 
Hitherto  there  has  been  only  one  kind  <i  ^ 
prospected  for  in  that  country,  just  !(f  " 
want  of  smelting  works.  On  the  e-w.-v 
ment  of  smelting  works,  there  is  anotb^f  ■ 
called  dry  silicious  ore  that  will  be  ioyi 
for,  and  which  is  necessary  in  order  wnr^ 
the  smelting  process  along  with  the  fcad ''•■'. 
that  has  hitherto  been  worked.  It  i<  b'.''- 
from  the  experience  of  other  conntrie<  B'' 
smelting  will  lead  to  extensive  minii^  • 
other  ores  besides  those  that  are  now  miw- 
When  it  is  borne  in  mind  that  eight  oc' 
nine  tons  of  the  lead  ores  thenisekes  u' 
now  come  within  the  reach  of  the  miner 
that  part  of  the  country  are  useless  ■< 
want  of  smelting  works,  and  in  sdd'C* 
to  that,  the  fact  that  the  dry  siliceous  'H^ 
are  not  now  useful  at  all,  though  tto '" 
known  to  exist  there,  hon.  gentlemen  ''• 
see  at  once  the  very  great  importtc*  - 
giving  some  encouragement  to  aherBUU-'' 
in  that  part  of  the  country.  Theimportw- 
of  smelting  the  silver-lead  oresis'ellto'"^ 
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fcs  "United  States.     Owing  to  the  exia- 
>    of     these  works,  the  central  western 
3X-1.      of   the    great  republic  has   become 
t^o  skn.  extraordinary  extent.      Some  iig- 
Ha.ve  been  put  in  my  hands  which  show 
''.-  ry  great  importance  of  these  smelting 
:  s.     I4>  is  stated  that  for  every  150  tons  of 
&00   t^ns  of  coal  or  its  equivalent  of  wood 
be  used  in  the  process  of  smelting,  1,200 
of  coke  will  be  required,  and  500  tons 
mestone.     It  is  well  known  that  there 
;;>un.clance  of  limestone  in  that  part  of  the 
ntry,  and  coal  both  in  the  Rockies  or  on  the 
ific  coast,  within  easy  distance  of  those 
si  tinge;  works   and   the   employment   that 
I  be  given  to  men,  to  the  railways  and  to 
er  means  of  transportation,  will  be  very 
at  indeed.     The  advantage  to  the  agri- 
turists  of  that  part  of  the  Dominion  will 
o  be    very  great,  because  those  who  are 
;aged  in  mining  produce  nothing  in  the 
y    of    food   or   clothing,  and    the   profits 
lich  they  make,  and  the  employment  they 
tain,  will  benefit  all  who  are  carrying  on 
ricultural  and   other  productive   work  in 
e  neighbourhood.     As  an  instance  of  the 
Ltraordinary  value  of  smelting  works  in  a 
oh    mining   district   such  as  that  part  of 
ritish  Columbia  undoubtedly  is — perhaps 
ae  of  the  richest  in  the  world — I  might 
lention  that  in  the  town  of  Butte,  in  the 
oate  of  Montana,  alone,  a  city  of  20,000 
eople,  the  output  of  silver  is  equal  to  the 
ntire  exports  of  Canada  from  the  forest, 
he  mine,  and  the  fisheries.     That  is  an  ex- 
raordinary  statement,  but  I  have  it  on  ex- 
;cUent   authority   that    such   is  the    case. 
Smelting  works  will  be  established  to  have 
xn  output  of  150  tons  of  ore  a  day,  and  that 
would  turn  out  each  year  60,000  tons  which 
would   represent  the  value  of  $3,000,000  a 
year.     Half  of  that  amount  would  be  repre- 
sented by  the  earnings  of  the  prospectors 
and  smelters,  and  the  other  the  profits  in  con- 
nection with  the  mining.     I  do  not  think  it 
Ls  necessary  for  me  to  say  anything  more  in 
regard  to  this  matter.     Of  course,   within 
the  last  3  or  4  years  the  silver  industry  has 
been  considerably  depressed  in  the  United 
States,  but  that  depres.sion  is  not  to  last  for- 
ever.   Capitalists  are  now  turning  their  at- 
tention to  our  west,  which,  as  I  have  said  be- 
fore, is  known  to  be  rich  in  silver  ore,  and  we 
have  reason  to  believe  that  under  the  opera- 
tion of  this  bill  and  the  small  bounty  that 
it  is  proposed  to  pay — only  $150,000  in  all 
for  five  years — there  will  be  a  very  consider- 


able development  of  the  mining  industry  in 
our  western  country  which  will  be  of  -great 
advantage,  not  only  to  British  Columbia, 
but  to  all  Canada. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES  (B.C.)— TUs  bill  re- 
ceives my  unqualified  support,  and  I  con- 
gratulate the  government  on  bringing  it  in. 
One  observation  made  by  the  hon.  gentleman 
who  introduced  it  I  can  scarcely  accept.  In 
fact  I  do  not  know  where  he  got  his  infor- 
mation. He  said  that  in  the  Kootenay 
district  there  is  only  about  one  ton  out  of 
nine  that  would  bear  transportation  to  the 
smelters  in  the  United  States,  at  Butte,  at 
Seattle  and  at  Omaha.  He  did  not  mention 
those  points,  but  those  are  the  difiisrent 
places  to  which  the  ores  are  shipped.  My 
information  is  that  there  is  not  a  ton  of  ore 
shipped  from  the  main  mines  there  but  what 
produced  from  100  to  1,000  ounces  of  silver 
per  ton. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— Will  the  hon. 
gentleman  allow  me  to  say  that  that  is  just 
the  point  I  make.  Qnly  these  valuable  ores 
are  shipped,  but  there  is  a  large  quantity 
mined,  and  accessible  to  be  mined,  which  is 
of  a  quality  that  will  not  bear  shipment. 

Hon.  Mr.  McINNES  (B.C.)— I  misunder- 
stood the  hon.  gentleman.  I  thought  he 
mentioned  that  the  average  that  was  pro- 
duced there  would  only  yield  a  small  per- 
centage. What  he  mentions  now  is  correct. 
A  very  large  percentage  of  the  ores  will  not 
bear  transportation  for  three,  four,  five 
and  in  some  instances  1,200  miles  to  the 
smelters.  If  a  smelter  were  established 
either  at  Slocan,  or  up  in  the  Kaslo  district, 
the  state  of  affairs  would  be  vastly  different. 
That  is  one  of  the  richest  silver  districts  in 
the  world,  and  will  prove  itself  to  be  so 
within  the  next  few  years.  It  is  also  rich 
in  gold-bearing  quartz,  to  say  nothing  of  the 
large  amount  of  gold  taken  from  the  streams 
in  the  alluvial  washings.  I  saw  a  few  days 
ago  that  it  is  proposed  to  open  a  large  smelter 
in  Vancouver.  Whether  that  smelter  will 
be  eligible  to  receive  this  bonus  or  not,  I  am 
not  prepared  to  say,  but  I  scarcely  think 
that  it  would  be.  I  think  the  smelter,  if  it 
is  to  be  established,  should  be  located  in  the 
very  centre  of  that  mining  district. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— There  are  two  smelters 
.n  British  Columbia  already,  are  there  not  7 
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Hon.  Mr.  McINNES  (B.C.)— There  is  a 
small-  one  at  Pilot  Bay. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— I  am  very  glad 
to  see  that  my  hon.  friend  who  is,  on  general 
grounds,  such  a  strong  opponent  of  the 
national  policy,  when  he  finds  something 
which  affects  the  district  in  which  he  resides 
becomes  a  zealous  advocate  of  protection. 
You  find  that  the  case  in  every  instance. 
When  it  comes  to  the  encouragement  of  in- 
dustries in  their  own  district  the  free-traders 
change  about  very  quickly.  This  is  protec- 
tion in  an  extreme  form,  and  I  am  glad  to 
find  my  hon.  friend,  like  all  the  other  free 
traders,  as  strong  a  protectionist  as  we  are 
ourselves  when  it  comes  to  the  development 
of  home  industries. 

The  motiob  was  agreed  to,  and  the  bill 
was  read  the  second  time. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON  moved  the  sus- 
pension of  Rule  41  in  regard  to  this  bill. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the  House 
resolved  itself  into  a  Committee  of  the 
Whole.  . 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— With  reference  to 
section  1  of  the  bill,  I  suppose  that  persons 
who  smelt  gold,  for  instance  in  Nova  Scotia, 
would  get  the  bonus. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
Any  smelting  of  gold  done  in  Canada  comes 
under  the  bill. 

Hon.   Mr.    BERNIER,   from    the  com- 
mittee, reported  the  bill  without  amendment. 
The  bill  was  then  read  the  third  time  and 


NORTH-WEST  TERRITORIES  REPRE- 
SENTATION BILL. 

SECOND  READING. 

,.  Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON  moved  the  second 
reading  of  Bill  (121)  "An  Act  further  to 
aiaend  the  North-west  Territories  Represen- 
tation Act."  He  said :  This  bill  contains 
01.^  two  provisions — the  first  of  which  is  to 
th^ffect  that  in  voting  in  federal  elections 
in  tlip  North-west  Territories  only  three 
months'  residence  in  JJe  electoral  district 
shall  b«i  required  inst'tad  of  twelve  months 
as  provide  by  the  at  i  as  it  stands  at  pre- 
sent.    Under  the  lav|  governing  elections  of 


members  of  the  Territorial  Legishtcv. 
twelve  months'  residence  in  dte  !«:; 
aud  three  months  in  the  electoral  &xr 
required.     It    is   proposed    by  tlnj  _ 
make  the  term  of  residence  in  the  ir.-\  -. 
district  necessary  to  qualify  an   ekct- ' . 
federal  election  the  same  as  the  ter::  i. 
is  required  to  qualify  a  man  to  vote  f.: 
election  of  a  representative  in  the  Terr,'  . 
legislature.       Hon.   members  vill  W  . 
mind  that  the  act  for  the  regnlatios  i-- ' 
rit>rial   elections  is  an  act  of  thel'.- 
Parliament,  not  a  local  statute.    It  L-i.- 
of  our  own,  and  we  are  simply  pp.';  , 
that  the  qualification  for   electors  Ssl. 
the  same,  whether  the  election  is  Ix  i ! •■ 
ritorial   representative  or  for  a  rcf  .t< 
tive  in  the  Dominion  Parliament     I'  ^ 
been    considered    desirable  that  tbr  •-- 
qualification    should  apply  in    botb  >-..'■ 
The    other    provision    of   the  WO  i«  -. 
ply    to    correct    an     oversight  in  li- 
gislation  of  last   session.     The  Act  d  . 
year  provided  that  any  elector  whofisatt. 
his  name  is  not  on  the  voters'  list  majitf 
to  the  enumerator  within  two  day:  t'  ~ 
date  of  polling  and  have  his  name  pit"'  -■ 
list.     That  provision  was  incorporated  ii-- 
Act  but  through  an  oversight  the  fwa. 
oath  in  the  schedule   of  the  Act  wi- :  ■ 
made  to  correspond  with  the  main  ppir,.4- 
Previous   to   that    it   was  passible  at  •_ 
time  before  the  election   to  have  thr  n.- 
added  to  the  list,   but  last  year  it  «i^  <- 
cided  that  the  name  could  not  be  added  h.:- 
than  two    days   before  the  electaoo.    ?• 
form  of  oath  has  now  been  altered  to  ^lr 
spond  with  the  main  provision  in  last  v-x- 
Act,  and  this  is  merely  to  make  the  scbrdi 
and  the  oath  correspond  with  the  main  w 
vision  of  the  bill.     I  think  these  amendmrs;- 
are  so  simple  and  necessary,  that  I  need  ^' 
make  any  further  explanation. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  donotri«tox 
pose  this  bill,  but  to  call  attention  vi  r. 
amendment  that  I  should  like  to  pro;i« 
when  the  House  goes  into  Committee  on  ti- 
bill.  As  the  law  stood  before  the  Ac;  i 
last  session,  when  a  person's  name  had  Uet 
accidentally  omitted  he  was  permitted.  S 
the  time  he  came  up  to  vote,  to  have  It- 
name  added  by  taking  the  oath  prescriW  ii 
the  statute.  Last  session,  when  tie  bill  «• 
before  this  House,  an  amendment  was  mao" 
which  struck  out  that  particular  clause,  i 
am  informed  by  a  member  from  the  >'ortb- 
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tti&t  -the  members  representing  the 
Ltuencies  in  the  Territories  were  not 
B  o£  tills  change  at  the  time,  and  that 
iratea  very  prejudically  because,  owing 
\e  electors  of  the  North-west  being 
id  over  a  very  wide  extent  of  country, 

£kre  not  likely  to  h<)ar  of  this  legislation 
>  appear  before  the  enumerator,  and  it 
Id  be  scarcely  fair  to  deprive  them  of 
r  votes  if  their  names  happen  to  be 
l^ted  and  they  failed  to  appear  before  an 
merator  before  coming  up  to  the  polls, 
'opose  to  strike  out  the  clause  repealing 
ion  44  when  the  House  is  in  Committee 
bbe  bill. 

?he  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  House  resolved  itself  into  committee 
the  whole  on  the  bill. 

On  clause  2, 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  have  read  the  clause 
d  the  law  as  it  stood  up  to  last  year.     The 
lendmentn  made  in  this  House  last  year 
ipear  in  section  14  which  repeals  a  number 
sections  of  the  act  in  the  revised  statutes, 
ic\uding  44,  and  the  explanation  given  to 
,e  by  a  member  of  the  House  of  Commons 
as  that  when  the  bill  went  back  to  the 
Louse  of  Commons,  after  being   amended 
ere,  the  schedule  appeared  to  be  the  last 
lart  of  the  bill,  and  so  this  section  14,  which 
ras  the  repealing  clause  of  section  44,  was 
tverlooked,  and  at  least  one  or  two  members 
;here  from  the  North-west  thought  that  the 
ifl'ect  would  be  rather  serious,  inasmuch  as 
the  voters  whose  names  had  been  omitted 
From  the  list  might  not  be  advised  of  the 
passing  of  this  act,   and  that  therefore  they 
might  be  disfranchised  at  the  next  election 
unless  they  were  permitted  to  take  the  oath, 
as  in  former   years,    as    provided    in    the 
statute.    I  have  looked  over  the  Debates  of 
last  year  and  I  do  not  know  whether  atten- 
tion has  been  caUed  to  it  in  this  chamber ; 
bat  it  does  not  appear  that  any  comment  is 
made  upon  it.     An  effort  has  been  made  to 
repeal  section  44,  but  no  comments  were 
made  upon  it.     It  did  not  seem  to  evoke  any 
criticism  one  way  or  the  other,  and  it  was 
wholly  unexplained.     The  amendment  that 
I  propose  is : 

Section  14,  of  chapter  15,  of  the  Statutes  of 
1894,  ii  hereby  amended  by  striking  out  the  word 
44  in  the  first  line  thereof. 

It  would  revive  the  law  as  it  stood  in 
reference  to  that  particular  point. 


Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— I  cannot  agree 
with  my  hon.  friend  that  it  is  desirable  to 
restore  this  feature  of  the  old  law  which  was 
repealed  last  year.  Of  course  there  is  not 
as  perfect  a  system  of  preparation  of  voters' 
lists  in  the  North-west  Territories  as  in  the 
other  provinces,  but  a  voters  list  is  prepared 
which  seems  to  answer  ibe  purpose  very 
well  and  is  what  they  desire.  If  it  should 
be  found  two  days  before  an  election  that 
any  voter's  name  has  been  omitted  from 
that  list  be  can  himself  have  his  name  placed 
upon  the  list,  if  he  is  entitled  to  have  it,  by 
applying  to  the  enumerator,  and  it  is  not 
necessary  to  make  that  Journey  in  person. 
Any  credible  witness,  cognizant  of  the  facts, 
can  have  the  name  placed  on  the  lists. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— It  does  not  say  that. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON -The  polling  dis- 
tricts are  reduced  in  the  North-west  to  a 
very  smiU  compass,  and  even  there  the 
extent  of  travel  is  not  very  great,  and  the 
inconvenience  is  not  very  much.  At  all 
events,  a  voter  can,  up  to  within  two  days 
of  the  election,  if  his  name  is  omitted  from 
any  cause  whatever,  either  through  himself 
or  a  credible  person,  have  his  name  placed 
on  the  list  That  is  all  that  is  desirable. 
In  my  own  province  we  have  had  experience 
of  the  system  permitting  a  voter  on  election 
days  to  swear  to  his  vote ;  and  I  have  not 
the  slightest  doubt  that  the  experience  of 
the  North-west,  tjp  to  a  year  or  two  ago, 
was  just  the  same  as  ours,  that  it  IcmIs 
to  a  great  deal  of  false  swearing  and  a 
large  number  of  bad  votes  being  polled. 
In  the  excitement  of  the  polling  day, 
and  often  under  the  influence  of  intoxica- 
ting liquors,  it  is  extraordinary  the  num- 
ber of  men  who  will  take  oaths  that  are 
not  right,  to  establish  their  right  to  vote, 
who  would  not  do  it  in  cooler  moments  a 
few  days  before  the  election.  Under  this 
bill,  we  provide  means  by  which  every  man 
who  is  entitled  to  vote  can  have  his  name 
placed  on  the  lists  to  within  two  days  of 
voting.  That  is  a  greater  privilege  in  this 
matter  than  is  extended  under  the  Dominion 
Franchise  Act  or  any  other  Act;  and  I 
think  the  facility  is  so  great  that  this  House 
should  not  for  one  moment  go  further  and 
allow  a  man  to  come  up  in  the  excitement 
of  election  day  and  get  his  vote  recorded  by 
swearing  to  his  qualification  on  that  day. 
That  should  be  arranged  before  the  election, 
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as  was  provided  last  year,  and  therefore  I 
could  not  agree  to  the  amendment  of  my 
hon.  friend. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— My  hon.  friend  is 
rather  too  emphatic  in  condemnation  of  the 
law  which  his  own  government   has  passed, 
and  which  has  been  in  operation  a  great 
number  of  years  in  the  North-west  Terri- 
tories.    Is  the  House  to  draw,  from  the  ob- 
servations of  the  hon.  gentleman,  the  con- 
clusion that  the  voters'  lists  in  the  past  have 
been  made  up  in  this  way,  and  that  the  hon. 
gentlemen  who  represent  the  North-west  have 
been  elected  by  persons  who  came  in  the  heat 
of  passion  and  swore  themselves  on  the  lists 
when  they  had  no  right  to  be  there  ?     That 
is  the  natural  conclusion  which  one  would 
draw  from  the  speech  of  the  hon.  gentleman, 
that  this  system,  which  has  been  introduced 
by  his  own  government  and   has  been  in 
operation  for  a  number  of  years,  has  been 
perfectly   unbearable.     What  is  the  fact! 
The  hon.  gentleman  thinks  it  is  an  atrocious 
thing  that  a  voter  should  be  allowed  to  go  up 
and  swear  himself  on  the  list  on  polling  day. 
He  compares  the  condition  of  Prince  Edward 
Island  with  that  of  the  North-west  Terri- 
tories.   Who  makes  up  the  list  in  the  North- 
west 1    la  it  carefully  prepared  by  municipal 
officers  as  in  other  provinces  1    Not  at  all. 
The  lists  are  made  up  by  an  employee  of  the 
government,  and  the  elector  who  claims  the 
right  to  vote  deserves  as  much  consideration 
as  the  officer,  who  is  possibly  a  man  of  no 
weight  or  consequence  at  all,  and  probably  a 
very  strong  partisan.   The  point  is  this,  that 
notwithstanding  the  statement  of  the  hon. 
gentleman,  the  polling  districts  in  the  North- 
west Territories  are  very  large.    Anyone  can 
see  that  by  looking  at  the  map,  and  anyone 
living  10  or   15  miles  away  from  a  polling 
booth  may  not  see  the  list  at  all.    He  comes 
in  to  poll  his  vote,  thinking  that  the  law  now 
on  tho  statute  book  is  still  in  operation,  and 
when  he  comes  in,  he  finds  his  name  is  not 
on  the  list,  and  the  privilege  that  he  did  en- 
joy   on   former   occasions   has   been  taken 
away.     That  is  a  very  serious  position  of 
matters.     There  is  no  provision,  apparently, 
for 'getting  men  off  the  lists  in  the  North-west 
Territories.     The  returning  officer,  or  enum- 
erator, puts  anyone  he  pleases  on  the  list  and 
there  is  no  way  of  getting  the  name  off;  and 
now  the  man  who  claims  the  right  to  vote 
cannbt  swear  himself  on.     The  old  law  was 
much  better  than  the  law  as  proposed  by  this 


bill,  and  until  jou  get  proper maciiD' 
makings  the  voters'  list,  sach  as  en-.-  [ 
provinces,  we  had  better  stick  a  •> 
which  allowed  the  honest  voter !.  .-■ 
name  on  if  it  had  been  improperlr  --  ': 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSO>'-MtU- 
seems  to  think  that  there  is  no  pTC'T.- 
the  North-west  Territories  Act  i.-r  a-. 
names  ofiT  the  list.  Look  at  sbsa  . 
the  revised  statutes,  chapter  7,  anc; ;.- 
find  there  is  not  only  proriaon  k :. . 
names  on,  but  also  for  reffloviogiiac- 

If  ally   enumerator,   at  any  tinH'  aft« 
up  any  voters  list,  and  two  days  brf«rt  t^     | 
day,  is  fully  satisfied  upon  reprwtnu.. 
to  him  by  any  creiiible  person,  tlui  ih-.  •- 
any  qualified     voter   has  been  Dniiiioi "      | 
voteri)  list  of   the   polling  divisioD  lo  •! 
voter  belongs,  he  shall  add  sncfa  mme.  i       i 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— The  whole  i;. .  ' 
left  to  the  enumerator ;  he  is  a  iiiv. 
officer. 


Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— It  hi*  t<.  • 
to  somebody.       My  hoa  friend  «--■ 
think  it  an  undesirable  thing  for  fi:-. 
ernment  to  admit   that  there-  is  it;" 
wrong  in  its   past  legislation.    W'e  J  - 
claim  any  such  infallibility  at  all  '>■-■ 
ally  it  will  be  found,  in  the  laws  of  li 
latures,  that  some  things  are  not  alt'C'' 
right.      This  parliament  thought  tb; 
old   law  was   wrong,  and  correctM  i 
year,  and  now   my  hon.  friend  ^'m^  '■ 
go  back  to  a  vicious  system  that  ukj" 
ment,  in  its  wisdom,  last  year  wip«iMf 
do  not  say,  and    I  did  not  say  thit  r 
abuses   had   sprung  up  in  the  >onfr= 
with  regard  to  people  coming  for*-"' 
election  day  and  swearing  to  votes  tw'- . 
had  not  a  right  to  give,  but  I  infertw-f 
the  fact  that  the  amendment  was  im*. 
the  law  last  year  by  both  Houses ot  fo- 
ment, that  abuses  possibly  did  creep  io«- 
such  as  I  know  have  arisen  ander  a  '«';r 
system   in  Prince  Edward  IsW  ,  '; 
country  is  growing  and  my  'n'""^!":^ 
that  the  polling  districts  in  jh*. '.'*i;, . 
are  not  excessively  large,    ^o  "^r;  \ 
with  regard  to  this  can  ^^f'^Z.,, 
map.     I  never  saw  a  m^  ™  »"•'  ,  ,^ 
yet  in  which  the  polling  districts  »«■' 
My  opinion  is  that  thef««l>t>«'<''"  ' 


ing  are  fairly  good  in  the  ^^',  jt„: 
there  is  every  opportunity  imw*^^  ^„ 
ting  the  names  on  the  lists  up  *" 
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re  the  polling  takes  place. 
we  should  give. 


That  is  all 


on.  Mr.  POWER — I  understand  from 
iion.  gentleman  from  Marshfield,  that 
re  he  entered  the  government  they  did 
e  mistakes.  Now,  I  suppose,  since  he 
I  the  government,  they  do  not.  I  should 
to  ask  the  hon.  gentleman,  who  has 
a  good  deal  of  experience  in  electioneer- 
whether  down  in  Prince  Edward  Island 
yhich  he  has  referred  so  often,  he  would 
i  to  have  this  system  in  operation,  that 
voters'  lists  should  be  made  up  by  enum- 
bors,  one  enumerator  in  each  polling  dis- 
it,  who  is  a  supporter  of  the  Liberal  party  t 
>uld  the  hon.  gentleman  feel  comfortable 
having  to  bring  his  voters  up  under  those 
:umstances,  and  if  the  voter  had  no  chance 
getting  his  name  on  the  list  1  I  think  the 
a.  gentleman  begins  to  realize  the  unfair- 
3s  of  this  system.  It  simply  means  that 
e  party  to  a  contest  is  allowed  practically 
appoint  the  court  which  is  to  try  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— I  think  the  hon. 
ntleman  is  attacking  another  feature  of 
.6  law  from  that  which  is  to  be  amended, 
lis  bill  is  simply  to  amend  the  time  in 
hich  the  voters  can  have  their  names  put 
1  the  lists.  They  can  do  it  two  days  be- 
ire  voting  day.  The  piinciple  on  which 
16  lists  are  mtide  up  is  not  a  question  at  all. 

Hon.  Mr,  DEVER,  from  the  committee, 
sported  the  bill  without  amendment. 

The  bill  was  read  the  third  time  and  passed. 


CRIMINAL  CODE  AMENDMENT 
BILL. 

SKCOND  AND  THIRD  READINGS. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKINZIE  BO  WELL  mov- 
ed the  second  reading  of  Bill  (51)  "  An  Act 
further  to  amend  the  Criminal  Code,  1892." 
He  said  :  It  the  Senators  would  prefer  to 
accept  this  bill  without  a  long  explanation 
I  have  no  objection  to  relieve  myself  of  the 
necessity  which  would  otherwise  devolve 
upon  me  of  explaining  each  of  the  clauses. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  House  resolved  itself  into  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  on  the  bill,  under  a 
suspension  of  the  rules. 
48 


(In  the  Committee.) 
On  section  673, 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  may  mention,  with 
respect  to  the  Criminal  Code,  that  in  the 
session  of  1892  the  Senate  devoted  two  sit- 
tings to  it  and  made  some  thirty  amend- 
ments to  the  bill,  so  that  we  have  a  precedent 
for  what  I  propose  to  do.  The  amendment 
which  I  wish  to  offer  is  to  the  section  which 
relates  to  the  jury.  I  move  to  amend  section 
727  of  the  Act  by  adding  the  following  sub- 
section thereto : 

3.  It  shall  not  be  necessary  that  a  jnry  shall  be 
unanimous,  but  after  four  hours  deliberation  eleven 
jurors  out  of  twelve  may  return  a  verdict, 
which  shall,  for  all  purposes,  have  the  effect  of  a 
verdict  concurred  in  by  all  the  jurors. 

When  the  joint  committee  of  the  two 
Houses  dealt  with  the  Criminal  Code  in 
1892,  they  recommended  an  amendment 
similar  to  this,  only  a  little  more  sweeping 
in  its  character.  The  recommendation  was 
practically  that  five-sixths  of  the  jury  could 
find  a  virdict,  so  that  10  out  of  a  jury  of  12, 
or  5  out  of  a  jury  of  6  in  the  North-west, 
could  find  a  verdict.  The  present  Minister 
of  Justice  was  of  opinion  that  it  was  rather 
too  radical  a  change  to  allow  10  out  of  12, 
or  5  out  of  6,  to  find  a  verdict.  The  amend- 
ment which  is  now  proposed  is  one  which 
does  not  go  as  far  as  the  amendment  recom- 
mended by  the  joint  committee  in  1892. 
This  proposes  that  the  dissent  of  a  single 
juror  out  of  12  shall  not  defeat  the  ends  of 
justice.  I  do  not  propose  to  trouble  the 
House  at  any  considerable  length  with  re- 
spect to  this  matter,  but  I  wish  to  say  a  very 
few  words  showing  why  this  amendment 
should  be  made.  The  real  objection  to  mak- 
ing this  amendment  is  a  spirit  of  conservat- 
ism. Conservatism,  in  its  true  sense,  is  that 
spirit  which  will  not  make  a  change  unless 
it  is  a  change  for  the  better.  Toryism  is  a 
spirit  which  will  not  make  a  change  at  all, 
which  is  opposed  to  change  on  principle. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS— Hear,  hear. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— lamglad  to  hear  that 
a  majority  in  this  House  are  Liberal  Conser- 
vatives.  They  are  sometimes  betterthan  Con- 
servatives. In  civil  cases  it  was  for  a  long  time 
required  that  the  jury  should  be  unanimous, 
and  it  was  considered  that  there  was  some 
magic  virtue  in  the  decision  of  12  j  urors 
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which,  if  lost,  justice  would  be  lost,  but  in 
the  province  of  Nova  Scotia  a  great  many 
years  ago  the  jury  in  civil  cases  was  reduced 
to  9,  and  7  were  allowed  to  find  a  verdict.  I 
do  not  think  there  is  a  man  in  Nova  Scotia 
who  would  wish  to  go  back  to  the  old  sys- 
tem, when  the  jury  consisted  of  12  and  the 
12  were  required  to  be  unanimous.  In  On- 
tario, where  they  are  perhaps  a  little  slower 
than  we  are,  they  passed,  during  the  last 
session  of  the  legislature,  an  Act  providing 
that  in  civil  cases  10  out  of  12  jurors  may 
find  a  verdict,  and  when  that  law  comes 
into  operation  the  people  of  Ontario  will 
wonder  how  it  is  they  remained  so  long 
without  adopting  this  desirable  improve- 
ment. Consider  that  the  requirement  that 
the  jury  shall  be  unanimous  dates  back  to 
the  time  when  there  were  about  150  capital 
offences,  and  when,  in  the  interest  of  hu- 
manity, it  was  desirable  that  the  number  of 
persons  found  guilty  should  be  minimized  as 
far  as  possible.  When  a  man  was  hanged  for 
stealing  a  sheep,  it  was  a  good  thing  that 
the  dissent  of  one  juror  should  save  his  life. 
In  old  times  a  prisoner  was  allowed  no 
counsel,  the  jury  were  often  fined  by  ar- 
bitrary judges  if  they  did  not  bring  in  a 
veidict  against  the  accused,  and  the  whole 
tendency  of  the  proceedings  was  against  the 
accused.  In  those  days  it  was  a  perfectly 
reasonable  and  proper  thing,  looking  at  this 
pressure  against,  the  accused,  that  the  jury 
should  be  required  to  be  unanimous.  It  is 
not  so  now.  The  prisoner  has  counsel,  he  is 
allowed  to  give  evidence  on  his  own  behalf, 
the  judge  always  holds  the  balance  fairly 
and  evenly,  never  makes  any  unreasonable 
or  undue  attempt  to  secure  a  conviction,  and 
the  chances  are  at  least  even  between  the 
prisoner  and  justice  as  regards  the  trial. 
How  ere  the  chances  otherwise  1  The 
chances  are  all  against  justice.  In  the  first 
place,  the  o£fender  has  to  be  arrested,  and 
that  is  a  thing  which  very  often  does  not 
happen ;  then,  when  he  is  arrested,  he  is 
brought  before  a  magistrate,  and  that  magis- 
trate often  seems  to  think  that  unless  the 
case  against  the  accused  is  overwhelmingly 
strong,  he  is  not  justified  in  committing  him 
for  trial.  We  have  seen  instances  of  that 
quite  recently.  After  the  magistrate,  before 
whom  the  prisoner  is  brought  for  preliminary 
examination,  is  satisfied  that  he  should  be 
committed  for  trial,  the  prisoner  goes  before 
a  grand  jury.  I  cannot  say  how  grand  jurors 
are  in  other  provinces,  but  I  know  that  in 


the  province  of  Nova  Scotia  rtfj  s> 
clearest  evidence  of  guilt  will  nct.'j'ir  . 
grand  jury  that  they  should  brici  1 
and  as  a  rule  they  ■will  not  bring  h  -. 
unless  the  evidence  is  very  dear  aai  • 
cing.      Having   run    the  gaunde;   - 
committing  magistrate  and  the  ^ 
the  prisoner  goes  before  the  petit  ji-j . 
it  happens  that  there  ia  on  that pr.:  . 
crank,  or  criminal,  or  a  near  fnef.  : 
accused,  all  the  trouble  which  jw  -. 
taken  and  all  the  expense  which  in- 
gone  to,  is  utterly  wasted.    He  yr 
agrees,  and  that  is  very  often  the  hi.  ■ 
matter.     If  not,  the  country  has  t- : 
the  expense  of  a  further  trial,  Thici  -  • 
may  not  result  in  the  conviction  of  a  -. 
who  is  clearly  guilty.     Every  boa  .• 
men  recognizes  that   that  is  the  rrt 
tion  of  things.     I  may  mention  i' 
which  was  described  to  me  by  a  sit:'-. 
who  acted  as  counsel   for  the  a«t>. 
trial  which  took  place  some  distance,  k 
a  very  great  distance  from  where  »- 
The  evidence  against  the  prisoner  «»-■  i 
conclusive,  and  my  friend  said  thai  fc- 
not  see  that  there  was  the  sJiyhtfrt  tc» 
of  acquittal.     When  the  judge  had  ^-.: 
ed  his  charge,  he  did  not  expect  to  'r 
jury  leave  the  box,  but  they  did  sa  it ' 
mained  out  for  a  considerable  tiiDr.  . 
judge,  who  had  no  doubt  aboat  the  id'- 
caused  the  jury  to  be  called  in  ^  '■ 
ed  them  if  they  had   agreed  upon  a  • 
diet.      They   had   not  and   retiwi  ^ 
After    they    had    been    out   for  « 
hours,   they  reported  that  they  cox- ' 
agree;  and  I  may  say  thatmyfria-- 
counsel  for  the  prisoner,  was  as  mvo  .•- 
prised  as  the  judge  was.    He  made  u*; 
afterwards  as   to  the  secret  of  tb«r " 
agreement  and  it  turned  out  that  thw  •• 
one  man  on  that  jury  who  had  a  short  "- 
before  served  a  long  term  in  the  penit«' 
for  an  ofiFence  similar  to  that  for  »lu^  • 
accused  was  brought  to  trial.    ^0'■•J"'' 
if  we  require  a  verdict  by  eleven  jurcfii^^ 
four  hours  deliberation  that  isasnocii*' 
ought  to  ask.     We  ought  to  gi«  ?'' 
some  little  fair-play  in  the  race  with  f - 
I  therefore  move  the  amendment 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH-Tbe  I'''-' 
which  has  come  up  is  of  gr»t  imp*'!' 
involving  as  it  does  one  of  the  ftindaaif ■ 
principles  underlying  our  system  of  en"''' 
jurisprudence.     If  this  had  come  up'- 
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ier  stage'  of  the  ression,  I  think  it  would 
ly  have  been  a  matter  for  consideration, 
a.t  this  late  stage  I  do  not  think  we 
uld  hastily  adopt  the  principle  which  my 
..  friend  proposes.  I  am  very  much  with 
t  in  his  opinion  on  the  subject,  I  have  had 
g  experience  in  criminal  courts,  and  I 
ak  the  tendency  of  public  opinion,  gener- 
al is  very  much  in  the  direction  of  the 
Riidment  which  he  has  suggested.  How- 
T,  for  the  reason  I  have  stated,  and  be- 
ise  of  the  fact  that  there  is  no  opportunity 
•  the  other  branch  of  the  legislature  to 
'e  the  matter  the  consideration  it  deserves, 

>  ought  not  to  take  up  an  amendment  of 
much  importance,  affecting  the  liberty  of 

e  subject.    I  hesitate  to  express  my  opinion 

fully  and  deliberately  as  I  should  like  to 

kve  done  if  the  question  had  fairly  come 

>  and    we  bad  full  time  to  consider  its 
feet  on  the  present  system.     I  do  not  think 

can  be  said  that  magistrates  generally  are 
rone  not  to  commit  when  offences  of  this 
ind  are  brought  before  them.  In  my  ex- 
erience  I  have  generally  found  the  tendency 
)  be  the  other  way.  The  magistrate  who 
ets  hold  of  a  case  is  sure  to  bring  it  up  in 
rder  to  get  his  fees.  He  is  generally  more 
ikely  to  get  his  fees  if  he  brings  it  to  a 
rial  than  he  otherwise  would  do.  Grand 
uries  may  be  dispensed  with  and  a  better 
lystem  adopted,  although  I  am  not  very 
strong  on  that  point ;  but  without  going  into 
the  argument,  I  think  at  this  late  stage  of 
the  session  we  should  not  interfere  with  this 
question  of  criminal  jurisdiction  and  the 
rights  of  juries  or  the  liberty  of  the  subject 
in  criminal  matters. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— The  hon.  gentleman 
must  remember  that  he  took  part  in  the  dis- 
cussion on  the  Code  in  1892,  jiist  at  this 
stage  of  the  session,  when  we  made  thirty 
amendments  to  the  Criminal  Code,  and  he 
did  not  think  that  it  was  too  late  then, 
though  he  does  now. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— There  we  had 

discussed  the  subject ;  here  it  is  sprung  upon 
us  at  the  last  moment,  and  we  are  not  in  a 
])osition  to  give  a  calm  and  deliberate  judg- 
ment upon  it. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BO  WELL— I 

think  on  reflection  the  hon.  gentleman  will 

not  push  his  amendment  at  this  stage.     I 

would  not  dare  to  refer  to  the  action  of  the 

48} 


other  House  as  a  reason  why  we  should  adopt 
anything  sent  us.  But  when  we  reflect  that 
this  bill  is  the  result  of  numerous  sittings  of 
the  Joint  Committee  of  the  Senate  and 
House  of  Commons,  wb  may  fairly  refer  to 
the  action  of  that  committee  without  enter- 
ing into  any  discussion  as  to  what  they  really 
did.  The  old-time  theory  tliat  a  man  is  not 
guilty  until  he  is  found  guilty  by  12  honest 
jurymen  may  be  an  old  fogy  idea,  but  it  is 
one  that  is  held  by  a  large  number  of  people. 
I  should  judge,  from  the  conclusion  at  which 
this  committee  arrived,  after  a  full  consider- 
ation, that  it  is  thought  better  to  leave  the 
law  as  it  is  at  present.  The  hon.  gentleman 
having  put  hia  views  on  record,  I  trust  will 
be  satisfied  at  the  present  time  and  prepare 
himself,  perhaps,  to  attack  the  whole  system 
next  session,  or  at  some  future  session  when 
the  question  comes  before  the  House. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  may  be  dead  next 
session. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— No, 
the  country  cannot  afford  to  lose  the  hon. 
gentleman  yet.     He  is  young  and  vigorous 
and  exceedingly  industrious,  and  whether 
we  agree  with  him  or  not,  I  am  sure  we  all 
appreciate  his  work.     He  is  one  of  the  most 
industrious  and   indefatigable  members   of 
the  Senate,  and  I  should  like  very  much  to 
have  pursued  his  explanation  of  what  Tory 
and  Liberal-Conservatives  are  to  a  definition 
of  what  constitutes  Reformers,  Grits  and 
Radicals.     My  hon.  friend  seems  to   be  a 
combination  of  all.     We  have  had  an  evi- 
dence here  to- day  of  what  I  would  call  love 
and  veneration  for  old  usages.    He  proposed 
with  all  the  vigour  that  characterizes  every 
one  of  his  actions,   some  amendments  and 
I  reforms  that  he  desired  to  place  upon  record. 
j  To-night  he  goes  the  length  of  the  other  class, 
i  the  Radicals,  who  are  desirous  of  uprooting 
I  everything  that  is  old  and  good.      The  hon. 
'gentleman  will  have   to   join   the  class  to 
I  which  hon.  gentlemen  on  this  side  of  the 
!  House  belong,  and  when  he  reaches   that 
stage  of  perfection  he  has  no  idea  how  he 
will  be  appreciated  by  those  who  listen  to 
him. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— No  doubt  the  force 
of  the  arguments  brought  forward  by  the 
hom.memberfrom  Halifax  are  unanswerable. 
The  feeling  that  there  should  be  a  unanimity 
of  twelve  men  is  an  old  time  idea.     No  one 
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who  is  familiar  with  courts  of  justice  recog- 
nizes that  as  other  than  a  failure,  because  year 
after  year  juries  are  disnii'^sed  in  consequence 
of  one  man  holding  out.  He  says  that  there 
are  eleven  obstinate  men  in  the  jury,  and 
the  case  goes  over  to  another  court.  It  is 
done  constantly.  What  is  there  in  the  num- 
ber twelve  any  more  than  ten  or  fourteen  ? 
Why  should  twelve  be  the  exact  number  to 
control  and  govern  1  For  years  and  years  we 
thought  there  must  be  twelve  grand  jurors 
who  should  agree  before  a  man  should  be 
put  on  his  trial,  and  year  after  year  it  was 
discussed,  and  it  was  said  it  was  absurd  to 
insist  upon  twelve  men  finding  an  indict- 
ment. It  took  many  years  to  remove  that 
idle  prejudice.  Now,  when  seven  men  can 
bring  in  a  bill,  we  think  the  existence  of  the 
old  rule  was  very  absurd  ;  and  so  it  will  be 
when  we  make  the  change  in  reference  to 
the  petit  jury.  It  is  perfectly  absurd  to  say 
that  twelve  men  should  agree,  any  more 
than  live  or  seven  men.  Of  coui'se  the  larger 
the  number  the  more  difficulty  there  is  in 
securing  a  unanimous  verdict ;  and  the  case 
goes  over  court  after  court  simply  because 
one  obstinate  man  gets  on  the  jury.  One 
man  gets  an  idea  in  his  head,  and  sets  him- 
self up  against  the  judge  and  all ;  everybody 
is  powerless,  and  the  criminals  lie  in  jail 
another  six  months.  Of  course  the  change 
will  come  in  time,  and  the  more  agitation 
we  have  the  sooner  it  will  come.  In  1892 
the  question  was  before  the  joint  committee, 
which  was  a  much  larger  one  than  the  pre- 
sent committee,  and  it  was  then  agreed  in 
that  committee  almost  unanimously  that  a 
verdict  of  ten  would  be  quite  sufficient.  All 
that  the  hon.  gentleman  proposes  is  to  reduce 
the  number  by  one.  This  year  I  do  not 
think  the  committee  divided  upon  it.  There 
was  considerable  discussion  on  the  subject 
at  one  of  the  sittings,  and  my  recollection 
is  that  there  was  a  very  generally  expressed 
opinion  as  to  its  wisdom  and  propriety  ;  but 
no  action  was  taken  upon  it,  and  the  matter 
was  allowed  to  drop. 

The  amendment  was  lost. 

Hon.  Mr.  SNOWBALL,  from  the  com- 
mittee, reported  the  bill  without  amend- 
ment. 

THE  FORESTERS'  BILL. 

SECOND   EEADINO. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLEMOW  moved  the  second 
reading  of  Bill  (84)  "An  Act  to  amend  the 


Act  incorporating  the  Supreme  Coo  rt  ••: 
Independent  Order  of  Forestera." 

Hon.  Mr.  SOOTT— This  sodetr  .t 
corpora  ted    in    1889.     One    of   the  ti-.- 
limited  the  amount  they  were  pennhw. 
pay  to  beneficiaries  to  S3,000.     That  t  • 
law  of  Ontario.     The  society  is  esur I> 
in  Ontario ;  its  headquarters  are  in  Ttr  v 
and  according   to  the  law  of  Ontar.-. 
limit  is  $3,000  for  friendly  soctetiei.    7- 
society  now  asks  to  extend    the  ano.- 
should  be  permitted  to  pay  to  a  beaet  -.•- 
or  the  representatives  of  one  of  its  "■■»-  - 
on  death,  to  $5,000.     The  objectaoa  -..  : 
bill  is  that  it  is  contrary  to  the  law  i ;  - 
tario.     Another  power  that  they  ask  i- 1  • 
the  members  shall  be  free  to  pay  tbrir  r.- 
or  not  to  pay  them — that  their  dnr^  -• . 
be  voluntary.     They  enter  into  a  cx'- 
when  they  join  the  society,   to  pay  ct-r. 
dues,  and  the  proposition  is  to  reliier#  -I-l 
from  that  obligation,  and  to  that  ex>-.' ' 
interfere  with  the  law  of  contiac-ts  Lt'. 
provincial  authority.     Civil  rights  ve  h  ■ 
is  an  adjunct  to  the  provincial  power.  »• 
this  Parliament  has  no  right  to  intt-rirT- " 
this  matter.     The  society  has  only  \iefc 
tablished  since  1889,  and  I  hold  in  mvL; 
the  return  for  the  last  year :   the  cot'n  ■ 
that  they  had  in  force  on  the  3 1st  !>««•. 
ber,    1892 — this   is    the    last    return— '. 
$52,484,000 ;  and  the  contracte  enterai  it 
in  1893  were  $19,603,000,  making  «  t. 
of  $72,000,000.     This  society,  whose  ^v 
assets  were  $924,000,  are  sabject  to  a  t  ~ 
sible  liability  of  $72,000,000.     That  L- .: 
extraordinary  inequality    that  I  point  'W 
Another  is  that  while  the  cash  receipt^  i.' 
the  year  are  only  $700,000,  the  cost  of  vr.y 
agement  ig  $1 36,000.    That  is  nearly  fO  t'- 
cent  of  the  total  receipts   taken  op  iti  'i- 
cost  of  management. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL- 
Does  that  include  simply  managemect.  • 
does  it  not  include  the  amounts  paid  vj\- 
sick? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— No,  expense  : 
management,  law  costs,  registration  f*¥- 
investigation  of  names,  managing  office^ 
salary,  clerk  hire,  printing  and  advertise: 
The  Inspector  of  Insurance,  who  is  tL- 
guardian  and  representative  to  whom  i. 
those  societies  report,  in  Toronto,  write?  r 
this  way : — 
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;.  IH  not>  only  in  direct  conflict  with  the  law  of 
ario  governing  such  societies,  which  limits  the 
:iiiitim  of  $3,000,  but  it  is  throwing  a  burden 
•M  tVie  society,  wliich  will  certainly  and  speedily 
1^  it.  to  the  frround,  and  will  cause  incalculable 
oring  t\,nd  misery  upon  the  tens  of  thuusands  of 
►e«iV«5«t  persons  whose  protectors  are  now  pay- 
their  premiums  to  the  society. 

iot,Yier  extract,  from  a  letter  from  the  In- 
3ctor  of  Insurance  in  the  Province  of  On- 
i-io,  reads : — 

I  stund  in  the  relation  of  official  guardian  tc  the 
:^«te  of  a  friendly  society,  which,  being  within 
e  jurisdiction  of  Ontario,  was  wound  up  under 
is  la>v  ;  and  as  such  I  have  had  lately  mncbto  do 
ith  insolvent  societies.  Anyone  who  has  ever 
sen  brought  into  immediate  contact  with  the  facts 
111  form  an  idea  of  the  aggregate  of  suffering  oc- 
isioned  by  the  collapse  of  a  life  insurance  company. 

I    understand  the  head  of  the  insurance 
ranch  here,  Mr.  Fitzgerald,  appeared  before 
he  committee,  and  gave  very  strong  reasons 
ehy  he  thought  it  was  not  prudent  or  poli- 
ic  bo  pass  the  bill.     However,  it  was  passed 
tgainst  his  judgment.     In   view   of  those 
[acts,  I  think  the  House  ought  to  use  a  little 
more  caution  in  passing  this  bill,  with   the 
small  number  present  now,  and  with  the  few 
opportunities  w«  have  to   really  enter  into 
the    merits  of  this  question,   because   the 
society  ought  to  exhibit  its  books,  and  they 
ought  to  be  approved  of  by  some  actuary. 
To  say  that  a  society  that  only  receives  ?700,- 
000   may    have    liabilities    amounting    to 
872,000,000  seems  rather  an  extraordinary 
condition  of  things,  and    seems   altogether 
different  from  what  is  required  in  reference 
to  all  other  societies.     I  am  informed,  also, 
that  the  society  has  really  issued  policies  for 
a  larger  sum  than  the  $3,000  that  is  per- 
mitted now  under  the  law.     That  is  another 
evidence  that  the  society  has  not  been  con- 
ducted   on   those   prudent   principles    that 
ought  to  govern  such  associations.     I  ma.ke 
these  observations  because  the  chairman  of 
the  Banking  and  C!ommerce  Committee  is 
absent.    He  left  some  papers  with  me,  and 
asked  me  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  the  character  of  the  bill  when  it  came 
berore  us   for   consideration ;  and   I    have 
discharged  my  duty  in  laying  a  very  brief 
statement  of  facts  before  the  House. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLEMOW— The  statement 
given  by  the  hon.  gentleman  includes  other 
expenses  besides  those  of  management.  That 
is  not  the  cost  of  management  at  all.  How- 
ever, the  details  can  be  attended  to  in  com- 


mittee where  we  can  get  all  the  facts. 
I  have  a  great  deal  of  information  here 
which  was  before  the  House  of  Commons. 
I  shall  now  move  the  second  reading,  and 
refer  the  bill  to  the  Banking  and  Com- 
merce Committee,  which  is  to  meet  to- 
morrow morning  at  10  o'clock. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

NORTH-WEST  IRRIGATION  ACT 
AMENDMENT  BILL. 

SECOND  AND  THIRD  READINGS. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL 
moved  the  second  reading  of  Bill  (120)  "An 
Act  to  amend  the  North-west  Irrigation 
Act." 

He  said :  There  are  two  changes  in  this 
bill.  It  has  been  found  necessary  to  change 
the  wording  of  the  section  which  vests  all 
rights  to  the  use  of  water  in  the  Crown. 
The  other  is  the  addition  of  a  provision,  sec- 
tion 5,  which  will  simplify  the  procedure 
necessary  to  procure  licenses  for  small  pri- 
vate ditches,  it  being  found  that  the  present 
provisions  of  the  law  are  too  cumbrous  and 
expensive.  The  present  law  regulating  ir- 
rigation in  the  North-west  provides  that 
every  person  must  take  out  a  license  before 
using  the  water  in  any  of  the  rivers  and 
lakes,  even  though  it  may  be  on  his  own 
property.  The  pre  ent  bill  proposes  to  re- 
lieve settlers  from  the  necessity  of  asking 
for  a  license,  going  to  the  expense  and 
trouble  of  procuring  a  license  ;  that  i-i  when 
the  water  is  used  for  culinary  or  hou.'^ehold 
purposes  or  for  stock.  The  Senate,  no  doubt 
is  aware  that  the  water  in  the  North-west 
is  not  conveyed  with  the  land.  In  that  por- 
tion of  the  country,  the  water  is  considered 
of  more  value  than  the  land.  If  you  buy  a 
property  in  Ontario,  or  any  of  the  old  pro- 
vinces, and  there  is  a  lake  or  pond  or  river 
upon  it,  you  have  a  right  exclusively  to  the 
water.  In  Manitoba  and  the  North-west 
Territories  in  conveying  the  lands  the  Crown 
reserves  the  water,  and  very  wisely,  in 
order  that  it  may  be  utilized  for  the  pur- 
pose of  irrigation.  One  important  change 
is  to  relieve  the  settlers  of  the  trouble  and 
expense  attending  the  securing  a  license,  al- 
lowing him  to  take  whatever  water  is  neces- 
sary for  culinary  and  household  purposes, 
and  for  the  purposes  of  watering  stock,  and 
the  other  is  to  relieve  them  of  the  expenses 
attending  it.     Going  a  long  distance,  and 
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surveys  and  obtaining  a  license  costs   be- 
tween twenty  and  forty  dollars. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the  bill 
passed  through  all  its  stages  under  a  suspen- 
sion of  the  rule. 

THE  MANITOBA  SCHOOL  QUESTION. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL 
moved  the  adjournment  of  the  House. 

Hon.  Mr.  BERNIER— Before  the  motion 
for  adjournment  is  put,  I  beg  to  offer  some 
remarks  upon  the  subject  which  is  causing 
at  present  so  much  anxiety  in  the  public 
mind.  The  session  is  drawing  to  its  close, 
and  it  is  my  duty  not  to  let  this  opportunity, 
the  last  during  the  present  session,  to  pass 
without  offering  the  remarks  which  I  am 
about  to  make.  It  had  been  a  cherished 
hope  on  the  part  of  the  minority  that  this 
session  »  ould  see  the  redress  of  their  griev- 
ances. It  is  now  over  five  years  since  the 
minority  has  been  deprived  of  its  rights  ;  it 
is  now  ovt  r  five  years  since  we  have  been 
dispossessed  of  our  legitimate  share  of  the  fin- 
ancial advantages  which  the  laws  of  the  pro- 
vince bestow  upon  the  other  sections  of  the 
population ;  for  over  five  years  we  have  been 
assessed  for  the  support  of  schools  which  are 
not  available  to  us.  After  a  protracted  con- 
test in  the  courts,  the  justice  and  the  fair- 
ness of  our  claims  have  been  recognized  by  the 
highest  court  of  the  Empire.  During  all 
that  time,  the  minority  and  its 
representatives  in  Parliament  have  been 
considerate  in  their  acts  and  in  their  words ; 
they  have  acted  like  men  deeply  imbued  with 
the  lawfulness  of  their  rights,  but  at  the  same 
time  desirous  of  hurting  in  no  way  the 
interests  of  the  country  and  the  rights  of 
their  fellow-citizens.  And  it  may  not  be 
entirely  out  of  place  to  state  here  again  what 
has  been  stated  several  times  before,  namely  : 
that  the  Catholics  of  Manitoba  do  not  want 
and  never  wanted  any  interference  in  what 
is  called  the  public  schools  ;  let  them  exist 
as  they  are  for  non-catholic  people ;  let  the 
province  do  what  she  likes  with  that  system 
and  those  schools.  All  that  we  want  is  the 
right  to  control  the  education  of  our  own 
children.  There  is  nothing  illegitimate  in 
that,  and  it  cannot  do  any  harm  to  others. 
We  do  not  want  to  go  further  than  the  find- 
ing of  the  judgment  of  the  Privy  Council. 
Is  not  this  the  course  of  a  law-abiding 
people  1  What  more  can  be  asked  from  us  ? 
But  we  hold  to  our  rights  to  that  extent, 
and  now  that  the  lawfulness  of  our  claims 


has  been  put  beyond  a  doobc,  i.i.. 
seems  to  me,  can  take  offence  or  er^r^ 
if  westateour  honest  convictiontba:::- 
has  come  at  last  when  we  sbookl  be  r^- 
To  be  told  that  because  we  have  bre  -i 
ing  for  five  years,  we  ought  not  to  !■';- 
continue  to  suffer  for  some  time  k:- 
poor  consolation  to  those  who  an  ki- 
that   disability.     Yet,  if  by  th»t  •«•- 
peace  and  harmony  could  be  restArw  ; 
institutions  under  which  we  liv?  C": 
strengthened,    if     the    prosperity  u 
happiness  of   this  Dominion  cooid  !-  ■ 
hanced,  neither  we,  nor  our  frieni.  ■ 
regret  the  contintiance  of  that  t.'ii. ' 
few  months.     But,   hon.  gentleme:!.  _ 
justice,  full  justice  is  done,  uobodT  .^ 
pect  such   beneficial   results  from  <.k-  - 
ponement  of  the  settlement  of  th^  ■ 
question.     Justice   is  promised  toei-' 
announcement  made  by  the  goveniaia' 
week  and  in  the  speeches  of  the  m:.'  • 
By  the  same  announcement,  and  intr,-- 
speeches,    the  existence  of  our  gm'- 
is    again     affirmed  ;    our   rigiit   ("  ^  - 
medy     is     also     affirmed,  and    th«  - 
solemn  pledges   have  been  gireii  o-' '  • 
remedial  legislation  of  a  definite  clur. 
will  take  place  within  a  fixed  period  :•-■■ 
the  province  of  Manitoba  itself  pat!  ■- 
remedy  wearelookingfor.  Whetier»i.*- 
or  unwillingly,  the  minority  has  to»«1'"' 
situation  ;   notwithst«uding  its  diapf"  - 
ment,    it  has  no    choice.     This  li"«'' 
does  not  relieve  me  from  the  obliiiU'- 
expressly  freeing  myself  from  all  tfj'  ■ 
bility  as  to  the  postponement  of  the  reni*'.;- 
legislation  and  as  to  the  possible  am-- 
tions  that  may  arise  therefrom-    Tber^" 
sentativesof  the  minority  inParliament  t  ' 
up  to  the  last  moment,  insisted  upoiiff- 
diate  action.     I  still  believe  that  it  if«^ ;  ■ 
duty  to  do  so.     Now  that  my  »-isli«  » '^^; 
respect  have  vanished,   I  cannot  iiei  ' 
pressing  my  regret  and  my  great  d»pf  ^- 
ment  at  this  new  delay,  however  ■'*'f;^ 
may  appear  to  some.  Nobody  »'"'"'^ ' ', 
our  cause  is  thereby  committw  a^'"  ^ 
future  contingencies  which  may  bestPL-- 
than  the  will  of  the  gowmment,  ari  UK  ^• 
my  grave  apprehensions  and  my  ^^'^^ , 
have  already  said,  it  is  notwithmoofr  ^ 
to  alter  the  present  situ»ti<«ii  Mf  "^^"J 
hold  to  the  pledge  given  and  *edo  «• 
we  will  look  for  its  full  redempt*  » '.; 
in  the  meantime  in  expectancy,  Oiro'^; 
obstacles  in  the  way  of  s  satisbct^'?  • 
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t.,  e'ven  willing  to  give  a  helping  hand  to 
aking  our  friends  to  do  the  same,  but 
rvdng  our  liberty  for  future  action, 
ally  ready  to  give  credit  to  whom  credit 
LI  l>e  due,  and  to  recall  to  all  the  responsi- 
ty  "fcliey  have  placed  upon  their  shoulders. 
.liose  repeated  pledges  are  not  redeemed, 

sad  disappointment  which  is  felt  at  pre- 
.t  Tivill  still  increase.  A  feeling  of  distrust 
oui-  political  institutions  will  grow  up  in 
i  mincis  of  a  large  portion  of  the  people. 
^v'ill  be  considered  as  a  failure  of  justice, 
a.  departure  from  the  principles  laid  down 

t;lie  foundation  of  our  confederation 
gime  which  could  only  come  into  existence 
'  mutual  trust  in  each  other,  and  it  will 
:  a,  dark  page  in  Canadian  history.  How- 
ler, such  is  my  desire  to  see  this  confedera- 
on  of  ours  consolidate  itself,  so  confident 
3ive  I  been  always  that  under  this  regime 
ur  common  country  would  prosper  and  its 
eople  become  a  great  Canadian  nation,  that 
prefer  to  refrain  from  giving  vent 
ny       more     to     my     apprehensions     and 

0  lend  a  listening  ear  to  the  hopes 
hat  have  been  expressed  here  and  else- 
vhere  that  nothing  will  happen  to  pre- 
r'eut  the  government  and  parliament  from 
:1ischarging  their  respective  duties  and  re- 
deeming the  pledges  given  in  their  behalf. 

1  fully  recognize  the  difficulty  of  the  situa- 
tion, but  I  believe  Lord  Salisbury  hns  voiced 
the  soundest  policy  to  be  adopted  under 
such  circumstances,  when,  speaking  on  this 
very  subject  at  Preston,  in  1893,  he  said 
that  we 

Will  only  meet  the  danger  by  marching  straight 
up  to  it  and  by  declaring  that  the  prerogative  of 
the  parent,  unlesD  he  l)e  convicteil  of  criminality, 
must  not  be  taken  away  by  the  state. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  Senate  then  adjourned. 


THE  SENATE. 


Ottawa,  Saturday,  July  20th,  1896. 
The  speaker  took  the  Chair  at   10 
AM. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 

INLAND  REVENUE  ACT  AMEND- 
MENT BILL. 

FIBST,  SECOND  AND  THIRD  READINGS. 

A  Message  was  received  from  the  House 
of  Commons  with  Bill  (147)  "An  Act  further 
to  amend  the  Inland  Revenue  Act." 

The  Bill  was  read  the  first  time . 


Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL 
moved  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill.  He 
said  :  This  bill  afifects  the  excise  duty  and 
makes  arrangements  with  reference  to  the 
manufacture  of  spirit  from  grain,  barley  and 
molasses. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the  bill 
passed  through  all  its  stages  under  a  suspen- 
sion of  the  rule. 

BEET-ROOT  SUGAR  BOUNTY  BILL. 

FIRST  AND   SECOND    READINGS. 

A  Message  was  received  from  the  House 
of  Commons  with  Bill  (148)  "  An  Act  re- 
specting the  bounty  on  Beet-root  Sugar." 

The  bill  was  read  the  first  and  second 
times  under  a  suspension  of  the  rule. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Before  we  go  into 
committee  on  the  bill  perhaps  the  leader  of 
the  House  might  give  us  some  information 
as  to  this  beet  root  sugar  business.  Every 
little  while  we  pass  an  act  providing  for  a 
bounty  on  beet-root  sugar.  It  is  some  10 
years  since  the  first  act  was  passed,  and 
Parliament  is  entitled  to  some  information 
as  to  the  success  which  has  attended  the 
efforts  to  stimulate  the  production  of  beet- 
root sugar  in  this  country. 


Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELI 
The  information  asked  for  is  quite  proper.  I 
regret  to  say  I  have  not  the  figures  with  me 
now.  If  the  House  will  permit,  we  will  go 
into  committee  and  pa^s  the  bill,  and  I  shall 
endeavour  to  get  the  information  for  the 
third  reading  of  the  bill  when  we  meet  in 
the  afternoon.  The  bill  is  very  short  in  its 
character  and  is  simply  an  extension  of  the 
bounty  system  in  aid  of  this  industry.  It  en- 
ables the  Governor  General,  under  such  regu- 
lations and  restrictions  as  are  made  by  order 
in  council,  to  pay  to  the  manufacturers  of 
raw  beet  sugar,  which  is  produced  in  Canada 
wholly  from  beets  grown  therein  between 
the  1st  July,  1895,  and  the  1st  July, 
1897,  the  bounty  mentioned  in  the  bill,  such 
bounty  in  no  case,  however,  to  exceed  one 
cent  per  pound,  or  SI  per  hundred.  The 
additional  provision  in  this  bill  is  that  the 
cost  of  supervision  in  connection  with  the 
carrying  out  of  the  provisions  are  to  be  paid 
by  the  producer.  I  will  endeavour  to  get 
the  information  asked  for  by  the  hon.  gentle- 
man.    I  may  mention  that  this  is  a  reduo- 
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tion  of  50  per  cent  on  the  bounty  formerly 
paid.  Those  engaged  in  the  industry  are 
quite  prepared  to  accept  this  amount  in  con- 
sideration of  the  duty  which  is  proposed  on 
the  raw  material. 

The  House  resolved  itself  into  a  committee 
of  the  whole  on  the  bill. 

Hon.  Mr.  DEVER,  fiom  the  committee, 
reported  the  bill  without  amendment. 

The  Bill  was  then  read  the  third  time  and 
passed. 

CUSTOMS  TARIFF  ACT  AMENDMENT 
BILL. 

FIRST,  SECOND  AND  THIRD  READINGS. 

A  Message  was  received  from  the  House 
of  Commons  with  Bill  (146)  "  An  Act  to 
amend  the  Customs  Tariff,  1894." 

The  bill  was  read  the  first  time. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL  mov- 
ed the  second  reading  of  the  bill.  He  said  : 
The  Senate  will  not  require  any  explanation 
as  to  the  tariff  changes.  They  are  principal- 
ly affecting  the  duty  on  spirits  imported  into 
the  country.  On  nearly  all  the  different 
kinds  and  varieties  of  spirits  that  duty  has 
been  raised  from  $2.12^  to  $2.25,  and  the 
duty  of  l^-  cents  a  pound  which  has  been 
imposed  on  raw  sugar  does  not  apply  under 
1 6.  The  House  will  remember  that  under 
the  old  law  it  was  restricted  to  14,  so  that 
it  gives  the  importer  an  extra  two  degrees. 
The  duty  imposed  on  the  raw  material  up  to 
16  is^  cent  a  pound  and  upon  the  refined 
sugars  jJj-hundredths  being  a  proportionate  I 
increase  upon  the  refined  to  that  which  is 
imposed  upon  the  raw.  That  is  in  figures, 
but  it  really  is  not  as  liigh  protection  to  the 
manufacturers  as  they  had  under  the  old 
law  by  14  per  cent,  by  reason  of  the  loss 
sustained  in  the  manufacture  of  the  raw  sugar 
into  the  refined.  Still  it  was  considered  suffi- 
ciently high  to  give  that  protection  which  is 
necessary  to  continue  the  carrying  on  of  the 
industry  in  this  country.  Since  these  tariff 
items  passed  the  Common.s,  an  additional 
clause  has  been  added  to  the  two  items  with- 
in the  last  two  days.  One  was  to  cover  the 
case  of  the  free  importation  of  fresh  salmon 
into  the  country,  in  order  to  meet  the  inter- 
pretation which  has  been  given  to  the  pre- 
sent Tariff  Act  in  the  United  States.    It  af- 


fects the  Pacific  coast  pr>bablfi&y^-,-i 
will  the  provinces  on  the  Atlonii.?.  T*-'.a 
decided  that  fresh    salmon  can  beta -^ 
into  the  United  States  free  and  «r !-.»( 
amended  our  law  as   to  permit  tL*  \s 
which  is  caught  at  the  mouth  of  tJf     | 
bia  River,  or  below   the  Fraser  in  i".i 
States  waters,  to  be   brought  inu  i'..  i 
As  was  indicated  a  couple  of  d«js  »  -i 
have  given  an  interpretaticm  vo  \ir  u 
which  provides  for   the  admissiou  :■  :i 
United  States  of  lumber  or  CanadBL..B 
which   are    planed,    grooved  aoJ  t.-:.:\ 
They  put  it  on  the  dutiable  list  We  pro-  i 
reciprocate  in  that  item,  in  the  iinx  l.  i 
as  we  have  in  the  other,  by  taking  t-*-"! 
the  Governor  General  by  procliB.:  - 1 
place  grooved  and  tongned  and  pJitf.  - 
ber  on  the  free  list  whenever  we  ii?  - : 
the  same  way  by  the  United  Sum  - 
the  meantime,  planed,  grooved  and;--.. 
lumber  will,   when  imported  into  C- 
bear  the  same  duty  as  is  imposed  um-- 
lar  lumber  by  the  United  States  »»:  ■ 
to  that  country.    In  other  vords,  it  i-  r: 
reciprocal.     It  has  met  with  the  unit: 
consent  and  approval  of  the  House  « ( - 
mons,  and  I  have  no  doubt  it  wiflrtcf."" 
sanction  of  this  House  also. 

Hon.    Mr.   DEVER— I  con«iner  v- 
great  privileges,  certainly,  though  the : 
premier  said  he  thought  it  would  «f«^''-  '- 
fish  trade  in  British  Columbia  more  t:i-. 
the  lower  provinces.     I  rather  differ  r . 
him  in  that.     I  think  we  have  an  aw- 
market  for  our  fresh  salmon.    Theos}'^- 
I  have  is  that  it  will  advance  the  fn>»- 
much  that  we  will  hardly  haveaaro' 
on  our  own  market,  because  in  the  la* 
high  duty  we  did   ship  large  quanti> 
fish  to  Boston,  New  York,  and  other  «:=- 
in   the   United  States.     I  think  tli ' 
enhance  the  price  of  fish,  and  vUloe*-!'^- 
boon  to  the  fishermen  of  the  countn;  >' 
if  you  can  succeed  in  getting  toDgwJ  ■^ 
grooved  lumber  into  the  United  M>'«^ 
will  be  another  advantage. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— If  the  United  >ti'-|; 
let  them  in,  we  are  not  succeeding  in  f'"'- 
them  in.  Give  the  United  States  cwlit ,.- 
being  a  little  liberal. 

Hon.     Mr.     KAULBACH-H."  * 
United  States  Government  made  mT  ' '   ' 
gestion   of   letting    manufactortd  w 
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e<i,     grooved   and   tongued,    into   their 

on.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BO  WELL— No; 

\J  nited  States  have  not  fpven  any  inti- 
ion.  of  that  kind.     It  was  supposed  that 

El  the  United  States  tariff  item  passed 
.gfess  that  it  included  all  that  character 
umber,  and,  upon  that  presumption,  we 
:eoL  g-  ooved  and  tongued  lumber  upon 
free  list.  Now  they  have  ruled  it  dutiable, 
I  -we  reciprocate ;  but  the  moment  that 
■y  give  any  indication  of  making  it  free  in 
!  "United  States,  we  will  reciprocate  by 
ler  in  council. 

lion.  Mr.  POWER— That  is,  put  the  duty 
and  take  it  off  if  they  take  it  off 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the  bill 
ssed  through  all  i;s  stages  under  a  sus- 
^nsion  of  the  rules. 

HE  WINNIPEG  AND  HUDSON  BAY 
RAILWAY. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Before  the  orders  of 
ite  day  are  called,  perhaps  the  hon.  leader 
f  the  House  will  be  able  to  give  us  some 
^formation  as  to  when  we  may  expect  pro- 
ogation. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I 
im  in  hopes  that  we  will  be  able  to  prorogue 
;his  afternoon.     There  are  only  two  bills  to 
come  up  from   the  other  House.     One  of 
them  may  give  rise  to  some  debate,  but  I  am 
in  hopes  that  the  business  can  be  completed 
in  time  to  enable  us  to  prorogue  this  after- 
noon.   I  may,  in  order  to  save  time,  explain 
the  Winnipeg  and   Hudson   Bay  Railway 
Bill,  although  it  is  not  before  us  yet.     At 
present  the  company   have  a  subsidy  for 
what  is  known  as  the  Hudson  Bay  Railway, 
running  from  Winnipeg  northward  to  Hud- 
son Bay.    Forty  miles  of  that  road  has  been 
built,  and  it  never  having  been  completed, 
the  subsidy  was  not  granted.     They   had 
proposed,  and  did  obtain  permission  a  year 
or  two  ago,  to  change  the  route  and   go 
southward  and  pass  through  the  narrows  of 
Lake  Manitoba  and  on  northward  through 
the  Dauphin  Lake  country  until  they  reach 
the  Saskatchewan.     At  present  the  charter 
allows  them  to  abandon  the  road  at  the  ter- 
minus of  the  40  miles,  and  permits  them  to 
start  from  any  portion  of  that  40  miles  run- 
ning westward  ejmost  parallel  with  the  Cana- 


dian Pacific  Railway  until  it  resMshes  Portage 
la  Prairie,  then  proceeding  north-westward 
on  the  line  almost,  not  altogether,  but  in  some 
places  parallel,  to  the  Manitoba  and  North 
Western  Railway  until  it  reaches  Gladstone. 
The  intention  is  to  give  them  permission 
to  start  from  Portage  la  Prairie  or  from 
Gladstone.  That  would  avoid  the  parallel- 
ing of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  from 
Winnipeg  to  Portage  la  Prairie,  and  certain 
powers  are  reserved  to  compel  them  to  com- 
mence their  road  at  Gladstone.  By  that 
means  they  will  not  parallel  any  road, 
but  from  Gladstone  will  run  directly  north- 
west, opening  up  the  Dauphin  Lake  coun- 
try and  not  interfering  with  any  other 
railway  interest  or  enterprise.  Of  course, 
arrangements  would  have  to  be  made  at  Glad- 
stone with  the  Manitoba  and  North-western 
road  for  runningpowersto  Portage  la  Prairie, 
and  then  arrangements  would  have  to  be 
made  for  running  powers  with  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  to  Winnipeg,  or  with  the 
Northern  Railway,  which  is  a  line  running 
from  Winnipeg  to  Portage  la  Prairie.  I  am 
strongly  of  the  opinion  that  the  road  should 
not  be  permitted  to  be  built  where  it  would 
parallel  either  of  these  other  roads.  In 
building  100  or  110  miles  from  Gladstone 
northward,  it  would  open  up  one  of  the  very 
best  portions  of  the  Canadian  North-west — 
I  use  that  expression  from  the  fact  that  it  is 
now  being  quickly  settled,  and  from  the  fact 
that  it  has  been  in  the  past  proven  that  in 
that  section  of  the  country,  although  con- 
siderably to  the  north  of  Winnipeg,  they 
have  not  been  troubled  with  summer  or 
early  frosts.  The  reason  given  for  that  is 
that  it  lies  in  the  valley  between  Lake  Dau- 
phin and  Lake  Winnipegosis.  Whether  the 
road  will  ever  be  continued  to  Hudson  Bay, 
I  am  not  prepared  to  say,  nor  am  I  prepared 
to  say  that  I  would  be  in  favour  of  any  ex- 
tension beyond  the  Saskatchewan.  If  it 
reaches  the  Saskatchewan,  it  reaches  navi- 
gable water  northward  and  eastward  and 
passes  through  a«  country  which  is  rapidly 
settling  up  and  which  will  be  one  of  the 
most  important  sections  of  the  North-west 
Territories. 

Hon.  Mr.  OGILVIE— It  is  settling  up 
faster,  a  great  deal,  than  any  other  section  of 
the  North-west  and  has  been  doing  so  for 
two  years,  and  there  is  hardly  a  settler  there 
but  is  perifectly  delighted  with  the  country. 
I  believe  it  is  one  of  the  best  sections  of 
country  that  we  have  in  the  North-west. 
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Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— The  present 
contract  does  not  involve  any  money  grant, 
I  suppose  ? 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— AU 
that  the  government  do  is  to  divide  the 
subsidies  which  have  already  been  granted. 
The  company  is  now  entitled  under  its 
charter  to  $80,000  per  annum  for  performing 
certain  services  to  the  country  and  6,400 
acres  per  mile  for  each  mile  constructed. 
What  we  propose  to  do  is  to  divide  that 
subsidy,  allowing  them  to  build  half  the  way, 
about  110  miles,  paying  them  840,000  during 
the  running  of  the  road,  and  half  the  land 
grant,  and  upon  the  completion  of  the  other 
portion,  they  would  receive  the  balance  of  it. 
The  bill  involves  no  additional  cost  to  the 
country. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— 1  am  very  glad 
to  hear  that,  and  I  am  also  very  glad  that 
the  line  is  to  go  through  the  Dauphin  Lake 
country.  T  have  always  been  in  favour  of 
the  Hudson  Bay  Railway,  and  any  line 
which  runs  in  that  direction,  I  must  favour. 
I  do  not  think  the  line  from  Gladstone, 
north  to  Dauphin  Lake,  would  be  such  a 
diversion  as  some  people  think.  It  seems  to 
me  there  is  a  lovely  country  in  the  Dauphin 
Valley,  and  as  many  persons  went  there 
years  ago  under  the  assurance  that  that 
country  would  be  opened  up  by  railway,  we 
should  have  a  railway  there  to  carry  out 
some  of  the  pledges  made  in  this  House. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— There  is  nothing, 
strictly  speaking,  before  the  House,  but  we 
may  save  time  by  expressing  an  opinion 
now.  I  have  not  seen  the  measure  yet  and 
it  is  not  easy  to  discuss  it  until  we  have  it 
before  us. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— The 
resolution  embodying  the  principle  of  the 
bill  is  in  the  Votes  and  Proceedings  of  the 
House  of  Commons. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER — I  see  the  resolution, 
hut  the  ressolution  perhaps  does  not  cover  all 
the  ground. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
Yes,  it  covers  all  the  ground. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Do  I  understand 
then  that  there  is  nothing  in  the  bill  except 
just  what  is  in  the  resolution  ? 


Hon.  Sir  FRANK  SMITH— Ye. 

Hon.   Mr.    POWER— I     hav«  zr. 

original  act  here,  but  a  point  to  whkkiT 
to   direct   attention    is   this  :    it  b*  - 
stated,  we  shall   be    better    able  t.'  ;v.- 
whether  correctly  or  not  when  the  bsl  •  i 
before  this  House,  that  the  intecQ-i' 
that  the  bonds  to  be  issued  by  the  v-si^ 
on  this  new  road  are  to  be  a  first  be-.  '.' 
this  company,  as  I  understand,  issK&'<-L 
some  years  ago,  and  £80,000  of  tfaos  -• 
are  held  by  the  contractors  vbo  bz:: 
forty  miles  of  road  running  north  iy&' 
nipeg,  and  another  amount  of  baBd^i■  - 
by  the  parties  in  England  who  su^^'Lt.  ' 
rails  for  the  road. 

Hon.    Mr.    MacINNES    (BnrlLnrc 
Sixty  thousand  pounds. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL- 
addition  to  this  1 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— In  addition  t  - 
£80,000 — the   company    raised    iiw»=;. 
those  bonds  and   the    company  hat?  : . 
neither  the  contractors  nor  the  persas-  ■ 
supplied  the  rails.     As  a  conseqaena  .^  - 
default  of  the  company  to  pay  for  tfe  r 
the  company  in  England  who  supplied  •:-- 
have  become  insolvent.      I  am  infonBt<i- 
may  be  that  my  informant  was  iDoomt:- 
that  the  company  will  be  in  a  positicas: '' 
the  legislation  which  they  are  askiiif  t>'' 
whether  they  are  getting  it  or  not.  I  A'  ■ ' 
know — to  completely  wipe  out  thatindefe-. 
ness.     These  bonds  were  naade  a  first  fe 
the  road,  and  upon  all  property  preseni  i- 
future  of  the  company,  and  of  con/sf ;/  •" 
bonds  for  the  new  road  are  made  a  &rr 
on   that  road,  then  the   old    bonds  *^. 
completely  worthless,  because  the  old  rr- 
is  being  abandoned.     It  is  to  behopeatk 
is  no  intention  on  the  part  of  the  par/ii*" 
or  the  government  of  Canada  to  becoor . 
party  to  what  is  nothing  but  a  complete  ^' 
barefaced  swindle.    Further,  I  do  not  'Jii> 
there  are  any  merits  in  this  bill  at  all.  '^'- 
amount  which  the  government  propo# " 
pay  for  1 25  miles  of  road  through  ^^^'-  ' 
practically  a  prairie  country,  will  oa* ' 
about  $8,000  a  mile,     I  think  it  Toukii*' 
great  deal  better  for  the  country  to  boM'.'* 
road  and  own  it.     They  could  bttOd  it  t '' 
$8,000,  and  that  would  be  better  thMi^K-' 
ing  it  over  to  such  a  body  as  we  bo^  ••' 
Hudson  Bay  Railway  Company  to  be. 
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x^.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— To 
lyself  in  order,  I  move  that  when  the 
e  adjourns  to-day,  it  do  stand  ad- 
ed  till  2.30  p.m.  I  do  not  object  to 
discussion ;  in  fact  I  introduced  the 
:ct  for  the  purpose  of  getting  an  expres- 
of  opinion,  to  ascertain  whether  we 
1  dispose  of  the  business  in  time  to  pro- 
e  at  5  o'clock.  I  have  heard  something 
lis  £80,000  of  bonds,  but  not  of  the  ad- 
»nal  £60,000.  It  is  an  extraordinary 
3ment  that  English  capitalists  should 
jly  rails  to  the  extent  of  about  £60,000 
ling  on  such  security  for  forty  miles  of 
\. 

Ion.   Mr.   POWER — I  did  not  mention 
fiu;ure. 

rion.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— My 
1.  friend  behind  me  did.  It  amount?  to 
,500  per  mile  for  iron  alone.  How  in  the 
'rid  they  got  into  debt  to  the  extent  of 
10,000  to  the  contractors  and  £60,000  for 
ils,  I  cannot  understand.  What  use  the 
rty  miles  of  road  is  to  them  now,  I  cannot 
ill  comprehend.  It  is  there  and  the  grass 
IS  grown  over  it,  and  nothing  has  been 
>ne.  My  hon.  friend  from  St.  Boniface, 
jrhaps,  would  be  able  to  tell  us  better 
x>ut  it.  The  security  that  these  bond- 
L>l(lers  have  now,  is  something  to  ray  mind 
hich  is  chimerical.  They  cannot  have  any, 
nd  how  this  is  going  to  affect  their  inter- 
sts  is  a  question  that  requires  further  in- 
estigation.  If  the  company  is  authorized 
o  change  the  route  by  which  they  can  make 
t  more  protitabl<>,  it  must  affect  the  liabilities 
vhich  are  now  upon  the  enterprise  as  far  as 
t  has  been  carried,  favourably.  I  cannot 
:onceive  it  possible  that  any  person  would 
nd  trance  another  dollar  on  the  road,  unless, 
as  the  hon.  gentleman  says,  they  are  to  be 
preferential  bonds  which  would  have  the 
effect  of  wiping  out  the  existing  liabilities. 

Hon.  Mr.  MacINNES  (Burlington)— 
Hon.  gentlemen  are  all  aware  that  forty 
miles  of  this  line  was  completed  from  Win- 
nipeg to  a  point  north-west  of  Winnipeg. 
The  contractors  who  built  the  line  were  paid 
by  those  bonds  for  work  done,  and  the  rails 
were  purchased  in  England  with  bonds  also. 
Neither  of  these  debts  has  ever  been  paid. 
Under  this  bill  the  forty  miles  will  be  en- 
tirely abandoned,  as  the  road  will  begin  at 
Gladstone.    The  premier  says  there  cannot 


be  any  possible  security  in  that  section  of 
forty   miles.     There   will  not  be  if  this  bill 


Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— Is 
there  £iny  now  ! 

Hon.  Mr.  MacINNES  (Burlington)— 
There  is  now,  because  it  is  part  of  the  line 
and  entitled  to  receive  the  land  grant  and 
whatever  subsidy  has  been  paid  on  this 
bill.  I  think  it  is  legislation,  when  looked 
into,  which  cannot  for  a  moment  be  allowed 
to  pass  in  this  House. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— No  subsidy  can 
be  paid  under  this  bill  except  for  work  per- 
formed, carrying  mails,  etc.  If  that  work 
is  not  performed  they  will  not  be  paid   any. 

Hon.  Mr.  MacINNES  (Burlington)— My 
remarks  were  not  directed  to  that  particular 
part.  They  were  directed  to  the  forty 
miles  already  built,  which  under  this  bill 
would  be  entirely  isolated  and  the  bonds  is- 
sued on  it  would  be  utterly  worthless.  If 
you  change  the  route,  you  destroy  the  se- 
curity. Is  that  an  act  which  the  Parlia- 
ment of  Canada  ought  to  countenance  1 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
They  have  very  little  security  now. 

Hon.  Mr.  MacINNES  (Burlington)— 
They  have  the  bonds.  Why  pass  a  law  under 
which  the  holders  of  these  securities  will  be 
deprived  of  any  security  whatever  ?  These 
forty  miles  will  be  isolated.  The  original  in- 
tention was  to  carry  the  road  from  the  end 
of  that  forty  miles  on  to  the  Saskatchewan. 
Now  you  abandon  the  forty  miles  altogether, 
and  therefore  you  destroy  the  security  of 
the  bondholders. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— There  is  no  doubt  the 

Eoint  is  well  taken  by  my  hon.  friend, 
ecause  we  first  chartered  a  road  from  Win- 
nipeg to  Hudson  Bay.  The  petitions  and 
papers  which  were  filed  in  support  of  that 
application  I  cannot  lay  my  hands  on.  We 
can  see  there  what  prompted  Parliament  to 
grant  this  large  subsidy  of  880,000  a  year. 
The  petition  set  forth  that  it  was  going  to 
be  a  great  advantage  to  the  people  of  the 
North-west  to  have  a  rival  freight  line,  and 
that  is  what  induced  Parliament  to  give  a 
subsidy  of  $80,000  a  year.  In  1891,  when 
the  company  came  forward  for  a  change,  we 
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renewed    that  grant  and  vre    used    these 
words  : — 

A  sum  of  ^80,000  to  be  paid  auDually  on  the  con- 
struction of  the  railway  from  the  end  of  the  forty 
miles  of  the  railway  now  built  to  a  point  on  the 
Saskatchewan. 

This  is  perfectly  plain  :  there  is  the  law. 
At  the  instance  of  the  company,  we  allowed 
a  change  to  be  made.  They  were  to  build 
to  the  Saskatchewan  and  this  $80,000  a  year 
was  to  be  paid,  but  it  was  to  be  paid  for  a  line 
constructed  from  the  end  of  the  forty  miles. 
The  forty  miles  was  then  in  existence,  and 
parliament  thought  it  would  be  a  proper 
thing  to  aid  them  with  the  construction  of  the 
rodd  from  that  extension.  Now  the  pro- 
position before  us  is  an  entirely  new  one  ;  it 
has  nothing  to  do  with  this  forty  miles.  The 
road  is  to  be  in  a  different  section  of  coun- 
try, and  is  not  in  the  same  direction  even. 
They  start  from  Gladstone,  on  the  line  of  the 
Manitoba  and  North-western  Railway.  I  am 
told  there  is  a  settlement  for  the  first  twenty- 
five  miles,  but  that  beyond  that  it  is  a  level, 
swampy  country  where  it  is  easy  to  build  a 
railway,  but  where  there  are  no  settlers  and 
where  it  can  never  be  settled.  The  settlers 
of  the  Dauphin  Lake  region  are  on  the  west 
side  of  the  lake,  while  this  railway  goes  on 
the  east  side  of  the  lake. 

Hon.  Mr.  MacINNES  (Burlington)— 
That  was  the  original  route. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  saw  the  plans  an 
hour  ago,  and  they  indicated  that  the  line 
was  to  go  on  the  east  side  of  Dauphin  Lake. 
If  not,  they  have  been  changed  within  an 
hour.  But  there  is  nothing  to  bind  them. 
It  was  stated  that  they  were  to  select  the  best 
country,  but  they  will  select  the  easie.st 
country  to  build  in,  and  the  road  built  there 
will  be  abandoned,  just  like  the  forty  miles, 
and  only  built  for  the  purpose  of  making 
money  for  a  few  interested  people.  There  nev- 
er was  a  greater  fraud  than  the  proposition  to 
aid  this  line.  We  know  there  has  been 
pressure  on  the  government  for  a  consider- 
able time  to  get  some  deviation  from  the 
original  route  that  would  enable  the  con- 
tractors to  get  out  of  it  and  recoup  them- 
selves for  some  advances.  It  is  not 
proposed  to  pay  the  people  who  hold  liens  on 
the  forty  miles,  as  I  understand  it.  I  speak 
now  subject  to  correction.  From  the  latest 
information  I  have  had,  and  the  papers  that 
I  have  read  over,  the  original  contractors 


protested  against  this  contract  ^.k:  ■ 
under  certain  conditions,  whcnthr 
have  a  right  to  lie  paid  a  portka  4 
English  company  that  famishea  :  - 
rails  have  had  to  go  into  liqankiLi.  ; 
did  not  get  any  money  out  cSh.  S:-J 
must  have  got  the  mon^.  It  ««,•  I 
people  who  built  the  rotd  r>'-  i 
»400,000.  I 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  WW:  . 
Does  that  form  part  of  die  ^SO.irx 

Hon.    Mr.    SCX)TT— My  rw:.;;*^     i 
that  the  contractors  claim  tlu*.  tir- 
$400,000  due  to  them. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  RiWIL- 
that  a  portion  of  the  £80,000  r 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  do  not  b  • 
that  is.     I   wish   to  get  tbe  papers.  " 
gentleman  has  got  them  and  Xhf^at. 
found.     It  is  very  important  that  «•- 
have  the  papers  here  when  we  arefc.  -- 
the  subject  in  order  that  we  migti"^-' 
them.     There  is  the  fact,  patent  fc  : ' 
hon.  gentleman,  that  thisianne^ief^'' 
It  haa  no  connection  with  th«  orirt 
tention  under  which  Parliament  ikf -' 
vote  this  large  subsidy  to  the  railw : ' 
not  even  in  accordance  with  the  Aii  ;>-' 
in  1891,   but  it  is  to  be  built  in  ««:  ■ 
new   country   and  under  different  a. 
stances  and   conditions,  and  is  nut  i* 
going  to  help  settlement  in  the  5i«t  ■" 
If  it  were  to  go  on  the  west  side  ■<  1- 
Dauphin,  there  is  a  considerable  srtu*' 
there. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON  (Ptl- 
understood  the  hon.  gentleman  to.«.r> 
Manitoba. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT-No,  Late  ft"!;  -" 
I  understand  this  railway  isdeagMi*^ 
pass  east  of  Lake  Dsnphin,  andaotltn- 
the  Lake  Dauphin  district 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER-It  isnotp«K»^- 
that  it  is  to  go  west  of  Lake  Dauphm. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOVEIJ-J^ 
hon.  gentleman  is  partially  ff^^l-, 
tially  wrong.  If  the  110  mitej  jv 
proposed  to  subsidize  W  ^"t^,.  ,;. 
Dauphin,  the  other  110  or  120  ■n''*!^  , 
Saskatchewan  runs  through  a  po 
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ry  similar  to  that  which  he  has  de- 
■■<i  -  Those  who  have  been  in  that  sec- 
c>€  t.Vi6  country,  and  who  have  any 
ledge  of  it,  will  say  that  that  110 miles 
nzxing  through  new  country  ;  and,  if 
1  1 0  miles  is  built,  it  is  really  a  coloniza- 
i-oad,  although  it  may  form  part  of  the 
soxx  Bay  road  ;  and  the  difference  would 
lat  it  would  be  running  from  Winnipeg, 
iar  as  possible  on  the  west  side  of  Lake 
iTiipeg,  and  through  the  narrows  of  Lake 
inipogosis,  until  it  reaches  the  Saskat- 
wa.n.  On  the  other  hand,  it  begins  at 
dstone,  ending  in  the  same  place,  and  if 
ver  goes  further  it  will  be  on  the  route 
he  Hudson  Bay  road  now  under  charter. 

Jon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  think  in  a  matter  of 
3  kind,  we  should  have  the  fullest  and 
iSt  reliable  information.  They  have  plans 
the  department  of  a  good  deal  of  this  sec- 
n  of  the  country,  and  a  large  amount  of 
is  surveyed,  and  the  best  and  latest  in- 
rmation  I  have  been  able  to  obtain  is  that 
aen  you  get  25  miles  north  of  Gladstone 
>u  pass  through  the  poor  country  that  I 
uve  described,  and  that  the  good  country 
in  the  district  west  of  Lake  Dauphin, 
he  road  does  not  propose  to  go  there.  But 
'e  are  discussing  a  hypothetical  question ; 
tkere  is  no  order  in  council  defining  the 
oad  ;  it  is  a  perfect  blank.  Ought  not 
Parliament  to  be  favoured  with  a  plan  of  the 
oad? 

Hon.  Mr.  MacINNES  (Burlington)— We 
passed  a  charter  last  night  for  a  railway 
through  that  district. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT — Here  is  a  company 
getting  authority    to   build   from   a   point 
which  Parliament  never  contemplated,  get- 
ting permission  to  abandon  the  forty  miles 
constructed,  and  given  a  charter  under  which 
they  can  vary  100  miles  one  way  or  the 
other.    Before  we  are  asked  to  vote,  I  think 
the  government  should  pass   an  order  in 
council  defining  the  road.     This  matter  has 
been  foar  months  under  consideration  and 
debate  since  the  order  in  council  was  passed 
in  March  last  under  which  they  were  to  get 
the  loan.    Since  that  time  the  matter  has 
been  discussed  in  the  press,  and  it  would  be 
only  fair  and  proper  that  the  government 
should  insist  on  having  the  parties  file  a 
plan,  and  have  it  approved  by  the  Minister 
of  Railways,   because,  when   the   late   Sir 


John  Abbott  was  Premier  in  1891,  when 
this  bill  was  under  consideration,  he  formed 
a  very  pronounced  opinion  in  this  Chamber 
against  the  wisdom  of  Parliament  aiding  to 
that  large  extent  a  road  of  this  character. 
The  bill  was  withdrawn  and  it  remained  in 
abeyance  for  about  a  fortnight,  and  then  we 
had  the  proposition,  that  the  road  should  be 
subject  to  the  approval  of  the  G-overnor  in 
Council.  That  was  in  1891,  and  surely 
in  four  years  the  Governor  in  Council 
should  have  defined  the  line  of  this 
railway  and  given  Parliament  and  the  coun 
try  the  fullest  information  on  the  subject, 
because  it  does  not  seem  reasonable  or  pro- 
per that  for  the  next  twenty  years  we  should 
saddle  the  finances  of  the  country  with  this 
huge  item  of  840,000  a  year,  or  may  be 
$80,000.  We  have  been  cheese-paring,  cut- 
ting down  the  salaries  of  our  officials,  and 
starving  other  enterprises  all  over  the  Do- 
minion that  would  have  benefited  materially 
the  sections  of  the  country  directly  interested 
in  them,  and  here  we  are  launching  into  a 
huge  expenditure  and  one  involving  a  large 
sum,  where  it  will  not  serve  any  good  pur- 
pose. If  it  were  going  through  a  fertile 
country,  I  would  not  object  to  it ;  but  here 
there  is  no  provision  for  running  it  after  it 
is  built.  They  will  build  it  and  abandon  it, 
as  they  did  the  fortymUes.  With  thoseexperi- 
ences  before  us,  can  we  honestly  commit  the 
country  to  the  payment  of  such  an  enormous 
sum  for  a  myth  of  this  kind  1  Anybody  who 
will  look  at  the  past  history  of  the  road  will 
see  that  it  is  open  to  the  gravest  suspicion. 
The  charter  was  granted  in  -1880  to  the 
Winnipeg  Hudson  Bay  Railway  and  Steam- 
ship Company.  The  road  was  then  to  be 
built  to  the  mouth  of  Nelson  River  on  the 
Hudson  Bay.  In  1894  they  were  authorized 
to  construct  a  branch  line  to  Winnipegosis, 
and  to  build  fifty  miles  a  year.  In  1886  they 
had  an  amending  act  and  then  a  consolidation 
with  another  road,  and  in  1887  they  came 
forward  for  more  legislation.  The  name  was 
changed  to  the  Winnipeg  and  Hudson  Bay 
Railway  Co.,  and  they  were  to  build  from 
Winnipeg  northerly  to  the  Hudson  Bay.  In 
1891  they  had  influence  enough  to  get  Par- 
liament to  give  this  large  subsidy  of  S80,000 
a  year.  The  hon.  gentleman  behind  me 
says  that  there  was  a  disposition  to  throw 
out  the  bill,  and  not  renew  it  at  all ;  there 
was  a  majority  against  it  in  this  Chamber, 
and  it  was  only  under  personal  pressure 
that  it  was  allowed  to  go,  and  then  only  to 


Digitized  by 


Google 


766 


[SENATE] 


the  Saskatchewan.  But  the  project  has 
grown  and  a  number  of  people  have  got 
involved.  I  think  it  would  be  much  better 
and  I  would  really  rather  see  $50,000  taken 
out  of  the  public  exchequer,  and  divided  up 
among  those  sharks.  That  is  the  common- 
sense  way  of  looking  at  it.  Take  $50,000 
out  of  the  exchequer,  and,  if  it  will  keep 
out  those  sharks  for  the  next  few  years,  give 
it  to  them,  because  the  bill  is  an  outrage  on 
all  propriety  and  statesmanship.  Here  we 
have  this  bill  brought  into  Parliament  within 
a  few  hours  of  prorogation,  with  many 
chairs  vacant,  though  it  was  announced, 
over  and  over  again,  that  there  was  no  more 
important  legislation  to  be  brought  down,  and 
this  bill  in  particular  was  referred  to.  There 
must  be  some  extraordinary  pressure  ;  and  I 
think  it  would  relieve  the  government  very 
considerably  if  this  House  were  to  throw  out 
the  bill.  They  would  be  doing  a  service  not 
only  to  the  country,  but  to  the  government, 
because  I  cannot  conceive  that  men  of  prud- 
ence and  common  sense  would  allow  their 
judgment  to  be  carried  iway  by  a  mjrth  of 
this  kind,  when  we  have  this  experience  be- 
fore us  of  the  abandonment  of  the  forty  miles. 
What  security  have  you  that  they  are  going 
to  keep  the  other  road  open  ?  No  greater 
security  than  you  had  about  keeping  open 
the  forty  miles,  and  to  say  that  you  will 
allow  all  that  money  to  be  wasted,  to  allow 
those  creditors  to  go  unpaid,  I  think  is  wrong. 
I  do  not  know  the  details  of  the  bill,  and  I 
speak  subject  to  correction,  but  I  know  when 
I  read  the  papers  last  there  was  a  protest  by 
the  contractus  that  this  subsidy  should  not 
be  granted  unless  it  was  subject  to  the  pay- 
ment of  the  first  claims.  If  they  had  bonds 
on  the  forty  miles  it  would  not  be  honest  to 
let  the  legislation  go  unless  the  bonds  were 
to  be  secured.  If  you  are  to  call  it  the  same 
road  it  must  be  saddled  with  the  same  liabil- 
ities and  responsibilities.  If  we  grant  this 
aid,  we  will  be  derelict  in  our  duty  if  we  do 
not  make  provision  that  the  subsidy  shall  be 
stopped  if  the  road  is  not  operated.  It 
must  only  be  given  on  the  understanding 
that  they  will  keep  the  road  open  and  run 
one  or  two  trains  a  day.  With  the  experience 
we  have  had  of  the  abandonment  of  that 
forty  miles,  it  is  an  unsafe  thing  to  trust 
the  company  with  any  discretionary  power. 
In  the  first  place  there  should  be  laid  on  the 
table  an  order  in  council  by  the  government 
approving  of  the  line  in  a  certain  direction, 
so  that  we  should   not  be  deceived  as  to 


where  this  line  ■was  to  be  built,  fej: 
man  says  it  is  to  be  in  one  pW,  K^i-^ 
gentleman   speaks    of    another  p.- 
know  very  well    that  a  conwrn  »i 
been  able  to  bring  influence  to  besr-: 
government  cannot   be  trusted  »ki  . 
tionary   power,    and    Parliament   ■-.:•: 
know  whether  this  road  is  to  be  if/ 
or   whether  the   contractors  are  z*:- 
make  a  certain  sum  of  moner  oui  ir. 
the  time  the  experimental  sutrev;  v•^ 
ing  made  on  the  road  two  years  aid  4-: ' 
then  looking  out  for  an  easy  rmd  ■■ 
and  were  not  consulting  the  bfet  'v 
of   the   country.      They  were  eoJac 
to   ascertain    what   section  of  the  ■_ 
was  the  smoothest  and  mostlevdjaif 
the  construction  could  be  attendw  :•  • 
the  least  expenditure.     The  people  t; ' 
are  not  interested  in  the  road,  beacT  ■ 
is  no  population  to  support  it,  and  thi'ii 
will  deserve  well   of  the  eounttxv.: 
score  a  point  in  the  estimation  of  Caii 
they  save  the  country  from  this  i>' 
swindle   that    is    being  imposed  m. 
country. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

CRIMINAL  CODE  AMEKDMD: 
BILL 

THIRD  READING. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  »WT.-- 
moved  the  third  reading  of  Bill(''  " 
Act  further  to  amend  the  CrimiiulC^  j 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Oa  rtfemng'.*!-  | 
minutes  of  our  proceedings  of  j®*™^;  , 
find  the  amendment  which  I  morediBf    | 
mittee  has  been  incorrectly  iqwrtei  s^ 
gether.     It  makes  raj  omendaiM"'' r 
vide  that  seven  jurors  oat  of  twl""^' 
return  a  verdict,  whereas  my  mofon  «' 
that  eleven  might  return  a  verticl  it 
with  a  view  of  getting  my  motion  p»r- 
on  record  I  propose  to  move  the  «bi«°* 
on thethird reading.    Idonotprop^'«"* 
a  long  speech  on  it,  bat  if  tie  *^, 
permit,  I  shall  quoteafewextisctetran^ 

standard   work    of   "Trial  by  J""?.  ^' 
William  Forsyth.     At  page  13'.  «. 
library  edition,  I  find  the  »>'^^;: 
respect  to  the  requirement  of  uhm'"'. 

"  The  origin  of  the  rule  as  to  uMiiinmv  «»>  ' 
thiuk,  be  explained  a«  follows:--         ^  •j^^ 

In  the  assize  as  instituted  in '?' '-^l  y.it. 
II,  it  was  necessary  that  twelve  juroris" 
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Ici"  to  determine  the  question  of  disseiziu ;  but 
iiiiu,xiiniity  was  not  then  secured  by  any  pre- 
^v'liioh.  t«nded  to  make  the  agreemeut  compul- 
'X'He  mode  adopted  was  called,  indeed,  an 
j«i»ent  of  the  jury  ;  but  Hkia  term  did  not  im- 
litht  ckny  violence  was  done  to  the  conscienti- 
opinions  of  the  minority.  It  merely  meant 
».  sutticient  number  were  to  lie  added  to  the 
■X  until  twelve  were  at  last  found  to  agree  iii 
s:\iiie  conclusion  ;  and  this  became  the  verdict 
i»  asaize.  It  might  perhaps  be  unreasonable  to 
lii'e  tliut  80  large  a  number  as  twelve  should  be 
iiiiniiiium  without  whose  agreement  no  valid 
Hioii  could  be  made  ;  but  this  is  entirely  a  ques- 
.  of  ilegree,  and  must  depend  very  much  upon 
state  of  society,  the  amount  of  intelligence 
:>iig8t  the  jurors,  and  other  circumstances  of  a 
yiiiK  nature.  We  can  easily  understand  that  it 
ultl  liELve  been  improper  at  that  time  to  allow  a 
^lu  juror,  who  after  all,  as  has  been  already  ful- 
Eix plained,  was  nothing  more  than  a  witness,  to 
tunnine  a  disputed  right  of  possession  ;  and  in 
>I>ortioii  to  the  magnitude  of  the  question  at  is- 
i  -would  the  concurrence  of  several  testimonies  be 
t  to  ^>e  necessary,  in  order  to  arrive  at  a  safe 
iiclusion.  The  civil  law  required  two  witnesses 
lv!iat,  and  in  some  cases  a  greater  number,  to  es- 
lilish  a  fact  in  dispute  ;  as,  for  instance,  where  a 
;bt  waa  secured  by  a  written  instrument,  five 
itiiesses  were  necessary  to  prove  payment.  These 
oulcl  liave  been  called  by  our  ancesters  a  jurata  of 
ve.  At  the  present  day,  with  us  no  will  is  valid 
hich  is  not  attested  by  at  least  two  witnesses.  In 
11  countries  the  policy  of  the  law  determines  what 
[  will  accept  as  the  minimum  of  proof. 

And  the  writer  goes  on  to  point  out  that 
ihose  jurors  were  not  regarded  as  triers  at 
wU,  were  simply  witnesses,  and  he  compares 
bhe  requirements  of  the  twelve  witnesses  to 
the  requirements  of  the  civil  law  that  there 
shall  be  two  witnesses  in  any  case  and  in 
certain  cases  five  witnesses.  At  the  present 
time  no  will  is  valid  without  at  least  two 
witnesses.     Then  he  proceeds  : — 

liearing  then  in  mind  that  the  jury  system  was 
in  its  inception  nothing  but  the  testimony  of  wit- 
nesses informing  the  court  of  facts  supposed  to  lie 
•within  their  own  knowledge,  we  see  at  once  that  to 
require  that  twelve  men  should  be  unanimous  was 
simply  to  fix  the  amount  of  evidence  which  the  law 
deemed  to  be  conclusive  of  a  matter  in  disput«. 

There  is  a  good  deal  more,  but  I  shall  not 
read  it.     On  page  199  he  says  : — 

But  in  old  times  a  verdict  was  sometimes  taken 
from  eleven,  if  they  agreed,  and  in  that  case  the 
refractory  juror  was  committed  to  prison. 

Then  on  the  next  page  we  find  : — 

But  it  was  decided  in  the  reign  of  Edward  III, 
that  the  verdict  of  less  than  twelve  was  a  nullity, 
and  the  court  said,  that  the  judges  of  assize  ought 
to  carry  the  jury  alxiut  with  them  in  a  cart  until 
they  agreed. 

Then  there  is  no  higher  authority  on  con' 
stitutional  questions,  no  one  whose  opinion 


is  regarded  as  of  more  value  than  Hallam. 
On  page  203  he  says : — 

"In  a  valuable  note  to  his  *  Middle  Ages,'  Mr. 
Hallam,  speaking  of  '  the  grand  principle  of  the 
8axon  polity,  the  trial  of  facts  by  the  country,' 
says,  '  From  this  principle  (except  as  to  that  pre- 
posterous relic  of  Imrbarism,  tne  requirement  of 
unanimity)  may  we  never  swerve — may  we  never 
be  compelled,  in  wish,  to  swerve — by  a  contempt 
of  their  oaths  in  jurors,  and  a  disregard  of  the  just 
limits  of  their  trust ! '  This  is  a  stern  judgment 
against  the  policy  of  the  law  which  i-equires  that  a 
jury,  if  it  delivers  a  verdict  at  all,  should  be  un- 
animous." 

And  then  the  writer  goes  on  to  consider 
and  agrees  with  Hallam  that  it  is  not  a 
reason.  At  page  207  the  writer  quotes  a 
report  made  by  the  commissioners  appointed 
in  1830  to  report  upon  the  courts  of  law  : — 

"  It  is  difficult  to  defend  the  justice  or  wisdom 
of  the  latter  principle.  It  seems  absurd  that  the 
rights  of  a  party,  in  question  of  a  doubtful  or  com- 
plicated nature,  should  depend  uptm  his  1)eing  able 
to  satisfy  twelve  persons  that  one  particular  state 
of  facts  is  the  true  one, " 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— That  refers  to 
civil  cases. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Yes,  that  particular 
paragraph.     At  page  209  he  says  : — 

It  seems  impossible  to  answer  or  evade  the  force 
of  this  reasoning.  And  yet,  although  twenty  years 
have  elapsed  since  the  above  recommendation  was 
made  in  a  report  to  the  crown,  signed  by  some  of 
the  most  distinguished  lawyers  of  the  day,  so  slow 
is  the  march  of  improvement  in  the  law,  that  it  lias 
never  been  can-ied  into  efiFect,  and  the  rule  as  to  the 
unanimity  remains  in  all  its  rigid  necessity  at  the 
present  day.  In  thu  case,  however,  let  it  be  ob- 
served that  lawyers  proposed  the  change,  and  that, 
so  far,  the  profession  is  not  answerable  for  the  con- 
tinuance of  a  mischief  which,  in  the  words  of  the 
report,  is  injurious  to  the  interests  of  justice. 
W  hy  should  the  perverseness  of  knavery  of  a  sin- 
gle juryman  he  allowed  to  invalidate  the  verdict 
which  eleven  others  are  agreed  to  give?  Many 
years  ago  Professor  Christian  ex  pressed  his  opinion 
"that  tlie  unanimity  of  twelve  men,  so  repugnant  to 
all  experience  of  human  conduct,  passions  and 
understandings,  could  hardly  in  any  age  have  l)een 
introduced  into  practice  by  a  deli1)erate  act  of  le- 
gislature ;  "  and  it  remains  to  be  seen  whether  the 
legislature  will  nmch  longer  tolerate  such  an 
anomaly. 

Well,  the  argument  there  applies,  the 
logic  applies  just  as  well  to  criminal  cases  as 
to  civil.  In  Scotland  they  require  the  jury 
to  be  unanimous  in  civil  cases  and  allow 
them  to  differ  in  criminal  cases.  The  major- 
ity can  give  a  verdict  in  a  criminal  case. 

Hon,  Mr.  KAULBACH— For  a  capital 
offence  ? 
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Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  do  not  know 
about  capital  cases. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— I  think  not. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  shall  just  quote 
what  the  writer  says  : 

In  >Scotland,  however,  exactly  the  reverse  has 
happeneil.  There  jaries  in  civil  trials,  under  the 
system  recently  intro(li\ced,  must  be  unanimous, 
while  the  verdict  in  criminal  is  determined  by  the 
majority. 

In  France  and  in  Germany  the  juries  are 
not  required  to  be  unanimous  in  criminal 
cases.  That  you  will  find  set  out  at  page 
213  of  this  work.  I  simply  call  attention 
to  these  facts  in  order  to  show  that  what  I 
propose  is  not  an  unreasonable  thing,  and  to 
show  further  how  this  requirement  of 
unanimity  came  to  exist : 

The  time  is  fast  approaching,  if  it  has  not  already 
come  when  trial  by  jury,  like  every  other  part  of 
our  legal  fabric,  will  become  the  subject  of  public 
criticism,  and  I  feel  pursuaded  that  theu  it  will  l>e 
found  impossible  to  justify  or  retain  a  rule  which 
is  opposed  to  both  justice  and  expediency. 

I  therefore  move  that  the  bill  be  not  now 
read  the  third  time,  but  that  the  first  clause 
be  amended  as  follows  : — 

Page  5,  line  18. — After  "  trial "  insert  the  follow- 
ing :— 

Section  727.  By  adding  the  following  subsection 
thereto : — 

3.  It  shall  not  be  necessary  that  a  jury  shall  be 
unanimous,  but  after  four  hours'  deliberation  seven 
jurors  out  of  twelve  may  return  a  verdict  which 
shall  for  all  purposes  have  the  same  efifect  as  a  ver- 
dict concurred  in  by  all  the  jurors. 

.Section  728.  By  inserting  after  "  agree  "  in  the 
secoud  line  the  words  "  as  provided  in  the  next 
preceding  section. " 

The  amendment  was  lost  on  division. 

The  bill  was  then  read  the  third  time  and 
passed. 

BEET-ROOT  SUGAR   BOUNTY  BILL. 

THIRD  READINQ. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL 
moved  the  third  reading  of  BUI  (148)  "  An 
Act  respecting  the  bounty  on  Beet-root 
Sugar."  He  said :  I  have  the  figures  now 
in  reference  to  the  bounty  paid  for  beet 
root  sugar  from  1891  to  1895,  and  with  the 
consent  of  the  House,  I  will  give  the  facts. 
We  paid  in  1891-2,  $23,756.56 ;  1892-3, 
$20,568.00 ;  1893-4,  $7,765.97  ;  1894-5, 
$27,135.76. 


So  that  for  the  four  yesK  we  hi-  ^ 
as  a  bounty  upon  beet  root  sa^  ^a 
in  thid  country,    :$79,236.29,  sl»»^  i 
when  it  was  first  granted  in  189itti'-.n 
paid  was   as   high    $23,766.     It  •.■.■i\ 
owing   to  the  failure  of  the  cnrnis. 
had  been  engaged  in  the  enterprL^  i  \ 
4,  to  87,765,  showing  that  either  ti^  t| 
a  failure  in  the   production  of  tkiK'i 
failure  in  the   management  of  the  Lid 
The  principal  reason,  I  am  incliseii;'  -~i 
was,  that   they    found    it  difficnk  i. ..  i 
the  habitants  of  that  section  dtbe  .< 
to  go   into  the  growing  of  Ae  be?; '  i 
extent   that   they    anticipated ;  bi;  yj 
year   1894-5   they   induced  the  iirsr^ 
take  up  this  enterprise  through  ^t  ^■.\ 
which  they  received    from  the  Qwir . 
emment,  and  the  extra  price  they  v«r- 
to  get  on  account  of   the  bountr  rx . ' 
gave,    and    they    produced  raw  snja-  ■ . 
quantity  sufficiently  great  to  eiaHen-:: 
claim  $27,135  from   the  goTemmer'.  7 1 
pr&sent  rate  wiU  not  be  higher  than  >  ■ 
a  pound,  which    would   be  a  dollar  pt:- 
dred  for  two  years  longer,  when  it  i' ' 
the  full  test  will    be  made  and  the  i>?- 
will  cease,  and  that  the  duty  which  »■•:' 
placed  upon  the  raw  material  wiD  b  < 
cient  to  warrant  those  engaged  in  th'<  •• 
prise  in  continuing.     If  not,  it  will  bf ' 
be  stopped. 

The  motion   was  agreed  to  and  ti-  x 
was  read  the  third  time  and  passed 

INDEPENDENT  ORDER  OF  PiEEE^ 
TERS  BILL 

BILL  WITHDRAWS. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLEMOW-We  endwM- 
to  have  a  meeting  of  the  oonMBittf*  t- 
morning    but    failed.    There  were  t!':^ 
courses  open  to  us ;  one  was  to  submit  c- 
a  committee   of    the  whole,  another  «5 : 
reduce  the  quorum  of  the  oofluni'^*^- 
another  to  withdraw  the  bill    The  pi' 
ters  of  the  biU  desire  to  take  the  to  «=■' 
and    the   bill    wUl   be   withdrawn  tor  «•• 
session.     Thev  presented  their  bill  in  •-'i^ 
but  it  was  imjpossible  to  get  it  "^S'' .. ' 
course  it  is  the  fault  of  the  sj***^  ,    , 
another  session  something sio<J<"*  *'"']'! 
prevent  a  repetition  of  this  occurt^*  ,^ 
is  unfortunate  that  people  wb"  *f^ '* 
gislation   should    be  thwarted  i"  "%■ ; 
The  bUlwas   retarded  in  the  other  Bo»* 
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coTxies  to  us  too  late  in  the  session.  It 
'itVidrawn  at  the  present  time,  but  will 
»e  up  next  session,  and  I  hope  it  will 
iti  n.  diH'erent  fate,  t  now  move  for  the 
\\.»siorL  of  the  fee,  less  the  expense  of 
nting. 


Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWEU 
is  -will  teach  those  who  have  bills  the 
apriefcy  of  introducing  them  in  this  House 
St.  "We  can  deal  with  the  business  of  the 
.111  try  while  they  are  discussing  politics 
!low. 
Tlie  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  Senate  then  adjourned. 

SECOND  SITTING. 

The  SPEAKER  took  the  Chair  at  2.30 
>.iu. 

Routine  pr.-cedings. 

WINNIPEG  AND  HUDSON  BAY 
RAILWAY. 

Hon.  Mr.  BERNIER— As  I  am  about  to 
leave  for  home  and  the  Hudson  Bay  Rail- 
way bill  may  not  come  up  from  the  other 
House  before  my  departure,  I  want  to  say  a 
lew  words  in  favour  of   the  measure.     That 
railway  is  needed  by  a  lar^p  portion   of  the 
pople  in  Manitoba.     The  Dauphin  district 
is  a  fine  country,  and  is  settling  very  rapidly, 
but  it  would  settle  still  more  rapidly  if  that 
railway  were   built.     We   do   not  see  any 
other  means  of  constructing  that  roiid  than 
by  passing  this  bill.     I  do  not  know  what  can 
b  •  (lone  al)OUt  the  forty   miles  which  have 
been  referred  to  here  to-day.     It  is  culled  a 
railway,  but  it  is  not  n  railway  at  present, 
and  is  of  no  consequence  to  the  bondholders. 
It  would  not  change  their  position  whether 
this   bill  is   passed   or   is  r-'jected.     What 
they  call  their  security  is   no  security  at  all 
if  it  is  left  as  it  is  at  presr^nt,  and  it  will  be 
left  as  it  stands  whether  this  bill  passes  or 
not.     The  rejection  of  the  bill  will  not  at  all 
improve  the  position  of  the  bondholders,  so  far 
as  the  forty  miles  is  concerned,  and  there- 
fore T  think  that  objection  is  not  valid.    For 
the  rapid  development  of  that   part  of  the 
l^orth-west  the  bill   should  receive  the  sup- 
port of  this  House. 
The  Senate  was  adjourned  duringpleasure. 
After  some  time  the  House  was  resumed. 
49 


THE  SUPPLY  BILL. 

FIRST,   SECOND   AND  THIKD   READINGS. 

A  Message  was  received  from  the  House 
of  Commons  with  Bill  (149)  "  An  Act  for 
granting  to  Her  Majesty  certain  sums  of 
money  required  for  defraying  certain  expen- 
ses of  the  public  service  for  the  financial 
year  ending  30th  June,  1896,  and  for  other 
purposes  relating  to  the  public  service." 

The  bill  passed  through  all  its  stages  un- 
der a  suspension  of  the  rule. 

The  Senate  was  adjourned  during  pleasure. 
After  some  time  the  House  was  resumed. 

WINNIPEG     GREAT     NORTHERN 
RAILWAY   COMPANY'S  BILL. 

FIRST  READING. 

A  Message  was  received  from  the  House 
of  Commons  with  Bill  (150)  "An  Act  re- 
specting the  Winnipeg  Great  Northern  Rail- 
way Company." 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL 
moved  that  the  bill  be  read  the  first  time. 

i  Hon.  Mr.  MacINNES  (Burlington)— I 
move  that  the  said  bill  be  not  now  read  thq 
first  time,  but  that  it  be  read  the  first  time 
this  day  three  months. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  think   it  is  scarcely 
I  fair  to  the  Senate  that  we  are  called  upon 
to  consider   a  Bill  of  this   important   char- 
I  acter  without    the  possession  of  the  bill  it- 
I  self.      There    is    only     in    this     Chamber 
I  now   a   single   copy   of  this   bill  ;  and    the 
Bill,  as  I  know  from  being  present  in   ano- 
ther  place,    has    been   changed   materially 
,  since   it  was   introduced    this   morning ;  so 
j  that  I  think  it  is  manifestly  unfair  and  im- 
proper that  this    Senate,  if  it  has  any  res- 
I  pect  for  its  dignity  and  position,  should  take 
up  an  important  measure  of  this  kind  within 
,  45  minutes  of  the  time  His  Excellency  has 
arranged  to  come  down  and  prorogue  Par- 
liament.    The  bill  is,  perhap.o,  the  most  im- 
I  portant  measure  that  has  been  introduced 
during  the  present  session.   It  seeks  to  impose 
a  tax  upon  the  people  of  this  country  of 
!  .^80,000  a   year.     I   believe  it  is  modified, 
that  if  they   build  half  the  road — I    speak 
I  subject  to  correction,  because  I  have  not  the 
;  Bill  and  do  not  know  the  contents  of  it — 
the  government  will  be   authorized   to  ex- 
I  tend  the  payments  of  §40,000  a  year.     The 
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main  features  of  the  Bill  are  to  ratify  and 
confirm  the  grant  of  $80,000  to  this  road. 
There  is  not  even  a  provision  in  the  Bill 
that  the  road  shall  be  kept  open.  The 
road  may,  as  was  the  case  with  the  forty 
miles  from  Winnipeg,  be  constructed  and 
this  subsidy  sold  to  credulous  investors, 
and  the  money  pocketed  by  the  parties  who 
are  interested  in  this  scheme  and 
the  line  may  never  be  operated,  all  to 
the  detriment  of  the  people  of  Canada. 
It  ia  well  known  that  the  original  Com- 
pany was  granted  very  large  subsidies  ;  a 
subsidy  of  $2-50,000  was  granted  by  the  Pro- 
vincial government,  and  subsidies  in  the 
way  of  land  by  the  Federal  government, 
large  grants  of  6,400  acres  per  mile  for  a  part 
of  the  distance,  and  12,000  for  another  part 
of  the  distance ;  and  even  with  all  that 
assistance,  the  $250,000,  the  bonding  of  the 
road  for  so  many  thousand  dollars  a  mile, 
there  the  forty  miles  has  remained  for  the 
last  few  years  without  a  single  car  running 
over  it.  There  is  the  patent  fact,  which  on 
its  face  shows  that  the  whole  scheme  is  a 
deliberate  fraud.  It  has  been  a  fraud  from 
the  beginning  ;  it  fjoes  all  the  way  back  to 
1880,  when  tlie  charter  was  granted  to  the 
Hudson  Bay  Railway  and  Steamship  Com- 
pany. There  is  not  a  clause  in  the  bill  which 
compels  the  company  to  keep  that  road  open. 
They  can,  as  a  mere  matter  of  speculation, 
sell  this  subsidy  of  $80,000  a  year;  and 
the  people  of  Canada  will  for  the  next  twenty 
years  have  to  pay  .^SOjOOO  in  order  that  a 
certain  number  of  persons  may  make  a  specu- 
lation and  recoup  themselves.  As  the  bill 
stood  originally,  and  as  it  now  stands,  I 
think  it  attacks  private  interests.  The  gov- 
ernment of  Manitoba  advanced  the  sum  of 
$250,000  to  this  road.  Under  the  contract 
with  the  i;overnment  the  company  were  to 
give  the  government  of  Manitoba  an  acr  • 
for  every  dollar  advanced.  That  is  250,000 
acres.  That  contract  has  never  lieen  carried 
out.  The  company  issued  bonds  on  this 
road  for  820,000  a  mile  and  they  gave  a 
portion  of  these  bonds  to  the  contractors 
and  another  portion  to  an  English  iron 
firm,  and  it  is  needless  to  say  that  not 
one  dollar  of  interest  his  been  paid  on 
the  bonds ;  they  have  been  in  dt-fault.  So 
there  are  the  original  ci  editors  of  the  road, 
the  sub-contractors  under  the  present  com- 
pany, wlio  have  a  large  claim  (I  do  not 
know  what  the  amount  is — I  think  about 
$400,000) ;  and  there  is  the  claim  of  the 


'  company    in    England    thtU  adraaen  ■ .-. 
I  steel.     Well,  hon.  gentletaaezi,  are  yos  j.-i. 
{  by  an  act  of  Parliament,     to   approrr 
I  swindle  of  that  kind  ?     ^re   yon  »ixl. 
I  say  here,  deliberately,  by  the  paasa^-: 
'  bill,    that  you   approve    of    the  poiicT  u 
!  course  adopted  by  this   company  *    h  7  . 
do,  I  say  we  place  Canada  in  a,  rery  bmc 
able  position  in   the   British    market.    T 
Parliament  of  Canada,  in  order  to  sa-i-  •> 
purposes  of  tho«e  people   ■who    havie  a!r>-.. 
I  been  guilty  of  a   gross    fraud,    is    gou-,-  • 
enable  them  to  continue    the    fraud  if  ti- 
I  can  find  people  credulous  enough  to  ad'v  • 
money  upon  the  bonds.      The    eflect  o:   .- 
bill  may  be,  as  I  am  advised, — I   b»v«-  -  • 
time  to  analyse  it  myself,  because  ft  i;  4.  • 
impassible  to  do  so  in   this    bAsty  waj-- 
defraud  those  ere  litors  of  the  comjmoT.    .': 
order  that  those  creditors   might  have  Lw. 
an  opportunity  of  appearing  here  to  opr-- 
the  bill,  ample  notice  should  have  been  iir-i 
under  the  rules  of  Parliament  to  all  f-er^  -• 
interested  in  the  construction  of  the  n2*if 
inasmuch  as  there  are  large  private  intsr— ;- 
and  rights  affected.     We  ought  to  be  exren: 
ingly    sensitive,    exceedingly   careful  tb»: 
interests   of  that  character  should  not  \f 
prejudiced  or  disturbed  by  our  legkhti- 

Hon.    Sir   MACKENZIE     BOWELL- 
They  are  not  by  this  biU. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  hon.  gendenan 

says  they  are  not  by   this   bill.     I  c-aca  •. 

take   that   on   trust.      This    bill    has>  ^trc 

ch  mged  so  often,  and   changed  within  ti« 

last  few  hours,  that  it  is  quite   inipo>«b.i 

to    understand    its    provisions,    and  1  ui 

not  think    it  is  fair   for    the    hon.    mini- 

ter   to   a'k    us   to   take   up   a    measure  << 

'  this  character  without  having  an  oppjrtuB- 

1  ity  of  reading  it.    I  have  had  no  opportunitr 

I  to   do   so.       I   tried   to   get   it.       I   Tett 

I  half  a  dozen  times  to  the  distribution  oice 

to  ask  if  they  had  a  (opy  of  it^     Thev  .-aia 

I  they  had  not.     I  made  them   telephone  tJ 

the  printing  office,  and  they  said  thev  kne» 

nothing  about  the  bill.   I  do  not  know  whet* 

I  the  bill  has  been  printed  ;  it  must  have  b«a 

I  at  a  private  office.     I  said  to  the  official  in 

Ithe  distribution  office,    "  This  bill  has  been 

printed  in  the  government  office."    He  ttle- 

I  phoned  to  the  Bureau,  and  they  said  no.  it 

I  had  not  been  printed  there.     l"  thought  it 

;  very  extraordinary.     I  said,  "  I  believe  there 

j  are  copies  of  it  in  existence,  becaase  I  w«s 
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d  a.  gentleman  had  a  copy  of  it."  The 
\c;ial  replied  that  the  printing  ofSce  knew 
•twining  about  it.  So  I  concluded  it  must 
L've  been  printed  somewhere  else. 

IHon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— It 
oes  not  matter  where  it  was  printed. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Except  that  I  would 
a-ve  got  a  copy  of  it,  if  I  had  known  where 
b.     >vas   printed,  because  I  thought  it  most 
niportant  that  I  should  have  had  a  copy  at' 
in  early  period.     But  that  is  the  position. 
[t    must  have  been  practically  stolen  into 
the  Chamber  within  the  last  45  minutes  in 
II.  most  improper  manner.     In  all  my  experi- 
ence  in   Parliament,  I  never  knew  of   an 
instance  of  this  kind,  where  a  bill  of  such 
importance  and  of  this  character  was  held 
liack  until  the  very  last  day,  and  brought  on 
a.t  the  eleventh  hour  to  be  run  through  the 
Senate,  when  it  is  very  well  known  that  the 
people  outside  are  very  much  excited  over  this 
matter.     There  is  a  very  considerable  differ- 
ence of  opinion  about  it  outside  and  a  very 
large  public  opinion  that  it  is  not  proper 
legislation,  that  it  is  not  serving  anybody, 
that  it  is  not  even  serving  the  section  of  the 
country  through    which   it  is  proposed  to 
build  this  road,  because  I  presume  if  the  road 
is  to  be  continued  from  the  end  of  the  forty 
miles    that  the   enterprise  cannot    possibly 
pay  ;  that  the  only  object  in  building  it  would 
be  to  earn  the  government  subsidy.      There 
could  not  be  any  other  reason  for  it.      T- 
maintain  that  if  that  amendment  is  intro- 
duced, authorizing  the  government  to  sub- 
sidize a  company  building  from  Gladstone,  it 
is  an  evasion  of  the  charter  of  the  company. 
It  is  a  fraud  on  the  creditors  of  this  com- 
pany, because  it  would  be  an  entirely  new 
road.    It  is  not  such  a  road  as  the  Winni- 
peg and  Hudson   Bay   Railway  Company 
were  authorized  to  build  under  their  charts i, 
and  until  they  come  into  Parliament  and 
get  a  charter  to  build  from  Gladstone,  this 
line  from  Gladstone  north  is  not  their  road, 
and  the  bonds  that  were  issued  by  the  Win- 
nipeg Great  Northern  road  will  not  be  a 
lien  upon  it. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— If 
the  hon.  gentleman  would  not  consider  it 
an  impertinence  on  my  part  to  interrupt 
him— I  do  not  desire  to  be  impertinent — I 
would  remind  him  that  he  is  talking  now 
on  matters  not  contained  in  the  bill  at  all. 
49J 


Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  beg  pardon,  I  am. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— No, 
you  are  discussing  a  question  of  changing 
the  route  and  giving  the  company  an  oppor- 
tunity of  building  it  as  I  explained  this 
morning.  That  has  all  been  eliminated  by 
the  ruling  of  the  Speaker  in  the  Commons 
on  account  of  it  being  considered  part  of  a 
private  bill. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  will  read  the  bill 
if  you  will  let  me  have  it. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
Yes,  and  then  you  will  save  yourself  all  the 
trouble  of  talking. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— In  order  to  know 
what  is  repealed,  we  will  take  up  that  act 
and  read  that  clause.  The  bill  reads  as 
follows  : — 

In  order  to  enable  the  Winnipeg  and  Hudson 
Bay  Railway  Company  to  constrnct  so  much  of 
their  railway  as  reaches  from  the  city  of  Winnipeg 
to  a  point  on  the  Saskatchewan  River,  the  Governor 
in  Council  may  enter  into  a  contract  with  such 
company  for  the  transport  of  men,  supplies,  ma- 
terials and  mails  for  twenty  years,  and  may  pay 
for  such  services  during  the  said  term  eighty 
thousand  dollars  per  annum,  in  manner  following, 
that  is  to  say  :  the  sum  of  eighty  thousand  dollars 
to  be  paid  annually  on  the  construction  of  the  rail- 
way from  the  end  of  the  forty  miles  of  the  railway 
now  built  to  a  point  on  the  Saskatchewan  River, — 
such  payment  to  be  computed  from  the  date  of  the 
coinpietion  of  the  railway  between  the  city  of  Win- 
nipegand  a  point  on  the  Saskatchewan  River  :  Pro- 
vided that  the  Governor  Geneial  in  Council  may 
order  such  sums  to  be  paid  in  semi-annual  instal- 
ments, and  may  permit  the  company  to  assign  the 
same  by  way  of  security  for  any  bonds  or  securities 
issued  by  the  company  in  respect  of  the  company's 
undertaking. 

Now  there  -'s  no  doubt  about  that.  This 
bill  proposed  to  change  that. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— It 
does  not  do  anything  of  the  kind  except  to 
change  the  mode  of  payment. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  beg  pardon;  it 
authorizes  a  change.  That  clause  is  abso- 
lutely repealed  : 

1.  Clause  one  of  the  Aid  Act  is  hereby  repealed, 
and  in  lieu  thereof  it  is  hereby  enacted  as  follows  : 
In  order  to  enable  the  Winnipeg  Oreat  North- 
ern Railway  Company,  formerly  the  Winnipeg  and 
Hudson  Bay  Railway  Coinpany,  to  construct  so 
mach  of  their  railway  to  Hudson  Buy  as  reaches 
from  the  city  of  Winnipeg  to  the  Saskatchewan 
River,  the  Governor  General  in  Council  may  ent<ir 
into  a  contract  with  the  company  for  the  transport 
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of  men,  supplies,  materials  anil  mails  for  a  term  of 
twenty  years,  ami  may  pay  to  the  company  for 
such  services  during  the  said  term  $80,000  per 
annum  in  the  manner  following  :  Oue-half  of  the 
aforesaid  sum  of  $80,000  to  l)e  paid  annually,  com- 
meucing  from  the  date  of  the  completion  by  the 
company  of  one-half  of  their  line  to  be  constructed  I 
between  Winnipeg  and  the  Suskittcbewan  River, 
the  remaining  one-half  of  the  said  sum  of  980,000  | 
to  be  paid  annually  commencing  from  the  date  of  | 
the  completion  of  the  remaining  one-half  of  their 
line  to  be  constructed  l>etween  Winnipeg  and  the 
Saskatchewan  River,  provided  that  such  sums  shall 
be  paid  in  semi-annual  instalments,  and  the  com- 
pany may  sell  the  same  or  may  assign  the  same  by 
way  of  security  for  any  bonds  or  other  securities 
issued  by  the  company  in  respect  of  the  company's 
undertaking. 

2.  The  Governor  General  in  Council  is  hereby 
authorized  and  empowered  to  alter  and  to  modify 
the  said  contract  in  accordance  with  the  t>frnis  of 
the  Aid  Act  au<l  of  this  act. 

H.  In  the  event  of  the  contract  not  bring  entered 
into  with  the  company  in  compliance  with  the 
terms  of  this  act,  in  so  far  as  the  same  relates  to 
the  construction  of  the  tirst  half  of  the  company's 
railway,  the  (Sovernor  (ieneral  in  Council  may,  sub- 
ject to  the  terms  of  the  said  Aid  Act  and  of  this 
act,  transfer  the  amount  applicable  to  such  6rst 
half  of  the  company's  railway,  namely,  440,000  a 
year  for  twenty  years,  to  a  company  authorized  to 
construct  a  line  of  railway  from  Portage  la  Prairie 
or  (iladotone,  to  Lake  Dauphin  or  thereabouts. 

Who  is  right  alK>ut  thati  Is  it  not  per- 
fectly clear  that  authority  is  here  taken  to 
grant  a  new  charter  to  a  new  company  or  to 
amend  the  charter  of  this  company  1  Noth- 
ing could  be  plainer.  It  is  granting  a  char- 
ter for  a  different  section  of  the  country, 
hundreds  of  miles  away  from  that  section 
and  not  running  in  the  same  direction — 
running  on  the  other  side  of  Lake  Manitoba. 
That  is  perfectly  plain.  In  building  a  line 
from  Winnipeg  to  Hudson  Bay,  it  was  not 
supposed  that  you  went  west  of  Lake  Mani- 
toba. The  very  fact  that  the  line  is  laid  off 
between  Lake  Winnipeg  and  Lake  Manitoba 
is  the  best  evidence  of  that.  Why  did  the 
promote!  sof  the  bill  construct  the  forty  miles 
of  road  if  they  did  not  regard  that  o.<  in  the 
line  running  northerly  to  Hudson  Bay  1 
That  was  the  point  tl\at  they  too'.<,  which 
was  east  of  Lake  Manitol)a.  Gladstone  is 
west  of  Lake  Manitoba,  through  a  different 
section  altogether.  You  might  as  well  con- 
tend that  you  could  grant  a  charter  to  build 
on  one  side  of  Lake  Superior  and  then  say 
that  you  might  build  on  the  other.  It  is  | 
precisely  the  same.  The  very  fact  of  their  ; 
building  that  forty  miles  is  the  l)est  proof  that  I 
that  was  the  understanding  and  the  only 
construc'ion  that  the  charter  was  capable  of 
bearing.     So  that  I  am  perfectly  right  in 


my  contention    tliat  there  is  aDctaR- 
present. 

In  the  event    of  the  contract  not  leii;  ft--    1 
into  with  the  conipiuiy  in  comph'aBwiiilitv:- 
of  this  act,  in  so  far  as  the  same  relit<9>u» 
struction  of  the  first  half  of  the  comptsy':  re 
the  Governor  General  in  Council  mav.  f.  •■•  ■ 
the  terms  of  the  said  Aid  Act  ondof  tbiiv ' 
fer  the  amount  applicable  to  such  lint  Lu  : 
company's   railway,    namely,  $iO.(liU  i  u.- 
twenty  years,    to  a  company  authorizri  i 
struct  a  line  of  railway   from  Portagi;  ii  IV 
Gladstone,  to  Lake  Dauphin  or  thereal>n-.- 

Is   not   that   perfectly  clear  I  There  • 
new  charter  and   a   new  cumpiuij,  i.i 
granting  that  you  destroy  the  vestal  '.::•■ 
ests  of  creditors  to  the  ezt<>nt(if coosidrr; 
over  half  a  million    dollars.    There  i- ' 
subsidy  granted  by  the  province  of  Jhst  . 
over  a  quarter  of  a  million,  and  tiet^  • 
the  bondholders   and   sub-contractors  '. 
hold  half  a  million  between  tbem.  I^: 
deavoured  to  get    the    file  connect*-]  r 
this,  but  it  has  been  kept  somewhere  s  "■ 
other  Chamljer.      The  House  of  Coin  :■ 
has  it  apparently,  and  I  haveb^nuuli' 
get    it.     I    should  like  to  have  given  <(■' 
House  the  details  of  these  claims  tint  i- 
set  forth  in  i  his  correspondence.    Tie  de- 
tractors protest,  against  the  contract  j^'. 
as  it  did.     If  they  were  satisfeii  «itli  ii-  '■ 
if  it  were  not  going  to  interfere  with  th-ir  .it- 
they  would  have  been  only  too  glad  to  see  •'  -' 
largo  sum  of   money   expended  lo  lof  ' 
their  security.  On  the  contrary, thevpr"*-*!" 
against  the  government  granting  a  ow''-' 
of  this  kind,  because  it  is  perfectly  noton^ 
that  the  company  does  not  propose  t«  bm  i 
from  the  end  of  the  forty  miles.    TVy  !"'< 
no  idea  of  doing  it.     If  the  hoii.  gentleffiw 
says  there  is  no  intention  to  dera'«  ^'■" 
will   strike  out  the  last  lines  that  I  '»'■'' 
read,  I  shall  be  glad  to  withdraw  nir  wf 
sition,  but  certainly  I  am  not  going  to  >•« 
sent  to  chartering  a   company  to  coh't;- 
the  line  through  a  new  section  of  cm"'; 
without  giving  notice  to  the  partie*  m"' 
ested.     In  cases  of  that  kind,  the  «"* "' 
Parliament  require  that  two  months r.o:i* 
shall  be  given  before  the  bill  is  intwd";^!' 
in  order  that  all   persons  who  h«>'f  "".V'j 
terest  in  the  enterprise  may  be  "PI'"** j, 
their  position    and  may  appW  ^"^ 
Committee    of    Parliament  and 
opportunity  to  take  exception  to  uiv    ^ 
of  the  bill.     That  is   the  practice  of !"« «; 
ment ;  that  is  the  rule  in  both  Ho«i»»™ 
it  is  a  rule  that  we  ought  not  to  ta*"'. 
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ause  it  is  a  rule  in  the  interest  of  equity ' 
ticl    common  interests      Otherwise,  at  the  | 
ebst  mornont,  a  new  charter  may  be  sprung 
ipon  P&rlianient.   The  liens  already  existing 
>n    the  forty  miles  are  not  worth  the  paper 
ihey  are  ■written  on.     The  only  value  about 
tliem  is  the  rails  that  are  lying  there,  and 
they  have  only  the  value  of  old  iron,  because 
t.hey    have   been  lying  there  a  great  many 
years.        My   contention,    therefore,    is  per- 
fectly right,  that  this  is  a  grant  of  a  new 
cliarter    to   a   new  company,  or  to   the  old 
company  if  they  wish  to  take  it  up.^and, 
therefore,    contrary  to  the   rules  of  Parlia- 
iTient.       The   whole   history  of  the  scheme 
shows  that  it  was  born  in  iniquity,  and  has 
grown    up    in   fr  ud   and   discredit.     Time 
after    time    the    attention    of    Parliament 
has     been    called    to     its    character,    and 
but    for    the     good     nature     of     Senators 
on  several  occasions  this  charter  would  have 
been  allowed  to  expire, but  not  supjKwingthat 
any  improper  uses  were  to  be  mnde  of  it,  the 
usual  courtesy  was  extended  to  the  bill,  and 
it  was  allowed  to  prolong  its  life.     The  com- 
pany was  first  chartered  in  1880,  and  it  was 
known  as  the  Winnipeg  and  Hudson  Bay 
Railway  and  Steamship  Company ;  the  ob- 
ject wiis  to  build  a  road  to  the  Nelson  River 
or  sime  port  on  Hudson  Bay.     It  is  need- 
less to  say  they  failed  entirely  ;  they  made 
no   attempt   whatever   to   carry    out    that 
charter.     They  came  to  Parliamfnt  in  1884 
and  were  authorized  to  construct  a  branch 
from  the  main  line  ;  they  were  to  build  under 
that  cha-ter  fifty  miles.     That  was  in  1884. 
Needless  to  say,  ihey  never  built  a  mile  of  it. 
They  were  to  run  from  a  point  at  or  near 
Selkirk,  or  Winnipeg,  to  Nelson,  Churchill  or 
some  other  points  on  Hudson  Bay,  and  to 
amal<;auiate  with  the  Nelson  Valley  Trans- 
portation Company,  which  was  al.so  a  myth. 
In  \SM  they  came  to  Parliament  again  for 
an    amendment    to   their   charter   and    an 
amendment  was  granted  in  accordance  with 
their  wishes.     In  1867  they  came  to  Parlia- 
ment and  asked  to  change  their  name  to  the 
Winnipeg  and   Hudson  Bay  Railway  Com- 
pany, and  they   were  then  to  build   from 
Winnipeg  northerly  to  Hudson  Bay.     That 
charter  very  nearly  expired.     It  is  the  exist- 
ing charter,  practically.     Under  that  charter 
the  company  was  to  start  from   Winnipeg, 
and  run  in  a  northerly  direction  to  Port 
Nelson  or  Port  Churchill.     I  shall  ju-(t  read 
the  clause  showing  that  I  am  quite  right : — 


The  company  shall  have  full  powernnd authority 
to  lay  out,  construct  and  complete  a  double  or 
single  iron  or  steel  railway  of  a  gauge  of  four  feet 
eight  and  a  half  inches  in  width  from  the  city  of 
Winnipeg  northerly  to  Port  Nelson  or  Churchill  or 
some  other  point  on  the  shore  of  Hudson  Bay,  and 
to  construct  a  brunch  from  any  point  on  its  main 
line  at  or  near  the  crossing  of  the  Saskatchewan 
RivcT  to  a  point  on  the  Canadian  I'lwifiu  Railway 
west  of  Lake  Winnipegosis  ;  and  the  same  together 
with  such  other  branch  lines  as  sliall  Iks  herexfter 
constructetl  by  the  said  company,  shall  constitute 
the  line  of  railway  hereinafter  called  the  Winnipeg 
aiid  Hudson  Bay  Railway. 

I  should  like  to  have  had  the  file  of  papers 
here,  and  I  ought  to  have  had  them  here.  I 
asked  that  all  the  information  before  the 
House  of  Commons  should  be  given  here, 
and  the  Premier  promised  that  we  should 
ha\e  the  plans  which  had  been  brought 
down  to  the  House  of  Commons  to  illustrate 
this  matter.  I  had  access  to  the  file  two  or 
three  days  ago,  but  returned  it  to  the 
clerk 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
What  file  t 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  file  moved  for 
in  the  House  of  Conimons  last  May.  I  have 
sent  for  it  two  or  three  times.  The  file  of 
papers  will  show  the  motive  which  prompted 
Parliament  to  give  this  large  sum  of  money. 
It  was  for  the  purpose  of  making  connection 
with  Hudson  Bay,  not  for  the  purpose  of 
building  a  leal  road,  not  with  a  view  of 
colonizing  the  Lake  Dauphin  district,  or  the 
Riding  Mountain  district,  or  any  other  dis- 
trict of  the  North-west,  but  simply  for  the 
purpose  of  building  a  road  to  Hudson  Bay, 
and  the  intention  was  obvious.  There  were 
a  great  many  people  in  this  country,  and 
there  are  still  people  who  believe  that  the 
Hudson  Bay  scheme  is  a  feasible  one.  1  do 
not.  The  subject  was  pretty  well  threshed 
out  in  this  Chamber  some  years  ago,  and  it 
was  pretty  well  decided,  by  a  majority  of 
this  Senate,  that  the  Hudson  Bay  route  was 
not  feasible,  that  the  bay  was  closed  for  the 
greater  part  of  the  year,  and  that  therefore 
it  was  folly  to  subsidize  a  railway  to  such  an 
enormous  extent  to  build  to  a  port  where  it 
could  be  of  no  earthly  use.  It  is  very  well 
known  that  there  is  no  settlement  in  that 
country,  that  the  land  is  of  such  an  inferior 
character  that  it  would  not  warrant  immi- 
gration going  in  there.  On  the  forty  miles 
running  from  Winnipeg  the  existence  of  the 
rails  has  not  prompted  people  to  settle  there. 
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Uader  ordinary  -  conditions  if*  you  build  a 
railway  the  effect  is  to  draw  a  population 
and  the  section  of  country  is  filled  up.  That 
is  the  object  in  building  a  road,  to  afford 
facilities  to  people  who  are  there  and  to  in- 
crease the  settlement.  Why  did  we  build 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  if  it  was  not 
to  bring  people  to  the  North-west  1  We 
built  it,  as  we  supposed,  through  that  por- 
tion of  the  country  which  would  attract  set- 
tlement in  the  most  marked  degree. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL^ 
That  is  where  the  hon.  gentlemen  mode  a 
mistake. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Perhaps  we  did  It 
was  a  mistake  of  the  hon.  gentleman  and  bin 
friends.  Had  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
been  built  on  the  line  advocated  by  the  Lib- 
eral party,  it  would  have  been  constructed 
much  more  slowly,  and  the  best  section  of 
the  country  would  have  been  selected. 
Howcver,  that  is  apart  from  the  subject. 
The  best  evidence  of  the  folly  of  any  exten- 
sion of  the  road  northward  is  the  fact  that, 
although  the  enormous  sum  of  $1,000,000 
has  been  exf>ended  on  forty  miles  running 
north  from  Winnipeg,  yet  you  have  not  got 
a  population  there.  With  the  railway  in 
existence,  it  would  not  pay  to  run  a  train 
over  it.  Is  there  any  similar  condition  in 
any  other  part  of  Canada  t  There  may  be  a 
road  or  two  that  the  government  have  sub- 
sidized lately — I  need  not  mention  names, 
but  I  have  one  in  my  mind's  eye,  one  that 
has  been  closed  up.  We  ought  to  stop  that 
folly ;  it  should  not  be  continued.  We 
should  show  more  sense  and  judgment.  The 
expenditure  of  §80,000  a  year  would  be  wise 
and  judicious  in  many  parts  of  Canada. 
There  are  portions  of  the  Dominion  where 
you  have  a  chance  of  promoting  settlement. 
The  hon.  gentleman  from  Prince  Edward 
Island  has  been  advocating  thp  building  of 
additional  railway.s  in  his  island,  where  the 
population  is  more  dense  than  anywhere  else 
in  Canada.  There  are  some  grounds  of  jus- 
tification for  the  construction  of  those  roads, 
because  the  people  are  there  to  sustain  them. 
They  would  have  the  effect  of  improving  the 
business  of  that  section  of  the  country  ;  but 
here  you  have  no  settlers,  nothing  to  carry 
over  the  road,  and  you  are  going  to 
perpetrate  that  folly  by  adding  one  hun- 
dred and  twenty-five  miles  of  rotid  where 
the  forty  miles  do  not  pay.     There  is  not  a  j 


white  settler  within  ten   miles,  paia;» 
the  route,  until  you  come    to    the  Hi.:- 
Bay  post  on  the  Saskatchewan-    Thai  >  ii- 
information  which  has  been   obtaii»e<l  sii- 
this  measure  was   before  Paj-Ji»iiieat  «i -_ 
last  occasion.     Hon.  gentlemen  know  th 
the  Senate  of  Canada  is  freqaeatlj  attack'. 
It  is  said  that  we  are   here   to   registet 
judgments  of  the  House  of  ComiBOiu,  t^ 
we  are  subservient  to  the  govemnient  oi  u- 
day,  that  all  measures  comins;^    up  Vr  v- 
Senate,  in  which   the  government  have  ^ 
interest,  are  perfectly   safe  in    this  H::^ 
Now,    this    Chamber  is  independent.    TL- 
Chamber  ought  to  be  governed    by  a  hi.:;*- 
principle  than  favouritism  to   any  ffj^trL- 
ment.     The  Senate  have  a  respaoudbiiitr  :• 
the  country,  and  on  the  present  occr.-.-. 
they  should  rise  to  the  importance  of  it  xa 
gather   some   ^clat   from    the    indepet.(i«;' 
course  they  could  take  on  this  bill.    Is  xh-r- 
one  member  in  this  Chamber  who  will  sr- 
that  it  is  justifiable,  on  any  other  priacip'.- 
than   because   the   government   favour  li- 
scheme,  to  construct  this  road  1  I  wonW  w. 
do  any  hon.  gentleman  the  injustice  to  se[- 
pose  for  one  moment  that  he  was  so  berer 
of  common  sense  as  to  t«y  it  was  justiba'4r 
to  expend  $80,000  a  year  for  the  next  twec'^ 
years  on  such  a  scheme,  a  scheme  onginatnl 
in  fraud  and  propagated  and  supported  It 
cause  a  number  of  people  are  creditoif  >.' 
this  road.     It  is  notorious  tha'   on  lonr.TT 
occasions,  when  this  bill  was  before  Parla- 
mt'nt,  below  that  lobby  there  were  gent>- 
men   buttonholing   members,   saying,  "Mj 
firm  is  a  creditor  of  this  roatl  to  the  estei'* 
of  $5,000,"  and  another,  "  Mj^  firm  is  a  cre-i- 
itor  of  the  company  to  the  extent  of  .?25,OJ0 " 
A  legal  firm  in  Winnipeg,  it  is  notoriocs 
canvassed   Senator   after   Senator,  in  ordt-r 
that  their  account  of  $2-5,000  might  be  paid 
out  of  the  treasury  of  this  country.     If  tlw 
contractors   and  the  men  who  are  betuLii 
this  scheme  have  got  the  government  of  this 
country  by  the  throat,  I  am    willing,  if  it  i« 
to  relieve  the  government,  to  say.  Put  yonr 
hand  in  the  public  treasury,  steal  SoCOltX 
but  let  us  have  an  end  of  it ;  do   not  ask  us 
to  saddle  $80,000  a  year  on  the  country  for 
twenty  years  to  come.     No  grosser  or  more 
disgraceful   measure  was  ever  brought  for- 
ward within  the  halls  of  Parliament,  and  if 
the  Senate  desire  to  place  themselves  in  a 
true  position  before  the  people  of  Canada, 
they  will  on  the  present  occasion  rise  to  the 
importance  of  it  and  vote   against  this  bill. 
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'x^    scheme  bas  not  a  single  redeeming  fea- 

.  K-^  to  commend  it,  and  the  worst  of  it  is, 

tv^  n  the  government  were  asked   to  put  in 

cilause,  enacting  that  the  people  of  this 

>iLi  xitry   should  not  be  called  upon   to  pay 

nis     $80,000  a  year  unless  the  road  were 

^p>t     open,   they    voted    it  down.      Does 

t^skt  show  an  honest  intention  t    Is  there  a 

n-ilvray  company  that  can  be  named,  in  any 

•tiher  part  of  Canada,  which  if  offered  a  sub- 

licly   of   $80,000  a  year,  would  hesitate  in 

agreeing  to  a  proposition  that  if  they  failed 

bo    keep  the  road  open  the  subsidy  should 

csease  ?     Let  me  put  this  position  :    Suppos- 

irkg  that  the  government,  at  the  time  they 

l>rought  in  this  measure,  had  said  :  this  aid 

shall  be  granted  pro  rata  for  the  mileage 

"fc>uilt.   The  company  built  forty  miles  ;  what 

"wrould  you  think  now  if  we  were  paying  an' 

«LnnuaI  subsidy  on  that  forty  miles  already 

constructed  ?    Would  you  say  it  was  honest, 

just  or  right? 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— No 

one  asks  us  to  do  it.  Do  not  get  up  hypo- 
thetical cases  :  they  might  as  well  ask  us  to 
pay  $40,000  for  ten  miles. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— You   propose   to   us 
that  if  the  company  build  half  the  road  half 
the  siil)sidy  shall  be  paid.     I  say,  put  in  an 
amendment  to  provide  that  if  they  fail  to 
keep  the  road  open  and  run  trains,  then  the 
annual  payment  shall  cease.      What  is  the 
annual  payment  granted  for  1     The  words  in 
the  statute  are  that  they   shall  render  value 
for  it.    The  $80,000  was  not  to  be  given  to 
waste  it  on  a  road   in  the  wilderness.     It 
would  be  much  better  to  give  it  to  them  to 
spend  elsewhere.     The  $80,000  was  given  to 
pay  for   transporting   men,  supplies,  mails 
and  material.      When    the   proposition   is 
made,  "  granted  we  give  you  $80,000,  will 
you  continue  to  transport  the  mails  and  the 
supplies  for  the  Indian  Department  and  per- 
form the  other  services  named  in  the  sta- 
tute," they  say,  "  no,  we  will  not ;  we  will 
not  undertake  any  conditions."     They  say 
"  we  want  the  $80,000  and  if  we   leave  the 
road  there,  the  $80,000  has  to  be  paid  to  us  for 
twenty  years."   Is  that  honest  or  just  ?  Will 
any  member  say  that  he  would  be  justified 
or  warranted  in   taking   out  of  the  public 
treasury  that  enormous  sum  in  order  that 
those  sharks  may  be  enabled  to  waste  a  cer- 
tain amount  of  money?     I  do  not  think  that 
the  good  sense  of  this  House  is  gone.     1  am 


sorry  to  see  so  many '  empty  chairs.  It  is 
very  much  to  be  regretted  that  a  proposition 
of  this  kind  is  discussed  with  only  about  one- 
fifth — perhaps  not  so  many — of  the  members 
of  the  House  present.  This  Bill  cannot  go 
through  to-day,  because  it  has  to  be  opposed 
at  every  stage.  The  hon.  gentleman  may 
just  as  well  withdraw  it.  A  greater  out- 
rage was  never  attempted  to  be  perpetrated 
on  the  people.  The  government  deliberately 
bring  down  a  bill  of  this  importance  in  the 
last  hours  of  the  session. 

Hon.    Mr.   MoINNES  (B.C.)— The  very 
last  hour. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Actually  the  bill  did 
not  come  to  us  until  within  an  hour  of  the 
tirae  when  prorogation  was  to  take  place. 
No  member  of  Parliament  can  point  to  a, 
case  in  which  the  government  have  dared  to 
so  insult  the  representatives  of  the  people  as 
to  submit  such  a  measure  at  the  eleventh 
hour.  Is  the  Senate  not  to  be  consulted 
in  legislation  of  this  kind  1  Is  the  Senate 
to  be  asked  to  pass  a  bill  of  this  nature, 
coming  up  45  minutes  before  His  Excellency 
is  expected  to  appear  to  prorogue  the  House, 
and  to  pass  it  without  recording  a  vote, 
without  having  a  copy  of  the  bill  before 
us,  without  understanding  the  amend- 
ments made  to  it  elsewhere,  without 
being  in  a  position  to  look  at  the  amend- 
ments or  to  modify  the  great  evil  that  is 
likely  to  ensue  1  The  Premier,  who  is 
the  leader  of  this  House,  is  asking 
too  much — demanding  more  than  has 
ever  been  asked  by  any  government  of 
Canada.  The  foundation  of  the  bill  goes 
back  to  last  November.  The  corre.«pond- 
ence  that  ought  to  have  been  on  the  table 
this  morning  would  have  shown  to  hon. 
members  that  the  government  have  been 
preparing  a  measure  to  assist  the  contractors 
so  far  back  as  last  October.  The  correspond- 
ence would  have  shown  that  communica- 
tions were  passing  between  the  Minister  of 
Railways  and  the  other  members  of  the  gov- 
ernment and  the  promoters  of  this  measure 
so  far  back  as  November  ;  and  we  know,  as  a 
matter  of  fact,  because  the  order  in  coun- 
cil has  been  published,  that  on  the  5th 
March  last,  the  government  proposed  to 
hand  over  from  the  exchequer  of  this 
country  $2,500,000  as  a  loan  to  a  company 
!  that  had  no  assets.  But  they  say  we  have 
I  given  them  a  subsidy  in  land  and  money. 
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Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I 
call  the  attention  of  the  Speaker  to  the  fact 
that  the  hon  gentleman  is  discussing  every- 
thing but  the  provisions  in  the  bill 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  am  dealing  with 
the  foundation  of  this  bill,  and  I  have  a 
perfect  right  to  go  back.  The  hon.  gentle- 
man does  not  pretend  to  say  that  I  am  com- 
pelled to  conBne  myself  to  the  Bill. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
Certainly. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  bill  is  one  of 
wide  proportions.  It  has  been  changed  half 
a  dozen  times.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  the 
government  were  going  to  lend  this  company 
§2,500,000,  nnd  because  public  opinion  was 
so  pronounced  they  did  not  dare  to  do  it  1 
At  the  time  they  proposed  to  give  $2,500,- 
000  they  intended  to  have  a  general  elec- 
tion. Some  people  are  wicked  enough  to 
say — of  course  I  would  not  join  in  that — 
that  the  government  had  an  interest  in  it — 
that  they  were  to  share  the  spoil  with  the 
promoters. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I 
call  the  hon.  gentleman  to  order.  He  should 
not  impute  motives  of  that  kind  to  the  gov- 
ernment. If  he  were  not  here  the  paid 
agent  of  some  other  persons  he  would  not 
dare  to  use  such  language. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  am  not  paid  by  any 
one. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
The  hon.  gentleman  ought  not  to  have  the 
audacity  and  impudence  to  accuse  the  gov- 
ernment of  taking  part  in  a  swindle.  It  is 
only  men  who  would  enter  into  a  corrupt 
bargain  of  that  kind  themselves  who  would 
accuse  others  of  such  conduct. 

Hon.  Sir  FRANK  SMITH— The  govern- 
ment is  not  mide  of  that  material  that  the 
hon.  gentleman  insinuates,  he  had  better 
take  care  ! 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  said  it  was  rumour- 
ed outside.  ' 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
Rumour  says  that  the  hon.  <.^ntleman  is 
paid  for  what  he  is  doing  here.  ' 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— It  is  nc;  true. 


Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE   Bf^TELL-. 
is  truer  than  the  other  statement,  trf  r 
piece  of  audacity  to    make  sodi  *cet:r  . 
against  men  who  are  more  honoonJ-.'-:.- 
he  is  himself. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT — Yoo  can  get*, 
my  speeches  for  the  last  ten  years  a. , 
are  in  the  same  key  in  reference  :.  . 
scheme.  Go  back  to  the  introdocr, '. 
this  project  and  you  will  find  that  « -  -- 
occasion  I  pointed  out  the  absurdity  .:• 
scheme.  I  contended  that  t-he  proposhi" 
navigate  Hudson  Bay  waa  not  a  fea- . 
one,  that  it  was  a  folly  of  the  largeiim.- 
tude  and  that  it  was  improper  for  thi> ' . 
liament  to  favour  such  a  projects 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL- 
That  is  a  very  fair  argument.  Jhf  '.' 
gentleman  should  not,  however,  thro»  c 
insinuations  against  mea  who  are  c-r- 
honest  than  he  is  himself.  I  could  r.'-< 
short  history  of  the  hon.  gentlemai  :t 
would  be  interesting. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  have  a  perfevfn..- 
to  talk  in  the  public  interest  here.    Uit  • 
what  I  am  doing.     The  public  ha»e  a  n: : 
to  be  protected  in  this  matter,  and  I  '■•'■ 
that  my  course  from  the  very  first  stM' '-' 
this  measure  has  been  consistent    f  f*"^ 
denounced  it  on  every  occasion,  and  la'- 
condemned  the  government  time  and  asJ^ 
for  favouring  the  scheme.     It  woald  h*'- 
been  well  if  the  government  had  taker,  n 
advice  and  not  proposed  to  grant  this  t'-f- 
mous  subsidy.     I  repeat  what  I  said  bet'T^ 
the  hon.  gentleman  cannot  point  to  a  su?- 
instance  where  a  bill  of  this  magnitude  in- 
been  introduced,  not  alone  in  Cansd*  w' 
anywhere  in  the  British  dominions— a  W 
that  has  evoked  such  public  opposition,  *afi 
strong  criticism  in  the  public  press,    w^ 
the  hon.  gentleman's  friends  are  not  uoaa^ 
mous  on  the  subject.     Mnnr  of  theai  "^ 
opposed  to  this  bill.     The  Montreal  lit:'''- 
has  called  attention  time  and  aga^"  '*  "^ 
impropriety  of  Parliament  passing  a  mevuff 

of  this  kind. 

Hon.     Mr.     FERGUSON -N"*   ^'^ 
measure. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  Montreal  'to* 
has  never  been  in  favour  of  this  rai'H^' 
have  read  the  bill  to  the  House  and  it  isp«- 
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pla.in.  that  it  is  proposed  to  transfer 
it>si«iy  from  the  original  line  to  a  road 
:«»ncl  from  Gladstone  to  a  point  north, 
t  is  not  the  original  rood  at  all,  and  it 
xere  subterfuge  to  say  that  it  is  renew- 
ne  oi-iginal  vote  in  1891  offering  to  the 
ioii  Bay  Railway  Company  that  subsidy 
O,OO0  a  mile.  I  am  quite  sure  there  is 
.  Si'itish  statesman  who  would  for  one 
«-wt  think  of  introducing  at  the  last 
t'l-it  of  the  session  a  measure  that  had 
etl  such  opposition  from  the  press  of  the 
itiy.  What  would  have  been  thought 
joi-d  Rosebery  if.  before  the  dissolution 
arViameiit  recently,  on  the  very  last  day, 
larl  introduced  some  measure  imposing  a 
ility  on  the  tax-payers  of  England  to  the 
»unfc  of  jE100,000,  which  would  be  about 
relative  proportion  as  compared  with  the 
c\en  imposed  by  this  bill  on  the  people  of 
lada  ?  Public  opinion  would  not  have 
irated  it ;  you  could  not  find  a  British 
tesman  who  would  do  it.  British  states- 
n  take  a  higher  view  of  subjects  of  that 
id.  They  keep  their  skirts  clean.  They 
not  propose  to  pass  measures  for  a  scaly 
cicei-n  such  as  this  is — a  concern  which,  as 
[lave  shown,  has  endeavoured  to  cheat  its 
3ditors  of  a  large  amount  by  getting  the 
ivernnient  of  the  day  to  change  the  line  to 
new  route.  I  am  surprised  that  this  House 
lould  for  one  moment  think  of  passing  a 
ill  of  this  nature.  It  is  perfectly  manifest 
lat  the  feeling  of  the  House  is  against  it 
nd  always  has  ber-n  against  it.  On  the 
re-ent  occasion  the  bill  will  have  to  be 
p[X)sed  at  every  stage — there  is  no  question 
1)out  th'vt.  Besides,  I  think  out  of  t  ourtesy 
o  the  House  the  hon.  Premier  sho  '.Id  see 
hat  a  bill  of  this  character  was  distributed 
iinong  the  members  before  we  are  asked  to 
pass  it. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I 

do  not  propose  to  follow  the  hon.  member 

from   ()ttawa   in  the   line  of  argument  or 

rather  statements  that  he  has  followed  in 

opposing  this  bill.     He  has  taken  what  I 

should  term  a  most  extraordinary  course, 

considering  the  fact  that  the  bill  is  not  of 

the  character  that  he  has  represented  it  to 

be.    Before  doing   so,    however,   I  have  to 

repudiate,  in  about  as  explicit  terms  as  I  can, 

what  I  consider  base  and  unwarranted  in- 

sinuatiom  upon  the  honour,  character  and 

reputation  of  the  individual  members  of  this 

government.     I  can  tell  the  hon.  gentleman 


that  the  members  of  the  government  are  just 
as  incapable  of  being  party  to  the  boodling 
to  which  he  has  reference  and  the  division 
of  the  spoils  which  he  very  discourteously  (I 
will  not  use  a  harsher  term)  insinuated  was 
the  rumour  out  of  doors — ^just  as  incapable 
of  becoming  a  party  to  a  fraud  of  that  kind 
as  the  hon.  gentleman  is  of  adhering  strictly 
to  the  truth  when  he  argues  a  question  of 
this  kind. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  did  not  make  the 
accusation ;  I  said  the  report  was  to  that 
effect. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
No,  the  hon.  gentleman  took  a  mean  man- 
n  r  of  insinuating  against  the  reputation 
and  character  of  gentlemen  quite  his  equal, 
if  not  a  good  deal  better.  The  hon.  gentle- 
man has  argued  that  from  the  beginning  we 
were  about  to  impose  upon  this  country  an 
indebtedness  of  $1,000,000— or  $80,000  a 
year.  He  knows  as  well  as  any  man  in  the 
community,  and  as  well  as  any  member  of 
this  House,  that  that  has  been  a  liability  of 
this  country  for  years  past,  and  that  the  only 
proposition  that  is  now  made  to  the  bill  is 
to  divide  the  subsidy,  conditional  that  half 
the  road  is  built,  and  yet  we  have  been  told 
over  iind  over  again  and  with  a  coolness  that 
is  characteristic  of  the  hon.  gentleman,  that 
we  are  about  fastening  on  this  country  an 
indebtedness  which  the  tax-payers  hereafter 
will  be  compelled  to  pay.  The  very  Acts  that 
he  has  quoted  show  that  we  are  bound  to  a 
certain  course,  whether  rightly  or  wrongly  I 
am  not  now  arguing,  under  charters  granted 
in  former  sessions  for  the  construction  of 
'  this  r'ailway,  and  when  it  is  completed  they 
I  will  be  entitled  to  the  .S80,000  whether  the 
road  is  ever  run  a  day  or  not.  The  hon. 
gentleman  is  arguing  that  we  are  proposing 
now  to  fasten  that  on  the  community.  I 
say  that  has  been  on  the  statute-book  for 
years,  and  the  hon.  gentleman  knows  it  as 
well  as  I  do,  yet  he  is  trying  to  persuade  the 
community,  and  every  member  of  this  House 
who  has  not  given  the  question  the  consid- 
eration and  study  that  he  has,  that  we  are 
about  to  impose  upon  the  tax-payers  of 
this  country  a  liability  that  never  existed 
before.  It  is  an  insinuation  that  is  not  cor- 
rect, and  it  is  a  principle  that  is  not  contain- 
I  ed  in  the  bill.  What  this  bill  proposes  to 
\  do,  is  to  enable  this  company  to  proceed 
I  with  the  construction  of  the  road  from  their 
I  present  terminus. 
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Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Or  from  Gladstone. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— It 
does  not  say  anything  of  the  kind. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  beg  your  pardon,  I 
will  read  it. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
No,  I  will  do  the  reading  if  you  please.  The 
hon.  gentleman  read  the  clause  which  is  re- 
pealed by  this  Act. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— No,  I  did  not. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— In 
the  commencement  of  his  remarks  he  read 
the  clause  which  this  Bill  proposes  to  repeal, 
and  which  is  found  in  the  statu'  es  before 
him,  but  he  did  not  inform  the  Senate  that 
in  repealing  that  clause,  the  whole  of  it 
with  a  slight  exception  if  re-enacted  in 
this  Bill.  The  only  difference  between 
the  clause  as  it  stands  in  the  proposed  Bill 
and  the  act  from  which  he  read  is  the  fol- 
lowing— the  clause  provides  for  the  construc- 
tion of  the  road  and  for  the  payment  of 
$80,000  a  year  for  twenty  years.  The 
amendment  to  that  clause  is  this : 

Une-half  of  the  said  Huin  of  380,000  to  lie  paid 
annually,  cominenciug  from  the  date  of  the  comple- 
tion of  the  remaining  one-half  of  their  line  Ui  be 
conntructed  between  Winnipeg  and  the  Saskat- 
chewan River,  and  the  remaining  half  of  the  said 
sum  (if  $8<),(XX)  to  be  paid  annually,  commencing 
from  the  date  of  the  completion  of  the  remaining 
half  of  their  line  to  be  constructed  between 
Winnipeg  and  the  Saskatchewan  River. 

Now,  that  is  the  amendment  which  is  made 
to  the  clause  which  the  hon.  gentleman  tried 
to  impress  on  this  House  had  been  re- 
pealed and  thereby  that  we  were  about 
re-enacting  an  act  imposing  upon  the  tax- 
payers of  this  country  §80,000  a  year  for 
twenty  years.  I  cannot  for  one  moment 
fancy  that  the  hon.  gentleman  did  not  know 
what  he  was  talking  about,  and  knowing 
what  he  was  talking  about,  he  should  have 
had  honesty  enough  to  inform  the  Senate  of 
the  facts  as  they  are.  The  other  proposition 
to  which  the  hon.  gentleman  took  exception, 
was  the  government  taking  power  that,  in 
case  the  present  company  is  not  able  to  con- 
struct the  road,  this  subsidy  may  be  trans- 
ferred to  another  company  and  that  they 
may  commence  either  from  Portage  la 
Prairie  or  Gladstone,  but  does  it  not  say 
that : — 

.So  far  as  the  same  relates  to  the  construction  of 
tlie  first  half  of  the  company's  railway,  the  G')vernor 


General  in  Council  may,  cmbject  to  thi  •- : 
said  Aid  Act  and  of  this  act,  tnadc  u- 
applicable  to  such  first  half  of  the  ^.-vy.- 
way,  namely,  940,000  a  year  for  twrr;  .- 
company  authorized  to  constnict  ihj:- 
from  Portage  la  Prairie  «-  HihAxutr 
Dauphin  or  thereabouts. 

How  does  that  interfere,  I  sb«.'  . 
know,  with  the  present  bondhc4dfr  . 
present  bondholders  have  a  secur' 
as  it  :s,  upon  forty  miles  of  ra  i,  xi.:. 
no  probability  of   that  being  extes^ 
they  should  think  proper  to  oipmu- . 
pany  and  assume  the  responsibiliri ; 
construction  of   that  road  and  ::-- 
ceive  $40,000,   would   not  that  be : 
advantage  rather  than  robbery  aii  ■*• 
as  the  hon.  gentleman  has  dedDe*'  r ' 
Now,  that  is  the   simple  prop<wit*it-: 
bill,    nothing  more,  nothing  less.   ''^• 
not  discussing  the  propriety  or  ixy  • 
of  the  order  in  council  which  wis  y  • 
short  time  ago  on  which  the  hon.  ^-' 
dwelt  so  largely.     We  frankly  *:-' 
we  are  not  proceeding  on  the  liw  ' 
oi-der  in  council,  but  we  are  desinw-  • 
country  has  been  in  the  past,  of  kii. 
road  constructed  if  possible,  and  if  i'  - 
constructed  throu;:h  the  most  fertiR  t-  ■ 
of  the  country,  which  we  do  no»  h  ■ 
Dauphin  country  to  be,  so  much  tiir  • 
in  the  interest   of  the   North-wp>t  - 
Canada  generally.     I  repeat  the  x'. 
position  in  this  bill  is  to  extend  th«:-' 
the  completion  of  the  road  for  two  j--' 
divide  the  subsidy  payable  when  i»' 
road    is  built,   and  to  enable  th*  . 
ment  to  transfer  the  subsidy  t"  > 
j  company  for  the  construction  of  vk  ' 
I  case  this  company  should  fail  in  •'■   ■ 
I  That  is  the  f  reposition  before  the  H>'--- 
\  not  the  old  Hudson  Bay  Railway  nr " 
.  duct  of  iheold  Hudson  Bay  RailwaTCi.. 
'  Even  reading  it  as  the  hon.  gentltiw' 
I  himself,  it  does  not  relieve  the  C"wp 
!  one  single  cent  of  their  present  liabi..' 
;  if  they  fail  to  go  on  with  the  n»ii.  t> 
;  proposition  is  to  allow  another  c^'K* 
,  construct  it.     These  are  simply  tht  \\ 
I  tions  in  the  bill,  without  entering 
j  discussion  of  the  merits  or  deinerii-  ■■: 
old  Hudson  Bay  scheme,  or  the  fai'"" 
I  successes  of  those  who  have  beeiii^!''" 
in  the  raising  of  the  money  to  coc^t'--" 
,  road.     This  proposition  certainly  i-  '■■ 
;  interest  of  the  bondholders  and  »^i '' 
!  detriment ;  if  the  existing  comp*"}  ■ 
j  construct  the  road,  subject  to  all  ''•''i' 
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£  'the  act,  of  which  this  is  an  amend 
i.nci  of  this  bill  also,  another  company 
>  SLuthorized  to  do  the  work.  That  is 
t'liLe  position  of  the  government  in  this 
This  bill  may  be  defeated  by  taking 
ba.ge  of  p>oints  of  order,  but  there  is 
Jk  thing  possible  as  having  to  remain 
tYi-ree  or  four  days.  If  the  majority 
s  House  is  opposed  to  the  bill,  let  us 
a.  vote  and  throw  it  out ;  that  would 
3  f  a.irest  and  best  way  to  dispose  of  the 
ire. 

.n.  Mr.  POWER— If  hon.  gentlemen 
Ls  House  had  been  left  to  the  exercise 
Bir  own  individual  opinions,  and  if  there 
Deen.  no  effort  made  on  the  part  of  the 
riiment  to  induce  hon.  gentlemen,  who 
tually  support  them,  to  abandon  their 
s  to  a  certain  extent  and  to  come  to  the 
ranee  of  the  government  with  respect 
lis  l>ill,  I  think  those  who  are  opposed 
le  bill  would  be  disposed  to  accept  the 
tosition  just  made  by  the  hon.  gentle- 
i,  but  as  the  hon.  First  Minister  is  pro- 
ly  aware,  that  is  not  the  position  of 
igs.  When  there  is  a  proposition  to 
le  practically  an  expenditure  of  about 
)OO,O00,  and  when  no  good  cause  has 
n  shown  why  that  expenditure  should 
o  place,  it  is  the  duty  of  every  member  of 
s  House  who  wishes  to  act  in  the  interests 
Lhc  [>ublic,  to  use  all  legitimate  means  to 
eat  such  a  measure.  What  are  the  rules 
Parliament  for  1  They  are  intended  ulti 
,tely  to  protect  the  public  interest,  and  I 
not  know  how  we  could  more  meritoii- 
sly  use  the  rules  of  Parliament  than  to 
feat  a  measure  of  this  kind.  The  hon. 
rst  Mnisterused  some  very  vigorous  lan- 
nge  with  re-spect  to  the  hon.  member  from 
Ltawa. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
'oes  not  the  hon.  gentleman  think  it  was 

istified  1 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER — It  is  not  my  business 
•  defend  the  hon.  member  from  Ottawa ; 
lut  the  hon.  First  Minister  attributed  to 
hat  hon.  gentleman  interested  motives. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— No. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Perhaps  I  should  not 

liave  said  anything  now 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL -I 


merely  repeated  what  was  said  about  him — 
what  was  rumoured. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— The  hon.  First 
Minister  was  very  emphatic  in  making  the 
statement. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— No 
question  about  that ;  I  am  always  emphatic. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  am  not  in  a  posi- 
tion in  which  motives  can  be  attributed  to 
me  ;  I  have  not  the  slightest  interest  in  any 
corporation,  or-  company,  or  body,  who  have 
anything  at  all  to  do  with  thid  railway,  or 
with  the  country  in  that  neighbourhood.  I 
may  say  with  respect  to  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  that  I  have  consistently  voted 
against  all  the  measures  which  they  have 
introduced  into  this  Parliament  in  the  days 
when  they  did  introduce  measures  looking 
for  assistance ;  but  it  is  only  reasonable, 
when  a  measure  of  this  importance  is  intro- 
duced, no  matter  what  time  it  conies  down, 
that  we  should  take  time,  at  any  rate,  to 
examine  it  carefully,  when  it  is  a  question 
of  voting  $40,000  a  year,  which  is  about  the 
equivalent  of  $1,000,000.  I  think  the  gov- 
ernment— particularly  the  government  who 
have  shown  their  great  desire  for  economy 
during  the  session  in  certain  small  matters 
— should  rather  hail  with  pleasure  any  at- 
tempt on  the  part  of  members  of  this  House 
to  assist  them  in  their  desire  to  promote 
economy.  If  we  can  save  $40,000  a  year, 
even  for  a  little  while,  that  is  a  good  thing. 
I  presume  the  government  will,  if  the  mea- 
sure does  not  pass  now,  introduce  it  at  the 
next  session,  and  probably  pass  it ;  but,  mean- 
while, it  is  our  duty  to  see  that  it  does  not 
pass  now  if  we  can  prevent  it.  The  best 
way  to  find  out  what  this  bill  proposes  to  do 
is  to  calmly  and  deliberately  read  it.  The 
preamble  reads : — 

Whereas  the  Winnipeg  and  Great  Northern 
Railway  Company,  formerly  the  Winnipeg  and 
Ifudson  Bay  Railway  Company,  hereinafter  called 
the  company,  is  empowered  by  chapter  81  of  .TOol 
Vic,  hereinafter  called  the  .Special  .4ct,  to  build  a 
railway  from  Winnipeg  to  Hndson  Ray,  and  where- 
as an  .act  was  pasaed  in  the  .vtlh  and  .Vyth  years  of 
Her  Majesty's  reign,  chapter  «1,  hereinafter  called 
the  Aid  Act,  granting  certain  aid  to  the  company, 
and  whereas  in  pursuance  of  the  said  Act  a  con- 
tract was  entered  into  l)etween  the  (Jovernor  Gen- 
eral in  Council  and  the  company,  which  bears  the 
date  the  16th  day  of  Septenil)er,  1891,  and  where- 
as it  is  expedient  to  amend  the  Aid  Act  and  to 
authorize  and  empower  the  (Jovernor  (ieneral  in 
Council  to  alter  and  amend  said  contract  as  herein- 
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after  provided  ;  therefore  Her  Majesty,  by  and 
with  the  consent  of  the  Senate  and  Hoiwe  of  Com- 
mons of  Canada,  enacts  as  follows  : — 

There  is  just  one  little  circumstance  in  con- 
nection with  the  history  of  this  measure  to 
which  I  think  it  well  to  call  attention. 
Hon.  gentlemen  who  were  here  in  the  ses- 
sion of  1890  will  remember  that  a  measure 
was  introduced  on  behalf  of  this  company, 
extending  the  time  given  them  by  law  for 
the  completion  of  their  road.  A  majority 
of  the  Senate  were  opposed  to  the  construc- 
tion of  thu  road,  an  I  I  remember  that  the 
hon.  gentleman  from  Quints  division — whom 
I  do  not  see  here  just  now— raised  a  ques- 
tion of  order  with  respect  to  the  bill,  and 
the  measure  would  have  been  defeated,  and 
this  company  would  have  been  dead  (which 
would  have  been  a  great  ble.«:sing  to  the 
country  at  large)  if  the  hon.  gentleman  had 
not  yielded,  and  allowed  the  bill  to  pass  in 
modified  form,  giving  the  company  pjwer  to 
build  to  the  Saskatchewan  River.  I  ask 
the  deliberate  attent  on  of  hon.  gentlemen 
to  the  first  clause  of  this  bill :  "  Section  1 
of  the  said  Act  is  repealed,"  that  is  the  Act 
of  1891.  Perhaps  I  had  better  read  the 
section  of  the  Act  of  1891  first  to  see  what 
we  are  dealing  with  : 

In  order  to  enable  the  Winnipeg  and  Hudson 
Bay  Riiilway  Company  to  construct  so  much  of 
their  railway  as  reaches  from  the  city  of  Winni- 
peg to  a  |)oint  on  the  Saskatchewan  River,  the 
Governor  in  Ouncil  my  enter  into  a  contract  with 
such  company  for  the  transport  of  men,  supplies, 
materials  and  mails  for  twenty  years,  and  may  pay 
for  such  services  during  the  said  term  eighty 
thousand  dollars  per  annum,  in  manner  following, 
that  is  to  say  :  the  sum  of  eighty  thousand  dollars 
to  be  paid  anniuilly  on  the  cuustruutioii  of  the  rail- 
way from  tilt  end  of  the  40  miles  of  the  railway 
now  built  to  a  point  on  the  Saskatchewan  River— 
sucli  payment  to  be  con)puted  from  the  date  of 
the  completion  of  the  railway  Ijetween  the  city  of 
Winnipeg  and  a  point  on  the  Saskatchewan  River ; 
provided  that  the  Governor  (Jencral  in  Council 
may  order  such  sums  to  be  paid  in  semi-annual 
instalments,  and  may  jiermit  the  company  to 
assign  the  same  by  way  of  security  for  any  bonds 
or  securities  issued  by  the  company  in  respect  of 
the  company's  undertaking. 

There  are  two  circumstances  which  are 
noteworthy  in  coi\nection  with  this  section 
of  the  Act  of  1891.  One  is  that  that  sum 
of  .?80,000,  which  was  not  supposed  to  be  a 
present  made  to  the  company,  but  was  sup- 
posed to  be  paid  to  the  company  for  value 
received — that  is,  for  the  transport  of  men, 
supplies,  materials  and  mails  for  twenty 
years — this  payment  of  $80,000  is  not,  by 


the  first  section  of  ch»pt<>r  81  cf  f - 
1891,  made  to  depend  apontb^^ 
of  work  by  the  oompanj.     A^s- 
company  had   finished    the  rooni  :■ 
!  katchewan  River,  even  though  'i-f' 
run  a  train  over  the  line,  and  ».tr- .. 
did  not  carry  a  single  mail  bae.  ci 
section  they  would  be  able  to  dalie  •_ 
I  sidy  of  J80,000  a  year,  and  one  o  • 
which  Parliament  had  in  aidin.'  "■}.■• 
company  in  that  manner — that  '.•  '-■ 
I  them  a  yearly  subsidy  for  wtirfc  .nr: 
be  done,  rather  than  paying  then,  - 
i  mile — was  the  guarantee  that  the  r».. 
I  be  constructed  before  the  coniparv. 
I  anything.     It  was  generally  uimW-: 
correctly  understood,  that  the  n'irfc: 
,  not  complete  that  road,  and  coc-' :. 
'  this  subsidy.     Further,  thissecti-. 
I  this,  as  1  think,  unusual  provisir'':  .' 
I  rizes  the  company  to  go  to  the  m-  v]  : 
'  and  to  use  this  proposed  suhsiiir  :  ■ 
,  their  undertaking.      It  is  provideu  t 
i  Governor  General  in  Council  niajir': 
,  company  to  assign  the  subsidy  "  ^ ' 
security  for  any   bonds   or  otht  -f 
issued  by  the  company  in  re-^pect"! : 
j  pany's  undertaking."     That  is.  tiw'-' 
I  could  get  out  of  theundertakiniri'<i '.' 
]  If  they  finished  the  road  they  ne«i  • 
\  a  train  over  it.     The  company  c<>'' 
I  while,    before   completing    the  r«> 
I  assigned  this  undertaking  of  the  2'«'  '- 
I  to  pay  880,000  a  year  to  persons  <ri  •  • 
;  their  bonds. 

[      Hon.    Mr.    FERGUSON-Exv 
'  same  condition  as  in  the  Act  of  1^'i 
gards  assigning  the  bonds. 

i  Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Perhaps  ti-  i 
I  gentleman  is  not  aware  that  I  am 
I  from  the  Act  of  1891.  Heis  notp.r  -> 
I  strict  attention  to  my  remark?  ' 
'  should. 


j      Hon.   Mr.  FERGUSON— I  wi-,>  i 
I  the  closest  attention,  and  the  hon.  p«' 
\  gave  as  a  reason  why  it  should  noi  f> ""' 
j  that  it  contained  that  provision. 

I      Hon.  Mr.  POWER— No,  IsaidtJ- 
I  of  1891  contained  that  remarkable  p."' • 
I  The  country  has  had  some  exp«>rifE('*  *■ 
I  railway   company.     We   know  the; 
I  forty  miles  of  their  road  on  the  lit'-  '■ 
I  Winnipeg  to  the  mouth  of  the  Sasks:-?'' 
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-e  the  whole  distance  ii  about  250 
The  company  succeeded  in  getting 
liles  built — -those  forty  miles  running 
'rom  Winnipeg,  and  the  people  who 
sir  money  into  that  road  were  not  the 
ny  ;  certain  contractors  graded  the 
ixd  took  bonds  in  payment.  A  firm  in 
nd  ■who  manufacture  steel  rails,  took 
in  payment  for  the  rails  which  were 
•il«?d  to  Winnipeg.  The  road  was 
1  for  some  sixty  miles,  I  believe,  and 
.i\<4  were  laid  on  forty  miles  of  it.  The 
tc-tors  were  not  paid.  The  company  in 
.iirl  who  supplied  the  rails  were  not 
The  government  of  Manitoba  ad- 
■cl  this  companv,  in  the  way  of  subsidy, 
^>iing  like  $240  000,  and  this  company, 
iiiust  hvve  got  a  very  considerable  sum 
>t\ey  out  of  the  bonds  which  they  dis- 
l  of,  got  nearly  a  quarter  of  a  million 
the  Manitoba  government,  for  which 
have  given  nothing  in  return.  The 
>!%ition  of  this  money  is  a  most  myster- 
>natter  indeed.  No  one  appears  to  be 
to  tell  what  has  come  of  the  imme  se 
which  these  people  received.  They  did 
use  the  money  for  the  purpose  of  paying 
men  who  did  the  work  on  the  road,  or 
men  who  supplied  the  material.  What 
they  do  with  it  1 

Ion.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
uw  me  to  make  a  statement.  We  have 
i(le<l,  on  the  part  of  the  government, 
r-e  particularly  after  insinuations  of  the 
.racter  that  were  thrown  out  with  refer- 
ee to  the  members  of  the  government  be- 
;  interested  in  this  scheme,  to  advise  His 
cdlency  not  to  prorogue  Parliament  until 
s  Bill  is  either  defeated  or  carried,  so  the 
\\\od  of  talking  against  time  will  not  pre- 
il. 

Hon.  Mr.   POWER— I    am  not   talking 

;ivinst  time. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— If 

ke  leader  of  the  Opposition  had  discussed 
le  matter  in  a  fair  and  argumentative 
lanner  we  should  have  taken  no  objection. 
'he  whole  discussion  in  the  other  House, 
'here  it  is  supposed  to  deal  with  matters 
iore  passionately  than  they  do  here,  was 
onducted  in  a  manner  that  was  ere  litable 
0  both  sides.  The  Opposition  there  pro- 
x>s«d  and  the  government  accepted  many 
imendmentbmade  to  the  bill.  We  did  notsup- 


po8e,in  bringing  the  measure  before  theSenate, 
that  we  would  be  met  in  the  factious  spirit 
that  has  been  exhibited  here  to-day.  Under 
the  circumstances,  I  must  ask  the  Senators — 
and  I  do  80  with  very  great  reluctance — to 
remain  in  the  city  until  we  can  assert  the 

I  dignity  of  this  House.  We  want  to  know 
whether  the  majority  approve  of  this  Bill  or 

'  are  prepared  to  reject  it.  I  have  already 
made  the  suggestion  to  my  hon.   friends   to 

I  allow  a  vote  to  be  taken,  and  if  the  sense  of 

I  the  House  is  against  the  bill,  well  and 
good  ;  we  must  submit  and  we  shall  do  so 
gracefully,  but  we  do  not  propose  to  have 
the  grossest  and  ba<<est  insinuations  thrown 
out  against  the  members  of  this  House  and 
the  government. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  had  the  floor  and 
I  object  to  this  statement. 

Hon.   Sir   MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I 
give  the  reasins  for  the  course  that  we  pro- 
pose to    take.     We  shall  cume  back  at  half- 
past  seven,  and  if  necessary  adjourn  at  mid- 
!  night  till  Monday  and  proceed  on  Tuesday 
!  or  Wednesday   if   necessary.     I    make  this 
{ statement  so  that  those  ladies  and  gentle- 
men who  are  here  to  attend  the  prorogation 
of   Parliament   may   not    be  detained  need- 
lessly. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  hon.  First  Minis- 
ter is  wrong  when  he  sayis  that  I  insinuated 
that  the  government  had  any  interest  what- 
ever in  this  bill.  What  I  did  say  was  that 
at  the  time  the  order  in  council  was  pass- 
ed, there  were  rumours  outside  that  this 
bill  was  being  passed  to  enable  friends  of 
the  government  to  make  contributions  to 
elections,  but  I  said  that  I  did  not  believe 
them.  1  acquitted  the  government  of  any 
such  intention.  I  simply  quoted  a  news- 
paper report,  and  I  did  not  endorse  it.  If 
the  hon.  gentleman  thinks  that  I  intended 
to  make  the  statement  on  my  own  respon- 
sibility, I  withdraw  the  remark.  The  ex- 
pression was  made  simply  in  connection  with 
newspaper  rumours  published  in  the  month 
of  March.  I  never  for  one  moment  insinu- 
ated, in  the  slightest  degree,  that  the  gov- 
ernment had  any  interest  in  the  scheme, 
and  if  the  hon.  gentleman  so  understood  me 
I  am  very  sorry. 

Hon.  Sir  FRANK  SMITH— The  leader  of 
the  opposition  is  well  aware  that  if  the  gov- 
ernment wish  they  can  postpone  prorogation 
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until  this  bill  is  either  passed  or  rejected.  If 
the  hon.  gentleman  wishes  to  waive  technical 
objections  we  will  soon  be  enabled  to  decide 
the  matter  and  go  home  peaceably.  Let 
the  voice  of  the  Senate  be  taken  and  we  are 
willing  to  abide  by  the  decision.  We  all 
-want  to  get  away,  but  we  must  complete  the 
business  of  the  session,  and  we  will  stay 
here  as  long  as  it  is  necessary  to  do  that,  if 
it  takes  a  week. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  think  I  had  just 
been  pointing  out,  when  I  was  interrupted, 
that  it  was  very  remarkable  that  this  bill 
contains  no  provision  to  oblige  the  company 
to  run  a  train  over  the  road  or  to  operate  the 
;  oad  in  any  way,  and  that  the  company  were 
placed  in  the  po-ition  of  being  able  to  assign 
this  contract  which  the  government  made 
with  them  to  persons  from  whom  they  got 
mo'.iey  ;  and  I  think  I  had  gone  on  then  to 
give  a  little  of  the  history  of  this  company, 
and  to  point  out  what  we  might  expect  from 
a  company  which  had  already  received  a 
very  large  sum  of  money — 8400,000  at  any 
rate — which  has  vanished  as  completely  as 
if  the  earth  had  swallowed  it  up.  No  one 
can  tell  where  that  money  has  gone  to. 
There  was  the  $240,000  granted  by  the 
province  of  Manito1)a  ;  there  was  the  money 
raised  on  bonds,  representing  a  value  of 
£140,000 ;  and  no  one  can  say  what  has 
become  of  any  of  that  money.  Now,  the 
government  come  here,  and  propose  to  deal, 
not  with  a  new  and  respectable  company, 
but  with  this  company  whose  record  has 
been  so  bad,  and  to  put  them  in  a  position 
to  handle  about  $1,000,000  more.  I  stated 
at  an  earlier  stage,  when  the  hon.  First 
Minister  made  some  explanations  with  re- 
spect to  this  bill,  at  the  first  sitting  to-day, 
that  if  it  is  desirable  to  have  a  colonization 
road  in  this  particular  neighbourhood,  and  if 
the  government  think  that  it  will  be  in  the 
public  interest  that  they  should  build  the 
road  as  a  government  work,  then  I  should 
be  quite  prepared  to  support  the  measure. 

It  being  six  o'clock,  the  Speaker  left  the 
Chair. 

After  Recess. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I 
desire,  after  reflection,  to  apologize,  and  I 
do  it  most  sincerely,  to  the  members  of  the 
Senate  as  well  as  to  His  Honour  the  Speaker, 


for  the  little  ebullition  of  temper  -x 
by   mys^   to-day.      I  have  no  i---- 
whatcver  to  any  public  nua  au&-:kr^ 
political    career,    whether  it  be   r..: 
wrong.     I  occupy  a  public  pootkoi.  i. 
subject  to  that,   and  have  no  K^r  - 
fault ;  but  when  anyone  makes  as  b- 
which  I  think  is  a  reflectjon  spot.  '_ 
sonal    character    and    my   rqmta':- 
straightforward    honesty,   wlKtber  : 
public  or  my  private  life,  I  untn 
that  I  cannot  refrain  from  resestii^ 
language    which,   p>erhaps,  b   b^- 
out    of     harmony     with    the    dL"^r 
this  House.     On  reflection,  I  de-^v. 
duty  to  yourself,  Mr.   Speaker,  aa?. 
fellow  Senators   to    make  this   eiTu 
and  to  apologize  for  having  DS«d  '^ 
which,    under   other    circumstances, 
have  been  unjustifiable. 

Hon.   Mr.    SCX)TT— I  am  sonr 
language  of  mine  led  the  Premier  k." 
position  for  which  he  now  expresse-  ys 
I  can  bear  testimony  to  his  snavin  •.:  •. . 
ner  and  courtesy,  and  I  have  kn<yrr.  -. 
great  many  years.     I  did  not  thini  •• 
fle  .-ting  on  him  or  on  the  govemm^f-  : 
baps    I   should    not    have    menttoy^ 
rumour.     I  am  sorry  if  I  offended  »sj 
I  made  no  reflection  upon  the  mflcf*-- 
the  government.     I  simply  adrertei.  • 
mours  outside,  and  took  care  t>>  st«i^  '■ 
did  not  believe  them.     Had  I  kn-ai  ■ 
the  statement  would  have  creat'ed  .»; 
feeling  I   should  not  have  refenvti  ' 
The  Premier  can  feel  assured  that  1 !  ■• 
the  slightest  intention  of  reflectiBj.-': - 
personally  or  on  the  members  of  the . ' 
ment. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— As  far  a<  1  f 
member,  at  the  time  when  the  i>\«it'' 
the  Chair,  I  had  read  the  first  sectioa  « ' 
act  of  1891,  that  is  the    Aid  Act.  ^ti' 
r^d,  I   think,  the  first  section  of  iL- 
before  the  House  and  called  attention : 
record  of  the  Winnipeg  and  Huikc  • 
Railway  Company,  as  they  were «il!e-i; 
1891,    and    the     Winnipeg  Great  -V 
em   Railway  Companj*,  as  they  ha*' 
called  during  the  past  two  or  thrtere-r- 
showed  that  their  past  record  was  oft  • 
as  would  inspire  confidence,  that  tbjt ' 
not  the  sort  of  company  in  whose  ii ' 
Parliament  should  place  the  large  sum' 
is  involved  in  this  measura    Practiow.'  ■' 
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s:i54O,O00  a  year  amounts  to  about  one  year.  I  ask  the  House  if  that  is  not  a  most 
i  dollars,  and  I  said  I  thought  that  the  j  unwise  course  for  the  government  and  Par- 
ment  and  Parliament  should  be  very ;  liament  to  take.  If  this  first  clause  were 
I  ini  o  whose  hands  they  put  the  dig- '  amended  in  such  a  way  as  to  provide  that 
>i-i    of   so  large  a  sum   as   that.     The  |  the  company  shall  operate  the  road,  or  that 


nee 


I  do  not  see  anything  to  prevent  the  gov- 
ernment entering  into  a  contract  with  the 
company  unless  the  government  insists  upon 
such  safeguards  as  will  guarantee  that  the 
work  will  be  done,  and  the  bill  does  not  con- 
tain any  provision  of  that  sort  and  the  origi- 
nal Act  cannot  contain  any  provision,  be- 
cause we  know  the  company  did  begin  work 


between  the  first  section  of  the  .  at  any  time  whi  n  the   road  was   not   oper- 
1  891  and  the  first  clause  of  the  bill   ated  the  $40,000  a  year  should  not  be  paid, 
the  House  is  indicated  in  the  latter  '  a  very  large  proportion  of  the  objection  to 
t  the  bill  before  the  House :  i  this   measure  would  be   removed.     The   se- 

ll jilf  of  the  aforesaid  sum  of  S80,000  to  be  "^^^  clause  in  the   bill  provides  that  the 
iinually  comiriencing  "from  the  date  of  the  Governor  in  Council  is  empowered  to  alter 
=tion   by  the  company  of  one-half  of  their  I  the  contract.     The  third  is  as  follows  — 
i>e    conatrncted  between  Winnipeg  and  the  | 

ehewan  River,  the  remaining  one-half  of  the  .  I"  the  event  of  the  contract  not  being  entered 
nil  of  $80,000  to  be  paid  annually,  commen-  •"*<>  ^'^  tlie  company  in  compliance  with  the 
ii]u;  from  the  date  of  the  completion  of  the  re-  terms  of  this  Act, 
ijU;  oiie-half  of  their  line  to  be  constructed 
eii  Winnipeg  and  the  Saskatchewan  River, 
Ie<l  that  snch  Bums  shall  be  paid  in  i,emi- 
1  instalments,  and  the  company  may  sell  the 
«>r  may  assign  the  same  by  way  of  security  for 
r>ii(ls  or  other  securities  issued  by  the  com- 
ii»  reiipect  of  the  company's  undertaking. 

.  the    first  place  the  country   have   no 
security  under   this  bill  as   they   had 
.r  the  act  of  1891.     It  would  require ;  ^nd  did  not  complete  itt 
ich  stronger  company  to  build  a  railway  |  '^ 

50  miles  from  Winnipeg    to  the   mouth  I .  /"  'i't  ®r*"*  "^  *''®  contract  not  being  entered 

M-  Saskatchewan  than   it  will  to  build  a  !  'f^hu'aot  i.?^?:^,'*!".^"'^"''''''^'!'*^'''^  '^""^ 
«  i.iK      •!      i!  iiT-      ■         ^      ""'.  "01  this  act,  m  SO  far  as  the  same  relates  to  the  con- 

of  125  miles  from  Winnipeg  to  a  point  i  struction  of  the  first  half  of  the  company's  railway, 
way  between  Winnipeg  and  the  Sas-  the  (iovernor  General  in  Council  may,  subject  to 
jhewan.  That  must  be  clear  to  any  t^ie  terms  of  the  said  Aid  Act  and  of  this  act, 
Lness  man  I  desire  to  call  the  attention  *["""'''■  t***  amount  applicable  to  such  first  half  of 
inebS  man.  l  aesire  to  call  the  attention  the  con:pany's  railway,  namely.  $40,000  a  year  for 
he  House  to  the  fact  that  this  company,  I  twenty  vears,  to  »  company  authorized  to  construct 
ler  the  terms  of  this  Bill,  would  not 'a  line  of  railway  from  Portage  la  Prairie  to  Glad- 
e  to  build  a  very  large  piece  of  road  for  i  ^*°°®'  *°  ^^^  Oauphin  or  thereabouts, 
purpose  of  enabling  them  to  claim  this  I  I  may  say  I  think  the  sum  of  840,000  a 
),000  a  year.  If  hon.  gentlemen  look  i  year,  which,  as  I  pointed  out  before,  would 
y  will  see  that  they  can  claim  the  j  amount  to  about  S!5,000  a  mile,  is  a  consider- 
),000  a  year  when  they  have  half  the ;  able  suDsidy  to  pay  towards  the  construction 
id  from  Winnipeg  to  the  Saskatchewan  of  a  colonization  road,  and  if  the  government 
ver  completed.  Half  of  that  road  is  125  .  think  it  desirable  to  have  this  colonization 
les.  The  company  have  already  built  40  road  built  I  think  it  would  be  wiser,  if  they 
les  ;  deducting  40  from  125  you  get  85  are  going  to  pay  for  the  road,  that  they 
les  of  comparatively  cheap  road  that  the  should  own  it.  I  should  sooner  see  them 
mpany  would  have  to  build  and  then  they  own  it  themselves  under  the  circumstances, 
mid  be  entitled  to  claim  this  S  10,000  a  However,  that  is  a  matter  of  opinion.  There 
ar.  Hon.  gentlemen  will  see  that  the  is  just  this  point:  If  the  word  "incorporated" 
tuition  would  be  this  :  if  the  company  were  inserted  before  "  company,"  this  clause 
cceed  in  building  this  85  miles  of  ad- '  would  be  improved.  It  would  prevent  anv 
tional  road,  they  will  be  entitled  to  claim  possibility  of  the  gentlemen  who  compose  the 
lis  yearly  grant  of  640,000.  The  bill  Winnipeg  and  Great  Northern  Railway 
3es  not  contain  any  provision  that  they  Company  from  agreeing  to  form  themselves 
lall  operate  the  line,  and  the  company  into  a  company  under  another  name  and 
Eter  building  this  85  miles  of  additional  applying  to  the  government  for  power  to 
oad,  can  drop  out  and  treat  it  as  they  have  build  another  road  and  take  the  subsidy.  I 
reated  the  40  miles  already  built.  They  do  not  mean  to  say  that  under  this  legisla- 
iped  not  operate  it  at  all,  and  the  govern-  tion  they  could  do  so,  but  still  if  you  were 
aent  are  bound  to    pay  them  §40,000  a  to  say  "  incorporate "  a  company,  that  should 
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make  it  perfectly  clear  that  it  would  not  be 
in  the  power  of  the  government  to  throw  the 


another  name  and  do  this  work  m 
em  road.     I  think,  properij  ^-_ 


road  so  far  constructed  completely  out  of  |  contractors  cannot  undertake  bi 


road,  and  the  present  compacr  v.. 
undertake  to  build  the  road  to  lak-l . 
The  point  has  already  been  mari?  i. 
is  no  notice  whatever  of  the  dai;- 
portion  of  the  biU  which  ia,  ari«.7 


the  question  and  start  a  new  nwd  upon 
which  the  bonds  of  the  company  would  not 
operate.  The  fifth  clause  is  one  to  which  I 
desire  to  call  the  attention  of  His  Honour 
the  Speaker  more  particularly  : — 

The  section  substituted  by  section  1  of  chapter  I  ing>  part  of  a  private  bUl— oo  DiO  .. 
94  of  the  statutes  of  1894  for  section  .32  of  chapter  !  ever  given  to  the  bondhokien  u. 
81  of  the  statutes  of  1887,  is  hereby  repealed  and  I  parties  interested,  and  FarlumeLt «  . 
the  following  substituted  therefor :  '92.  The  main  I  be  guilty  of  the  injustice  of  passim:  ■ 

line  of  the  railway  shall  be  completed  to  the  .Sask-  ,  , ;  ,   ,.       -       ,,      ',  ^^     /,, 

atchewan  River  by  the  Slst  day  of  December,  1898,  t  legialation  for  the   benefat  of  th.^  .- 
otherwise  the  powers  granted  with  respect  to  said  |  without    notice    to    the   parlies  li'-  - 
construction  shall  be  null  and  void  as  respects  so  i  The  bill,  now  that  one  comes  Xo  !»» 
much  of  the  railway  as  then  remains  uncompleted.. ,  noj  quj^e  as  objectionable  as  it  n- 

I  hold  that  that  clause  ia  completely  out  i  first  introduced  in  the  other  Hiks;.-- 
of  order.  It  is  an  enactment  which  we  have  i  open  to  the  objections  which  I  have;; 
no  right  to  pass.  It  is  just  in  the  same  posi- 1 1  think  that  in  the  first  claase  litry- 
tion  as  the  4th  clause  and  a  portion  of  the  i  be  some  provision  for  the  workii;  • 
3rd  clause  which  were  ruled  by  His  Honour  i  road  by  the  company,  and  the  '/c 
the  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Commons  to  be  ;  should  be  stricken  out  on  the  grD-.t. 
out  of  order.     It   is  really  a  private  bill.  ,  it  is  out  of  order. 
This    is    an  exact  transcript    of  a  section  | 

of  the   Act  of  1894  which    was    p/irt    of,      Hon.    Mr.     FERGUSOX-Tbf 
a    private    bill.      The     original    provision  \  which  our  friends  of  the  Opptsjtt'  . 
with    respect    to    time    contained   in    the ,  pursued  with  regard  to  thi->  bill  i--  - 
Act    of    1887  was  similar.     Clearly  there '  most  extraordinary.     When  th*  L 
was  no  notice  whatever  given  of  this  pri- 1  first  before  the  Senate  to-day,  a  w : 
vate  measure,  and  this  is   open  to  exactly '  deal  of  time  was  not  open  for  its  distt- 
the  same  objection  Vis  the  portions  of  the  bill '  before  the  hour  at  which  it  had  l«' ' 
which  were  stricken  out  in  deference  to  the  [  mated  that  this  House  should  b*>pn-'-' 
opinion  of  His  Honour  the  Speaker  of  the  ]  and  my  hon.  friend  the  leader  of  tn*-''. 
House  of  Commons.     Further,  there  is  the  ;  tion  took  possession  of  the  floor  eit- 
less  objection  to  striking  this  out  because  i  determined  to  hold  it  until  that  tia- 
the  company's  powers  with  respect  to  this  i  expired.     I  do  not  think  it  was  alt".'- 
line  of  railway  do  n'jt,  under  the  Act  pf  last  |  fair  to  the  members  of  this  Hw;w 
year,  expire  until  the  Slst  day  of  December,  '  government  that  my  hon.  friead  Ayo'->'- 
1896.     They  have  a  year  and  a  half  to  come   taken  that  course ;  but  if  he  had  c  "' 
and  go  upon  yet,  so  there  is  no  necessity  for  j  himself  during  his  address  to  the  p'':- 
this  clause.     I  have  no  doubt  His  Honour 
the  Speaker  will  see  that  that  clause  should 
be  stricken  out  as  well  as  the  portions  of  the 
bill  already  stricken  out  in  the  House  of 
Commons.     I  gather  from  a  remark  made  by  _ 

the  First  Minister  that  the  contractors,  who  |  of  the  bill,  that  he  misrepresented  i"- 
wh )  are  out  of  pocket  l)y  the  construction  '  tents — not,  perhaps,  intentionally.  * 
of  the  40  miles  from  Winnipeg  northerly, .  not  it  very  long  in  his  hands— but  «••'■' 
might    take    up    this    project    and    build  |  the  effect  was  the  same,  and  the  swtts 
the  road  themselves.     But  the  contractors  '  which  my  hon.  friend   made  wtli  ^f. 
are   not   the   company.     They   are  not,  as  !  the  contents  of  the  bill  were  very  m*-;-- 
I    understand,   members   of  the    company,  i  and   very   inaccurate.     Now  it  i**  '*'; 
They   are    not   in   a    position   to    do  this  [  complained  that  the  government  U'  - 
work    until    they    have    an   act  of  incor- 1  dealt  fairly  with  this  Parliament  in  !>"--" 
poration.     If  they  are  in  a  position  to  do  it,  i  down  this  bill  at  so  late  a  stage.  .*» ""  ~ . 
then  the  members  of  the  present  company  i  mation  had  been  given  in  an  earlier  pf 
are   in   a  position   to   call   themselves    by  j  the  session  that  no  important  me*''"*'''" 


of  the  bill  before  us,  had  he  dealt  tair. 
the  conditions  of  the   bill  there  «oii) 
have  been  so  much  to  complain  of.  i'-' 
do  complain  that  during  that  a«)iir.«<  - 
hon.  gentleman  wandered  beyond  tif; 
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»r»y   new  liability  for  railways  or  other 
\c  -w  orks  would  be  introduced  this  session. 
",    hon.   gentlemen,  it  is  quite  evident 
t.  an.  examination  of  this  bill  that  it  does 
provide  for  any  new  liability  whatever. 
ax:1>  -when  you  come  to  examine  the  bill 
ely  you  will  find  that,  comparing  it  with 
it>in.g    statutes,   the  differences   which  it 
t>eLins  are  very  slight  indeed,  and  that  not 
dollar  of  new  liability  is  incurred  or 
olved  in  any  way  in  this  bill.    Now,  what 
th.e   changes    from   existing  legislation 
.t    are  proposed  in  this  bill  t    There  are 
ly    sinali  particulars  involved  in  this  bUl 
compared  with  the  laws  already  on  the 
.tute-book,  and  only  two  of  them  relate  to 
a  "Winnipeg  Great  Northern  Railway  Com- 
ny.       Only  two  changes  as  far  as  that  com- 
ny  could  possibly  be  concerned  are  involved 
the   bill  which  is  now  before  the  House. 
c\e  of  these  is  that  the  payment  of  the  sub- 
iy    of    $80,000  a  year  is  to  be  divided, 
10,000  of  it  to  become  due  and  payable  to 
le  company  when  they  have  constructed 
le-half  of  the  road  and  the  balance  to  be 
vie  and  payable  to  them  when  they  have 
onstructed  the  whole  line  to  the  Saskatche- 
ran  River.     It  is  not  to  incur  a  liability, 
tut  it  makes  this  $40,000,  or  one-half  of  the 
>80,000  already  voted  by  Parliament  to  be- 
some  due  and  payable  when  they  have  built 
lalf  the  road.     That  is  one  point  in  which 
ihe  bill  dilfers  from  the  law  already  on  the 
}tatute-book,and  asfar  astheWinnipegOreat 
Northern  Railway  is  concerned,  there  is  only 
one   other  point  in  which   any  difference 
exists  and  that  is  that  there  is  an  extension 
of  two  years  from  the  time  given  for  the 
completion  of  the  road  from  the  3l8t  Decem- 
ber, 1896,  to  the  31st  December,  1898.     As 
far,  then,a8  this  much  abused  Winnipeg  Great 
Northern  Railway  Company  is  concerned, 
which  has  been  so  roundly  denounced   by 
my  hon.  friend  the  leader  of  the  Opposi- 
tion in  this   House,    this  legislation    only 
involves    these    two    points   of    difference 
which  I  have  named — the  one  that  the  sub- 
sidy would  be  paid  in  two  separate  halves 
according  to  the  construction  of  the  road, 
instead  of  in  a  lump  sum  yearly  when  the 
whole  road  is  finished,  and  that  they  shall 
have  two  years  longer  to  finish   it.     The 
route  of  the  railway  is  not  changed  as  far  as 
this  company  is  concerned.     Originally  they 
had  the  power  of  building  the  railway  to  the 
Saskatchewan  and  they  were  not   bound  to 
take  either  the  east  or  west  side  of  Lake 
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Manitoba.  That  is  the  law  already  existing. 
This  bill  does  not  change  it.  It  is  now  in- 
tended that  they  shall  go  on  the  west  side  of 
Lake  Manitoba,  and  it  was  open  to  them  to 
take  that  route  according  to  existing  legisla- 
tion. But  there  is  a  difference  in  this  bill, 
which,  as  far  as  I  am  able  to  understand  it, 
does  not  at  all  affect  the  Winnipeg  GreatNorth- 
em  Railway  Company,  which  my  hon.  friend 
the  leader  of  the  Opposition  appeared  to  be 
particularly  incensed  against,  and  that  is,  that 
failing  to  make  a  contract  with  this  company 
— the  Winnipeg  Great  Northern  Railway 
Company — on  the  terms  contained  in  this  bill 
and  the  Aid  Act  of  1 89 1  and  the  special  act  of 
1887 — the  government  could  then  make  a 
contract  with  any  company  authorized  to 
build  a  railway  from  Gladstone  or  Portage 
la  Prairie  to  the  Saskatchewan.  There  is  no 
authority  in  this  bill  or  in  any  Act  of  this 
Parliament  by  which  the  Winnipeg  Great 
Northern  Railway  Company  could  build  a 
road  from  these  points  to  the  Saskatchewan, 
and  therefore  it  cannot  be  in  their  interest, 
at  all  events,  that  this  biU  differs  in  this 
respect  from  acts  already  on  the  statute- 
book.  Now  my  hon.  friends  on  the  other 
side  of  the  House  have  laid  a  great  deal  of 
stress  upon  the  alleged  fact  that  there  is 
no  security  for  the  running  of  this  road, 
and  I  understood  my  hon.  friend  the  senior 
member  for  Halifax  to  say  before  recess  that 
there  was,  to  some  extent,  security  in  the 
bills  already  passed  by  this  Parliament  inas- 
much as  provision  was  made  for  contracts 
for  carrying  the  mails  for  20  years.  A  con- 
tract for  the  mails  could  be  entered  into  by 
the  government  with  the  Winnipeg  Great 
Northern  Railway  Company,  they  paying 
them  $80,000  a  year  for  carrying  the  mails 
and  other  services,  and  the  hon.  gentleman 
contended  that  such  a  provision  was  not  in 
this  bill.  My  hon.  friend  must  have  again 
spoken  without  an  accurate  knowledge  of 
the  matter  he  was  discussing,  because  the 
same  provision  is  in  this  bill  with  regard  to 
making  contracts  for  the  carrying  of  the 
mails,  and  that  is  all  the  security  that  the 
government  and  the  country  had  for  the 
running  of  the  road  under  the  laws  which 
are  now  on  the  statute-book,  and  it  might 
be  implemented  at  any  time  and  it  is  just 
the  same  security  as  is  provided  under  this 
bill.  Now,  looking  at  all  these  facts,  I  think 
the  House  will  wonder  how  it  was  that  such 
a  tempest  should  have  been  created  here 
over   this    question    and    that   my  genial 
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friend  the  leader  of  the  Opposition,  who  is 
generally  so  courteous  and  so  mild,  should 
have  forgotten   himself,   as  he  appears  to 
have  done  this  afternoon,  and  indulged  in 
language  which,  I  think,  very  properly  ex- 
cited my  hon.  friend  the  First  Minister  to 
make  some  warm  observation  in  reply.    The 
hon.  gentleman  charged  that  this  bill  con- 
tained fraud  and  he  made  the  strongest  and 
the  grossest  charges  not  only  against  this 
bill,  which  of  course,  incidentally  was  made 
against  the  government,   but   also  against 
the    Winnipeg    Great    Northern    Railway 
Company.     My  hon.  friend  started  in  his 
first  speech  aa  the  champion  of  the  bond- 
holders of  the   Hudson   Bay   road.     Now, 
hon.  gentlemen,  if  you  look  into  this  bill  and 
the  previous  legislation  which  still  remains 
the  law  of  the  land,  you  wiU  find  that  the 
bondholders  are  not  imperilled  or  injured 
in  the  slightest  degree  by  this  bill ;  but  that 
if  any  action  is  taken  under  it,  the  standing 
of  the  Winnipeg  Great  Northern  Railway 
Company  will  te  very  much  improved  over 
what  it  was  before,  and  the  first  mortgage 
bonds  that  had  been  issued  and  which  are 
held  by  some  of  the  creditors  of  the  road 
so  many  years,  so  soon  as  ever  this  company 
builds  railways  under  this  bill,  these  rail- 
ways and  the  lands  will  become  subject  to 
the  bonds ;  the  bonds  will  become  a  lien 
upon  them,  and  the  position  of  the  bond- 
holders will   be  greatly  improved.      Now 
there  is  only  one  contingency  in  which  the 
bondholders  should  fail   to  improve    their 
position.     They   have   no    position    under 
present  circumstances.     Until  this  company 
builds  railways  and  earns  lands  and  cash  sub- 
sidies their  bonds  are  of  no  use  as  security  ; 
but  as  soon  as  ever  this   company  builds 
railways  and  earn  lands  and  sul^idies,  these 
bonds  wi  1  obtain  a  position  that  otherwise 
they  never  could.     There  is  only  one   con- 
tingency in  which  these  bondholders  should 
not  gain  ;  and   in    that  case  the  Winnipeg 
Great  Northern  Railway  Company  should 
suflfer      as      well      as      the      bondholders. 
Should     the     company     not     be    able    to 
make    a    contract    with    the     government 
for   the    construction    of    a    railway    from 
Winnipeg  to  the  Saskatchewan  under  this 
bill,  then  there  is  a  section  in  the  bill  which 
enables  the  government  to  make  a  contract 
with  another  company  for  the  building  of  a 
road  from  Portage  la  Prairie  or  Gladstone 
to  the  Saskachewan  River,  and  should  such 
a  contract  be  entered  into,  that  is  after  the 


Winnipeg  Great  Northern  Railway  Company 
fail   to   make   a   contract    under  this  bill, 
and  the  government  were  obliged  then  to 
make  a  contract    with   another   company 
chartered  the  other  day,   and   which  bag 
power  which  the  Winnipeg  Great  Northern 
Railway      Company      has     not — or     will 
not    have    under    this    bill, — that    is   to 
build  a  railway  from  Portage  la  Prairie  or 
Gladstone  to  the  Saskatchewan — in  that  cage 
the  bondholders'  security  will   not   be  im- 
proved.    It  will  not  be  very  much  worse,  ot 
any  worse  than  it  is  at  the  present  day. 
While  the  Winnipeg  Great  Northern  Coti- 
pany  does  not  enter  upon  railway  work  and 
earn  lands  and  subsidy  it  will  not  become  any 
better  oiF  than  it  is ;  but  it  is  more  than  likely 
that  under  the  provisions  of  this  bill  the 
company    will    construct  a    railway    that 
will,    in    a    very    short     time,     earn    this 
$40,000   a   year    and    will    earn    valuable 
lands   and  the  bondholders'    interests  will 
become  infinitely  better  protected  than  they 
have  been  before.     Therefore   I  was  aston- 
ished when  I  heard  my  hon.  friend,  the  lead- 
er of  the  Opposition  in  this  House,  speak  as 
he  did,  alleging  that  there  was  a  fraud  being 
practiced   imperilling   the    interests   of  the 
bondholders  in  the  Winnipeg  and  Hudson 
Bay  Railway.     My  hon.  friend  the  leader  of 
the  Opposition  and  another  hon.  gentleman 
also  made  very  strong  observations  adverse  to 
the  character  of  the  country  through  which 
the  railway  is  proposed  to  pass.     On  that 
subject,  although  a  native  and  resident  of 
one  of  the  eastern  provinces  I  profess  to 
have  some  knowledge ;   I  travelled  over  a 
good  deal  of  that  country  and  I  have  ex- 
amined the  surveys  very  carefully  of  almost 
every  section  of  it,  and  the  conclusion  I  came 
to  some  years  ago  was  that  the  Lake  Dau- 
phin country  is  one  of  the  very  best  portions 
of  the   North-west.     The  question  of  alti- 
tude, the  shelter  of  mountains,  and  the  pres- 
ence of  the  lakes  have  a  good  deal  to  do 
with   keeping   off  the     summer    frosts    in 
that  country.     The  altitude,  like   that  of 
Portage  la  Prairie,  is  very  low.     It  is  shel- 
tered by  the  mountains,  and  all  that  com- 
bines to  give  it  immunity  from  early  frosts, 
perhaps  better  than  any  other  part  of  the 
North-west.     The  soil  is  wonderfully  fertile 
and  settlers  are  within  easy  access  of  timber 
of  all  kinds,  and  this  applies  to  the  point  of 
juncture  with  any  country  from  the  railway 
which  has  been  constructed  for  a  distance 
of  146  miles,  which  would  be  half  the  line. 
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The  first  half  of  the  proposed  line  runs 
through  good  country.  Under  the  bill  the 
distance  would  amount,  from  the  point  of  in- 
tersection or  junction  of  the  new  line  with 
the  already  constructed  line,  to  145  miles. 
That  is  65  miles  to  Gladstone,  which  would 
leave  81  to  be  built  northerly  into  the  north- 
ern country.  That  would  be  altogether  146 
miles,  which  would  constitute  about  one-half 
of  the  line  of  road  from  Winnipeg  to  the 
Saskatchewan  River,  adopting  the  route  west 
of  Lake  Manitoba.  I  know  there  is  a  shorter 
route  on  the  east  side  of  Lake  Manitoba,  but 
I  am  dealing  with  the  route  it  ia  proposed 
the  road  should  traverse ;  and  I  say  again 
that  that  146  miles  is  altogether  a  good 
country  and  that  if  the  road  should  never 
go  any  further  than  half  of  the  293  miles  of 
the  distance,  it  is  in  the  interests  of  the 
people  of  that  country,  in  the  interests 
of  the  people  that  will  in  the  future  go  in 
and  settle  that  excellent  country,  and 
in  the  interest  of  the  people  of  Canada  as  a 
whole  that  that  road  should  be  built.  Now 
I  have  gone  over  these  points  and  my  sur- 
prise is,  when  I  examine  this  bill  closely 
and  compare  it  with  the  laws  which  have 
been  already  passed  by  this  Parliament,  and 
which  might  be  implemented  at  any  time, 
and  when  I  reflect  that  the  points  of  difiTer- 
ence  from  existing  legislation  are  so  very 
small  and  80  harmless,  I  wonder  very 
much  how  it  was  that  our  friends 
did  not  look  before  they  leapt — that  they 
did  not  inquire  into  this  legislation  a  little 
more  carefully  before  they  made  such  extra- 
vagant statements  as  they  have  made  in 
opposition  to  it.  I  find  my  hon.  friend,  the 
senior  member  for  Halifax,  before  resuming 
his  seat  tried  to  let  himself  down  a  little 
gently  and  he  said  he  found  now  the  bill 
was  not  quite  as  bad  as  when  it  was  sub- 
mitted to  the  House  of  Commons.  I  am  not 
aware  of  the  changes  made  in  the  House  of 
Commons.  I  am  aware  that  the  Speaker 
ruled  out  some  provisions  which  belonged  to 
private  legislation,  and  my  hon.  friend  seems 
to  think  that  the  last  section  or  clause  of 
this  bill  should  be  ruled  out  in  the  same  way, 
but,  as  he  himself  remarked,  there  is  already 
on  the  statute-book  an  extension  of  time  for 
nearly  two  years  to  build  this  road,  and  if 
the  Speaker  should  find  on  inquiry  that  the 
point  was  the  same  as  taken  by  the  Speaker 
of  the  House  of  Commons  and  he  agrees 
with  that  ruling,  no  inconvenience  will  occur 
from  that,  because  there  still  remains  nearly 
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two  years  and  the  Parliament  might,  during 
that  time,  if  good  reason  were  given,  extend 
the  time.  In  that  case  the  only  point  of  differ- 
ence, as  far  as  the  Winnipeg  Great  Northern 
Railway  Company  is  concerned,  between 
existing  acts  and  the  bill  that  we  are  now 
asked  to  pass  is,  that  the  subsidy  of  $80,000 
a  year  is  divided  into  two  moieties  to  be 
paid  in  the  one  case  when  half  of  the  rail- 
road is  built,  and  the  other  on  the  comple- 
tion of  the  whole,  whereas  under  existing 
legislation  no  part  of  the  subsidy  would  be 
earned  until   the   railroad   was  completed. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLEMOW— A  great  deal  of 
this  difficulty  and  discussion  would  have 
been  saved  had  the  members  of  this  House 
been  in  possession  of  the  bill.  Some  mis- 
apprehension has  been  occasioned  from  want 
of  information.  In  1891,  it  is  true,  an  act 
was  passed  whereby  this  company  were 
given  a  subsidy  of  $80,000  a  year,  to  aid 
them  building  their  road  to  the  Saskatchewan. 
It  was  a  fair  matter  of  discussion  whether 
the  consideration  for  building  the  road  was 
equivalent  in  every  respect  and  fully  equal 
to  the  amount  of  $80,000  a  year.  It  de- 
pends upon  a  variety  of  circumstances,  and 
it  was  a  matter  that  was  fairly  open  to  dis- 
cussion. It  was  stated  that  the  rights  and 
privileges  of  the  parties  interested  in  this 
road  were  being  interfered  with  by  this 
legislation.  It  appears  now  that  such  is 
not  the  case.  This  40  miles  that  was  sup- 
posed to  be  shunted  off  as  not  part  of  the 
main  line,  according  to  the  bill,  is  to  be 
made  available,  and  therefore  no  rights  are 
to  be  interfered  with  in  any  respect.  It  is 
a  great  pity  that  this  bill  had  not  been 
understood;  had  it  been  understood  this 
diflSculty  would  not  have  occurred.  But  we 
must  take  things  as  they  are  and  protect 
the  public  interest  as  well  as  we  can.  It  is 
said  there  is  no  provision  made  that  this 
road  should  be  run  after  its  construction.  I 
do  not  think  there  is  much  difficulty  on  that 
point.  The  subsidy  is  not  to  be  paid  until 
the  road  is  in  active  operation,  and  only 
when  they  earn  money  from  postal  and  other 
services.  The  government  will  not  be 
liable,  as  I  understand,  to  pay  one  dollar  of 
that  $40,000  a  year  until  the  road  is  in 
working  order  and  until  the  company  earns 
the  money. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Oh  yes,  they  wUl. 
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Hon.  Mr.  POWEBr— The  bill  does  not 
say  that. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLEMOW— Is  not  that  the  cor- 
rect interpretation  of  the  clause  t  If  not,  I 
do  not  know  what  it  means.  It  says  that 
this  money  must  be  earned  by  postal  and 
other  services.  However,  be  that  as  it  may, 
if  the  contractors  of  this  road  are  now  in  a 
position  to  build  half  of  the  road,  and  it  is 
determined  that  they  shall  receive  one-half 
of  the  subsidy  when  it  is  built,  I  do  not 
know  that  a  very  great  deal  of  injury  will 
occur,  unless  it  is  supposed  that  $40,000  is 
proportionately  more  for  the  half  than 
$80,000  would  be  for  the  whole.  That  is  a 
matter  that  is  open  for  discussion,  and  very 
legitimately  so.  Some  provision  should  be  made 
to  protect  the  general  interests  of  the  coun- 
try, that  when  this  road  is  in  operation  the 
parties  will  see  that  it  is  run,  and  if  it  is  not 
run  the  whole  distance,  that  a  proportionate 
amount  shall  be  deducted  from  time  to  time 
until  it  is  operated  the  full  mileage.  That 
would  be  perfectly  fair  under  all  the  circum- 
stances, and  I  do  not  think  the  House  will 
dissent  from  that.  But  if  such  is  the  case, 
I  should  propose  an  amendment  at  the  pro- 
per time  for  the  purpose  of  enabling  the 
government  to  make  such  alteration  in  the 
subsidy  as  will  meet  the  exigencies  of  the 
case  in  the  way  that  I  have  mentioned. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
You  are  quite  right  about  the  earning  of  the 
subsidy. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLEMOW— Then  that  diffi- 
culty is  overcome.  The  whole  thing  to  be 
considered  is  whether  the  government  has 
made  a  judicious  arrangement,  whether 
the  interests  of  all  parties  have  been  pro- 
tected as  much  as  they  can  be,  and  whether 
any  great  injury  will  be  done  by  this  legis- 
lation to  anyone.  I  was  induced  to  second 
the  resolution  of  the  hon.  member  from  Bur- 
lington with  a  view  of  eliciting  all  these 
facts  and  showing  the  government  and  the 
House  of  Commons  that  this  Senate  must 
be  treated  in  a  proper  manner,  that  bills 
must  be  sent  here  in  due  form  and  in  good 
time  to  give  us  an  opportunity  of  consider- 
ing them  properly.  If  that  had  been  done, 
a  great  deal  of  this  difficulty  would  not  have 
occurred.  I  protest  against  bills  being 
placed  in  our  hands  at  the  last  hour  of  the 
session,  as  this  has  been.    We  have  a  respon- 


sibility to  the  public,  the  same  as  the  House 
of  Commons  has,  and  we  should  be  treated 
in  a  fair  manner.  We  cannot  do  our  doty 
properly  unless  bills  are  placed  before  us  in 
a  way  that  we  can  understand  their  import 
in  every  particular.  I  have  no  doubt  the 
government  will  take  every  precaution  to 
prevent  frauds,  but  we  are  bound  to  provide 
every  safeguard,  as  far  as  possible,  to  pro- 
tect the  public  interest.  I  do  not  think  the 
government  will  dissent  from  that  opinion 
unless  it  has  the  effect  of  sending  the  bill 
back  to  the  House  of  Commons,  but  when  I 
move  the  resolution  which  I  intend  to  offer, 
it  will  be  found  so  reasonable  and  place  the 
power  so  completely  in  the  hands  of  the 
government,  that  they  will  not  object  to  it. 
This  discussion  has  given  us  more  informa- 
tion about  the  road  than  we  possessed. 
We  are  told  that  the  original  contractors 
have  done  nothing.  They  have  had  the 
contract  four  or  five  years  and  yet  they  have 
done  nothing  up  to  the  present  time.  It  may 
be  owing  to  circumstances  beyond  their 
control,  but  if  they  have  not  been  able  to 
do  anything  for  so  many  years,  are  they 
likely  to  do  anything  now  1  They  had  the 
same  subsidy  and  the  same  means  at  their 
disposal  all  these  years.  The  government 
should  take  the  precaution  to  provide  that 
if  this  company  cannot  carry  out  the  agree- 
ment, the  contract  shall  be  taken  out  of 
their  hands  and  given  to  somebody  else. 
That  is  a  reasonable  propoaition,  and  I  have 
no  doubt  the  government  will  act  upon  it. 
Every  opportunity  should  be  given  to  the 
original  men,  but  precaution  should  be 
taken  to  prevent  further  delays  in  the  com- 
pletion of  the  road.  The  railway  is  very 
much  required  by  the  people  of  that  section 
of  the  country  and  the  sooner  it  is  built  the 
better.  A  bill  to  incorporate  the  Winnipeg 
and  Lake  Manitoba  Railway  Company  was 
passed  here  yesterday.  Their  road,  when 
built,  will  supply  the  needs  of  a  portion  of 
that  country.  The  contractors  are  now 
given  an  opportunity  to  do  something,  and 
I  hope  by  this  extension  they  will  be  able 
to  construct  the  road.  If  they  do  not,  I 
hope  that  the  government  will  take  it  out 
of  their  hands  and  place  it  in  the  hands  of 
responsible  men  who  will  carry  out  their 
engagements.  If  that  is  done,  and  reason- 
able precautions  are  taken,  there  will  be  no 
cause  of  complaint.  This  discussion  will 
have  one  good  effect.  It  will  show,  at  any 
rate,  that  the  Senate  have  done  their  very 
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best  to  protect  the  interests  of  all  concerned, 
and  we  have  the  proud  satisfaction  of  know- 
ing that  we  have  done  our  duty,  though 
under  some  disadvantage  for  which  the 
government  are,  to  some  extent,  blameable. 
This  legislation  came  here  too  late.  That 
is  the  great  difficulty.  How  can  any  one 
here  b '  expected  to  know  the  amendments 
that  have  been  made  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons fifteen  or  twenty  minutes  before  the 
bill  is  brought  to  us  ?  It  i'<  impossible.  I 
hope  that  in  future  bills  will  be  circulated 
in  time,  so  that  members  can  study  them 
carefully  and  be  prepared  to  deal  with  them 
on  their  merits. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
The  hon.  gentleman  seems  to  have  seme 
misapprehension  as  to  the  payment  of  this 
subsidy.  The  contract  into  which  the  gov- 
ernment ha.s  entered  with  the  company  is  to 
pay  them  $80,000  per  annum  in  considera- 
tion of  carrying  the  mail«,  Indian  supplies, 
police  supplias,  policemen,  and  performing 
any  other  services  that  the  government  may 
require,  and  in  case  they  do  not  perform 
sufficient  service  during  the  year  to  cover 
the  amount  of  $80,000,  then  one-third  of 
the  land  grant  is  to  be  held  in  security  for 
the  balance.  It  is  not  in  this  bill,  but  it  is 
in  the  original  charter.  This  is  simply  an 
amendment  which  does  not  afifect  any  of  the 
liabilities  or  responsibilities  attached  to  the 
company  under  the  old  charter. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLEM  OW— It  still  remains. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
Yes. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  $80,000  is  to  be 
paid  notwithstanding. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
That  is  what  T  say — if  in  any  year  they  do 
not  earn  the  full  amount,  one-third  of  the 
land  gi-ant  is  to  be  held  ats  security  until  it 
is  earned. 

Hon.  Mr.  ANGERS— The  explanations 
that  we  have  heard  from  the  government 
and  the  light  which  has  been  thrown  on  this 
bill  by  the  discussion,  have  removed  from 
my  mind  two  of  the  first  objections  that  were 
made.  One  is  a  doubt  whether  this  money 
would  be  available  in  the  event  of  the  road 
not  being  worked.  I  think  the  language  of 
the  bill  is  perfectly  plain,  that  it  is  a  con- 


tract for  services,  for  the  transport  of  men, 
supplies  and  mails,  and  consequently  the 
service  must  be  rendered  to  entitle  the  com- 
pany to  the  $80,000  a  year,  or  $40,000  a 
year,  according  to  whether  the  whole  or  half 
the  road  is  built.  The  main  objection,  how- 
ever, made  by  the  hon.  member  from  Halifax, 
is  the  question  of  order — whether  the  last 
clause  of  this  bill  is  not  of  a  private  nature, 
and  whether  it  should  not  be  struck  out  in 
the  same  way  that  the  Speaker  of  the  other 
House  struck  out  one  of  the  clauses.  I  can- 
not agree  with  the  hon.  gentleman  incoming 
to  the  conclusion  that  this  clause  is  of  the 
nature  of  private  le;dslation,  and  I  shall 
state  to  the  House  briefly  my  reason  for  dif- 
fering from  him.  It  is  provided  in  this  bill 
that  in  case  the  old  company  do  not  take 
advantage  of  the  bill,  or  enter  into  a  contract 
sufficient  to  satisfy  the  government,  that 
they  shall  perform  the  work  and  earn  the 
$40,000  a  year,  or  $80,000,  as  the  case  may 
be,  that  the  government  may  contract  with 
another  company.  Therefore,  it  becomes 
necessary  that  some  limit  should  be  put  in 
this  bill  during  which  the  $40,000  or  the 
$80,000  should  be  available.  The  country 
is  not  going  to  remain  forever  under  the 
obligation  of  paying  $80,000  a  year,  or 
$40,000  a  year,  according  to  circumstances, 
to  another  company  without  some  term  being 
fixed  during  which  this  company  shall  be 
bound  to  fulfil  their  contract.  Under  these 
conditions,  therefore,  it  has  become  abso- 
lutely necessary  that  some  limit  should  be 
put  in  the  bill,  and  for  that  object  this  clause 
has  been  introduced : 

The  main  line  of  the  railway  shall  be  completed 
to  the  Saskatchewan  River  by  the  SIst  day  of  De- 
cember, 1808  ;  otherwise  the  powers  granted  with 
respect  to  said  construction  shall  be  null  and  void 
as  respects  so  much  of  the  railway  as  then  remains 
uncompleted. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— That  applies  only  to 
the  Winnipeg  Great  Northern. 

Hon.  Mr.  ANGERS— That  applies  to  the 
portion  of  the  road  to  be  built  under  this 
bill.  The  way  I  read  it  is,  it  was  necessary 
to  put  some  limit  to  the  time  during  which 
this  company  would  be  entitled  to  the  sub- 
sidy. Otherwise,  they  might  take  ten  years 
to  build  their  road  and  the  country  at  the 
end  of  ten  years  would  be  called  upon  to  pay 
them  the  $40,000,  or  the  $80,000,  according 
to  the  circumstances.  If  the  contract  be 
made  with  the  old  company,  the  law  pro- 
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vides  that  they  shall  have  until  1897,  but 
this  clause  will  cover  the  case  of  a  contract 
being  entered  into  with  a  new  company. 
Therefore,  I  am  of  opinion  that  the  point  of 
order  is  not  well  taken. 

Hon.  Mr.  MacINNES  (Burlington)— As 
the  mover  of  the  three  months'  hoist,  it  has 
occurred  to  me  that  perhaps  it  would  not  be 
uninteresting  to  the  House  if  I  give  an 
epitome  of  the  history  of  the  railway  from 
the  time  it  was  commenced,  about  eight 
years  ago,  down  to  the  present  time.  About 
eight  years  ago  forty  miles  of  it  were  built 
to  a  point  called  St.  Lawrent,  and  there  it 
has  remained  and  never  operated.  In 
1887  the  company  ■  came  to  Parlia- 
ment to  ask  for  a  further  extension 
of  time  and  for  such  assistance  as  might 
enable  them  to  build  their  line.  They 
applied  for  a  subsidy  of  $80,000  a  year  for 
twenty  years.  It  was  discussed  in  this 
House,  I  took  part  in  the  discussion.  It  has 
been  stated  here  that  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  Company  have  always  been  opposed 
to  this  road.  At  the  time  I  was  a  director 
of  the  road,  and  I  advocated  that  the 
$80,000  a  year  should  be  given  to  the  com- 
pany and  voted  for  it,  and  Parliament  voted 
the  $80,000  a  year  for  twenty  years.  That 
was  in  1887.  There  has  not  been  a  mile 
added  to  the  first  forty  miles  from  that  day 
to  this.  It  has  remained  unused  ever  since, 
and  I  believe  at  the  present  time  is  over- 
grown with  weeds.  This  act  has  been  on 
the  statute-books  ;  they  have  had  an  oppor- 
tunity of  making  their  tinancialarrangements 
to  continue  the  line  in  accordance  with  the 
contract,  but  not  a  mile  has  been  built  up  to 
the  present  time.  We  must  bear  in  mind 
that  these  opportunities  having  been  given 
them,  and  they  not  having  done  anything,  it 
certainly  does  not  tend  to  promote  confidence 
in  the  people  at  the  head  of  the  enterprise 
that  they  will  construct  it.  In  discussing 
this  bill,  a  great  deal  of  surprise  has  been 
expressed  that  there  should  have  been  any 
opposition  to  it.  The*  first  thing  that 
came  before  the  Senate  was  the  resolution 
presented  in  the  House  of  Commons.  Under 
that  resolution,  a.s  it  was  submitted  to  us, 
the  company  had  a  sort  of  roving  commis- 
sion to  build  their  line  wherever  they 
pleased,  either  from  the  end  of  the  first 
forty  miles  or  anywhere  else.  That  is  the 
nature  of  the  resolution  which  was  placed 
before  us.     I  thought  that  that  was  a  most 


extraordinary  thing  to  ask ;  tibat,  along 
with  the  history  of  the  company  previously, 
induced  me  to  move  the  three  months'  hoist 
I  thought  the  company  not  worthy  <^ 
confidence.  Subsequently  we  had  this 
amended  bill  placed  before  us,  which  cer- 
tainly makes  the  legislation  much  more  ac- 
ceptable, and  if  we  had  had  this  amended 
bill  before  us  at  first  possibly  the  disagree- 
able discussion  which  took  place  here  to-day 
would  have  been  avoided. 

Now,  I  have  a  map  of  the  railway  here  be- 
'fore  me.  The  original  rout«  to  which  this 
Parliament  had  voted  the  $80,000  a  year 
passes  from  the  end  of  the  first  40  mi  les  to  the 
Saskatchewan  to  the  west  of  Lake  Winnipeg. 
Under  this  amendment  the  original  route 
must  be  adhered  to.  One  of  my  reasons 
for  moving  the  three  months'  hoist  was  that 
the  interest  of  the  bondholders  was  not  pro- 
tected, in  fact  that  the  interest  of  the  bond- 
holders would  be  sacrificed,  and  that  without 
due  and  proper  notice.  Hon.  gentlemen 
will  see  my  point  if  they  consider  that  the 
line,  instead  of  being  continued  from  the  end 
of  the  40  miles  on  to  the  Saskat- 
chewan River,  as  originally  intended  under 
the  bill  which  we  had  first  before  us,  the 
company  bad  authority  to  jump  from  there 
to  Gladstone,  leaving  the  40  miles  entirely 
isolated,  and  hon.  gentlemen  can  easily  un- 
derstand that  the  security  of  the  bondholders 
and  of  the  bonds  for  the  first  40  miles  would 
be  made  almost  valueles-'.  I  think  that  the 
amendments  which  have  been  made  to  the 
bill  in  the  House  of  Commons  are  a  great 
improvement  on  the  bill  which  we  had  before 
us  in  the  morning,  and  therefore  not  subject 
to  the  same  objections  which  then  existed. 
I  do  not  know  whether  the  public  interest 
will  be  protected  under  the  amended  act  or 
not,  but  it  appears  to  me  there  ought 
to  be  some  clause  under  which  the  public 
interest  would  be  protected  by  inserting  a 
clause  which  would  compel  the  railway 
company  to  continue  to  operate  the  line 
under  any  circumstances  after  it  is  construct- 
ed. There  is  another  point :  it  has  been 
stated  here  that  the  country  is  already  under 
an  obligation  to  the  extent  of  the  subsidy 
voted  to  the  company.  There  is  no  obliga- 
tion until  the  subsidy  is  earned.  The  com- 
pany has  not  earned  a  dollar  of  it.  It  is 
true  there  is  an  Act  of  Parliament  giving 
$80,000  a  year  to  the  company  when  the 
road  is  built,  but  nothing  has  been  yet  earned, 
and  the  point  is  to  see  that  the  road  is  corn- 
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pleted,  and  when  it  is  completed,  that  it  is 
kept  in  operation.  It  is  extremely  objec- 
tionable that  important  legislation  such  as 
this  should  come  down  to  the  Senate  just  as 
the  session  is  expiring  and  after  a  majority 
of  the  members  of  the  House  have  left  for 
their  homes.  It  is  one  of  the  functions  of 
the  Senate  to  oppose  any  legislation  which 
it  may  deem  contrary  to  the  public  interests. 
This  is  an  occasion  when  it  ought  to  exercise 
its  functions  and  justify  its  existence. 

Hon.  Mr.  REESOR— Supposing  that  this 
bill  were  passed,  and  supposing  that  the  com- 
pany raised  a  large  sum  of  money  on  the 
securily  of  the  prospects  and  the  advan- 
tages conferred  by  this  bill,  what  guarantee 
have  we  that  that  money  would  not  slip 
awa;  just  as  the  money  that  has  been  spent 
already  1  They  have  had  bonds  for  a  large 
amount  from  Winnipeg,  and  other  bonds 
which  have  been  issued  to  the  amount  of 
$20,000  a  mile,  and  where  has  the  money 
gone  to?  They  can  only  account  for  40 
miles  being  built,  not  worth  §1,000  a  mile, 
and  even  that  not  paid  for.  Why  should 
we  be  induced  deliberately  to  grant  to  the 
company  these  additional  advantages  after 
the  experience  we  have  had  with  them  ?  It 
seems  to  me  to  be  a  preposterous  thing,  and 
then  to  do  that  without  the  members  of  this 
House  having  a  cupy  of  the  bill  before  us, 
and  but  a  limited  time  to  study  it.  From 
what  has  been  admitted,  and  what  we  have 
read  in  the  bill,  I  think  it  would  be  one  of 
the  wildest  things  that  the  Senate  could  be 
guilty  of,  to  pass  the  measure,  and  it  would 
be  an  injury  to  the  Government  and  to  my 
hon.  friend  who  leads  the  Government.  If 
he  wants  his  name  to  stand  well  with  the 
country,  as  heretofore,  he  should  by  all 
means  keep  clear  of  this  bill  unless  it  is 
greatly  improved,  and  unless  proof  should  be 
furnished  that  there  is  some  security  that' 
the  road  will  be  built  and  the  money  not 
squandered  and  that  the  bondholders  do 
not  lose  their  security,  and  in  that  way 
damage  the  credit  of  the  country  and  injure 
uswhenwe  wantto  have  legitimate  contracts 
entered  into  for  the  building  of  railroads. 
In  addition  to  all  that,  what  prospect  is 
there  that  the  road  will  ever  pay  ?  It  seems  to 
me  to  be  one  of  the  wildest  projects  ever 
proposed  to  Parliament.  The  examinations 
made  from  year  to  year  in  Hudson  Bay, 
authentic  reports,  show  us  that  there  is  only 
about  an  average  of  two  months  in  a 
year  in    which    boats  could    navigate  the 


straits  with  anything  like  safety.  At  any 
time  the  insuranco  would  be  much  higher 
there  than  from  Halifax  or  Montreal  to 
Liverpool.  Even  the  Hudson  Bay  Company 
bring  out  most  of  their  goods  and  send  home 
their  furs  as  far  as  possible  by  the  St.  Law- 
rence route.  Of  cour  e  a  boat  may  pass  in 
and  out  of  the  bay  once  a  year,  if  it  does 
not  carry  a  large  amount  of  freight  and  is 
not  obliged  to  make  very  rapid  time,  but  a 
large  portion  of  the  freight  that  the  Hudson 
Bay  Company  send  to  the  North-west  and 
bring  to  the  North-west  I  understand  goes 
by  the  Caoadian  Pacific  Railway.  I  appre- 
hend that  it  will  be  so  always.  Supposing 
the  road  were  built  within  a  year,  3 
such  a  thing  were  possible,  the  people  of 
Manitoba  and  the  North-west  would  find  a 
short  time  would  elapse  between  the  arrival 
of  a  vessel  at  Port  Churchill  and  the  return 
to  Liverpool,  and  the  trip  could  be  made 
only  once  in  the  year.  It  would  not  l>e  pos- 
sible for  the  settlers  to  get  their  grain  up 
to  Port  Churchill  to  be  loaded  and  taken 
away  the  same  year  that  it  was  harvested. 
If  they  have  to  store  grain  at  Port  Churchill 
for  a  whole  year  the  interest  on  the  money 
would  be  a  great  deal,  and  as  has  been  stated 
before,  all  those  things  have  to  be  charged 
back  against  the  farmers.  Between  the  time 
the  grain  was  harvested  and  its  shipment  to 
Liverpool,  so  much  time  would  elapse  that 
they  would  lose  any  opportunity  of  taking 
advantage  of  fluctuations  in  prices  of  grain 
such  as  we  have  had  this  year.  Those  fluc- 
tuations would  be  worth  far  more  than  any 
saving  that  could  possibly  be  effected  by 
using  the  Hudson  Bay  route.  It  would  be 
expensive  at  the  beginning  and  a  risky  route 
to  ship  by,  and  the  chances  of  getting  valu- 
able returns  would  be  far  less  than  by  the 
route  that  we  have  already  at  a  large  expense 
provided.  Canada  has  expended  immense 
sums  of  money  to  construct  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway.  The  company  have  shown 
great  energy  in  carrying  out  their  work. 
They  are  men  of  sul^tance  and  they  have 
made  money  since  tne  construction  of  the 
road.  Nearly  every  one  of  the  men  who 
entered  into  the  contract  with  the  govern- 
ment to  build  that  road  as  a  syndicate  is  a 
millionaire.  Some  of  them  are  many  times 
millionaires.  Are  we  to  go  to  work  and 
subsidize  largely  a  wild-cat  scheme  which,  if 
it  ever  did  amount  to  anything,  would  be  in 
opposition  to  the  road  that  we  have  provided 
already  1  It  certainly  could  not  accomplish 
anything  in  the  public  interest.  Every  effort 
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they  might  make  to  carry  the  goods  cheaper 
by  way  of  Hudson  Bay  would  be  superseded 
by  what  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  could 
do,  and  they  would  cut  down  rates  to  such 
an  extent  that  they  could  not  make  enough 
to  pay  running  expenses,  not  enough  to  get 
a  line  of  ships  to  run  into  Hudson  Bay.  We 
are  entitled  to  have  plenty  of  time  to  con- 
sider this  bill  without  the  government  feeling 
affronted  at  all,  because  it  is  a  matter  of 
large  importance.  If  the  opinion  of  the 
Senate  is  of  no  use  on  a  matter  of  this  kind, 
and  if  they  dare  not  exercise  their  judgment 
and  put  some  check  upon  the  vast  expendi- 
ture that  is  proposed,  there  is  no  use  of  a 
Senate  at  all.  I  am  not  in  favour  of  doing 
away  with  the  Senate,  but  I  should  like  to 
be  placed  in  such  a  position  that  we  could 
discharge  our  duties,  so  that  this  House 
would  be  a  benefit  to  the  country  and  show 
some  degree  of  independence  of  thought,  and 
act  as  though  we  had  learned  something  by 
past  experience  in  granting  charters.  I 
understand  that  all  the  bonds  that  have 
been  issued  have  been  sold  and  there  is 
nothing  to  show  for  the  money  that  the  com- 
pany raised  upon  them.  That  is  an  extra- 
ordinary thing,  yet  we  are  asked  to  give 
them  an  opportunity  to  raise  more  money. 
They  may  dispose  of  that  also  and  leave  us 
without  any  security,  and  the  e£kct  of  it 
will  be  to  injure  the  credit  of  Canada  in  the 
money  markets  of  the  world. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
Not  a  railway  bill  has  passed  the  House 
that  has  not  contained  power  to  issue  bonds. 
What  security  has  been  placed  in  any  of 
those  railway  bills  to  ensure  that  the  money 
raised  on  the  bonds  will  be  legitimately  ex- 
pended upon  the  road  1  None  that  I  know 
of,  any  more  than  there  is  in  this  bill. 

The  Senate  divided  on  the  amendment, 
which  was  rejected  by  the  following  vote  : 

CONTKJJTS  : 

Hon.  Messrs. 
DeveT,  KResor, 

Mclnnes  (Victoria),  Reid  (Cariboo), 

Maclnnes  (Burlington),    Scott. — 7 
Power, 

NOK-CONTESTS  : 

Hon.  Messrs. 

Angers,  Primrose, 

Bernier,  Read  (Quints), 
Bowell  (Sir  Mackenzie),   Ross  (Speaker), 

De  Blois,  Smith  (Sir  Frank), 

Ferguson  (P.E.I.),  Snowball.— 11. 
Kaulbach, 


The  bill  was  then  read  the  first  time. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-It 
is  impossible  to  proceed  further  to-night 
with  this  biU,  unless  the  House  oonsente, 
after  the  vote  that  has  been  taken,  to  sas- 
pend  the  4l3t  rula  It  is  in  the  power  of 
tmy  member,  I  know,  to  object  to  the 
motion.  However,  I  shall  aak  the  Senate 
to  consent  to  the  suspension  of  the  rale,  and 
I  therefore  move  that  rule  41  be  suspended 
so  far  as  it  relates  to  this  bill. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  think  it  is  my 
duty  to  object  to  that  motion.  I  may  be 
allowed  to  explain  why  I  do  so.  There  bag 
been  a  good  deal  of  obloquy  cast  upon  the 
opposition  for  exercising  their  undoubted 
right.  On  a  former  occasion — I  think  it 
was  the  case  of  the  Georgian  Bay  Railway 
bill — -the  Senate  kept  Parliament  here  for 
several  days  after  the  business  of  the  House 
of  Commons  was  finished,  and  no  one  ques- 
tioned their  right  to  do  that.  It  was  an 
important  measure  and  they  had  a  right  to 
consider  it,  as  we  have  a  right  to  consider 
this  measure.  It  is  only  now  that  the  mem- 
bers of  the  Senate  are  beginning  to  under- 
stand the  measure  that  is  before  us.  Fur- 
ther, the  hon.  gentleman  from  Rideau 
division  has  suggested  an  amendment  whicii 
seems  to  be  a  reasonable  and  proper  one  and 
which  deserves  the  serious  consideration  of 
the  government  In  addition,  the  attention 
of  the  Speaker  and  members  of  the  House 
has  been  called  to  the  nature  of  the  last 
clause  of  this  bill,  a  clause  which  keeps 
alive  this  Winnipeg  Great  Northern  Bail- 
way  -Company  for  two  years  additional 
The  influence  of  Sunday  will  be  probably 
beneficial  to  the  government  and  put  them 
in  a  frame  of  mind  to  consider  these  amend- 
ments in  a  christian,  and  perhaps  a  concilia- 
tory spirit,  and  -between  this  and  Monday 
the  government  and  the  Speaker  will  hare 
time  to  consider  the  question  and  deal  with 
the  bill  in  a  proper  and  christianlike  spirit. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-I 
think  the  hon.  gentleman  scarcely  treat  the 
members  on  this  side  of  the  House  birly. 
There  has  been  no  obloquy  cast  on  the  mem- 
bers of  the  Opposition  for  opposing  the  Bill. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— The  hon.  gentle- 
man's colleague  from  Prince  Edward  Island 
did. 
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Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— Oh,  no. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I 
recognized  that  right  at  the  beginning  of 
the  discussion.  "What  I  said  was— and  I 
am  sure  that  the  hon.  gentleman  cannot  for- 
get it — that  the  sense  of  the  House  ought 
to  be  taken  at  as  earlj  a  period  as  possible 
in  the  debate,  and  if  the  feeling  of  the  House 
was  against  the  bill  it  would  be  dropped  at 
once  and  we  could  go  on  with  the  proroga- 
tion as  intimated.  The  amendment  which 
vaj  hon.  friend  from  Bideau  suggested  was 
one  which  was  moved  by  Mr.  Laurier  in  the 
other  House,  and  there  it  was  rejected  with- 
out a  division,  because  it  was  known  that  it 
would  destroy  the  effect  of  the  bill.  How- 
ever, if  my  hon.  friend  persists  in  his  objec- 
tion, there  is  an  end  to  any  progress  being 
made  to-night.  I  move  that  when  the  House 
adjourns  to-night  it  stand  adjourned  until 
10  o'clock  on  Monday  morning. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 


The  Senate  then  adjourned. 


THE    SENATE. 


Ottawa,  Monday,  22nd  July,  1896. 

The  SPEAKER  took  the  Chair  at  Ten 
o'clock,  a. DC. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 


THE  WINNIPEG  GREAT  NORTHERN 
RAILWAY  COMPANY'S  BILL. 

SECOND   READING. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL 
moved  the  second  reading  of  Bill  (150)  "An 
Act  respecting  the  Winnipeg  Great  Northern 
Railway." 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  rise  to  bring  a 
point  of  order  to  the  notice  of  the  House. 
I  called  attention  to  the  fact,  at  an  early 
stage  of  the  bill,  that  I  should,  at  the  proper 
time,  ask   the  decision  of  His  Honour  the 


Speaker  on  the  4th  clause  of  the  bill  as  to 
whether  that  clause  was  in  order  in  a  public 
bill  of  this  kind,  and  I  rise  for  the  purpose 
of  doing  that  now.  I  have  not  the  official 
report  of  what  took  place  in  the  House  of 
Commons  on  Saturday  with  respect  to  this 
bill,  but  I  may  be  allowed  to  read  a  news- 
paper report  of  it,  which  I  presume  is  sub- 
stantially correct : 

The  third  reading  of  the  l>ill  harine  been  moved 
in  the  afternoon,  Mr.  Mills  (Uothwell)  raised  the 
objection  that  it  shonld  have  been  introduced  by 
petition  aa  required  in  all  cases  of  private  bills. 

Sir  Charles  Hibbert  Tupper  pointed  out  that  the 
bill  merely  provided  for  a  re-arrangenieut  of  sub- 
sidies, and  was  thus  a  measure  which  a  private 
member  could  not  introduce. 

Mr.  Laurier  urged  that  the  bill  authorized  the 
company  to  utilize  another  route  than  that  provid- 
ed in  the  original  act.  In  this  way  the  rights  of 
the  bondholders  would  be  affected. 

Precedents  were  quoted  in  support  of  the  pro- 

Sosal  to  pass  the  bill  as  it  stood,  but  after  a  long 
ebate  the  Speaker  ruled  that  the  objection  to  the 
change  of  location  as  constituting  the  bill  a  private 
measure,  Mas  well  taken. 

As  this  was  dealt  with  in  the  third  clause,  the 
offending  section  was  dropped  and  the  bill  aa 
amended  passed  through  its  final  stage  in  the 
Commons. 

This  fourth  clause  isin  just  the  same  posi  tion 
as  the  third  clause  in  the  original  bill .  This 
fourth  clause  amends  the  Act  to  incorporate 
the  Winnipeg  Great  Northern  Railway  Com- 
pany. It  extends  the  time  given  that  com- 
pany for  completing  their  work  by  two  years. 
It  is  unnecessary,  because  the  company  have 
now  a  year  and  a  half  to  complete  their 
work,  and  if  they  undertake  to  complete 
their  work  in  a  businesslike  way,  there  is  no 
doubt  Parliament  will  extend  the  time  next 
session.  The  measure  is  unnecessary  now. 
There  are  two  other  companies  interested  in 
this  matter,  one  of  which  had  to  abandon, 
during  the  present  session,  a  provision  in 
their  proposed  charter  giving  them  a  right 
to  build  a  branch  to  Hudson  Bay.  It  is  not 
desirable  that  this  company  should  be  allow- 
ed to  block  the  way  for  nearly  four  years 
without  doing  anything.  Consequently,  it  is 
not  merely  a  point  of  order  but  a  matter  of 
considerable  importance.  I  do  not  think  I 
am  violating  any  confidence  when  I  state 
that  in  conversation  with  the  Speaker  of  the 
other  House  with  respect  to  this  point, 
when  I  called  his  attention  to  this  4th  clause 
he  said  that  his  own  attention  had  not  been 
directed  to  it,  but  it  was,  in  his  judgment, 
open  to  the  same  objections  as  the  portions 
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of  the  bill  which  had  been  stricken  out,  and 
a  member  of  the  House  of  Commons  who 
had  called  attention  to  this  matter  told  me 
that  be  had  overlooked  this  clause  and  that 
it  was  open  to  just  the  same  objection  as 
those  which  were  stricken  out  by  the 
Speaker  of  the  House  of  Commons.  I  there- 
fore think  that  the  bill  should  not  proceed 
in  its  present  shape,  but  that  this,  which  is 
a  clause  that  should  not  appear  in  a  public 
bill,  according  to  our  rules  and  the  rules  of 
the  House  of  Commons,  should  be  first  ruled 
out  by  the  Speaker. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I 
did  not  understand  the  hon.  gentleman  to 
take  objection  to  any  portion  of  this  bill 
except  the  fourth  clause.  That  is  on  the  point 
of  order.  Well,  that  being  the  case,  is  this 
the  proper  time  to  raise  the  point  1 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  think  so. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— If 
we  take  the  second  reading  of  the  bill  and 
go  into  committee  of  the  whole  until  we  get 
to  that  fourth  clause,  then  1  think  it  is 
quite  proper  and  legitimate  that  the  hon. 
gentleman  should  take  his  objection  and  if 
we  cannot  meet  his  objection  by  an  amend- 
ment which  we  think  would  bring  it  within 
the  purview  of  Parliament,  then  he  can  ap- 
peal to  the  Speaker  for  a  ruling  and  the 
Speaker  cm  take  the  Chair  and  rule  upon 
the  point  raised.  Supposing  the  Speaker 
should  rule  in  accordance  with  the  objection 
which  he  has  taken,  it  wou'd  only  apply  to 
the  fourth  clause,  and  we  can  only  deal  with 
that  when  we  reach  it.  I  throw  out  that 
suggestion  to  the  hon.  member  and  1  think 
that  we  may  try  and  meet  his  views  as 
far  as  practicable.  If  the  Speaker  should 
rule  that  as  it  st mds  it  is  out  of  order,  then 
probably  we  might  bring  it  within  the  rules. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— It  is  quite  manifest 
that  the  chairman  of  the  committee  would 
have  no  power  to  deal  with  the  matter. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
Could  not  the  Speaker  take  the  Chair  and 
rule? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Why  go  into  com- 
mittee 1  The  clause  is  open  to  objection  at 
any  stage,  and  the  objection  should  be 
taken  before  the  Speaker,  when  the  matter 


could  be  discussed.  If  the  hon.  gentleman 
declines  to  discuss  it  now,  be  could  do  so 
at  another  stage,  but  I  do  not  think  the 
committee  is  the  proper  stage. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELI^ 
That  is  where  it  was  discus-ed  in  the  other 
House. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  Speaker  was  in 
the  Chair  at  the  time.     Section  4  reads : — 

The  section  sabstitated  by  section  1  of  chapter 
94  of  the  statutes  of  1894  for  section  33  of  chapter 
81  of  the  statutes  of  1887  is  hereby  repealed  and 
the  following  substituted  therefor. 

Now  that  repealed  a  clause  in  a  private 
act.  There  is  no  doubt  about  that  fact 
The  company's  private  act  of  1887,  section 
33,  i-eads : — 

The  said  main  line  of  railway  shall  be  completed 
within  four  years  from  the  21st  day  of  June,  l.SST. 

Now  in  1894,  under  a  private  bill  intro- 
duced by  the  company  and  going  through 
all  its  stages,  and  after  notice  had  been  given 
according  to  the  rules  of  Parliament,  this 
section  appears  : — 

The  section  substituted  by  section  1  of  chapter 

80  of  the  statutes  of  1890  for  section  33  of  chapter 

81  of  the  statutes  of  1887  is  hereby  repealed  and 
the  following  substituted. 

This  clause  repeals  a  former  clause  in  the 
company's  charter : — 

The  main  line  of  the  railway  fhall  be  completed 
to  the  Saskatchewan  River  by  the  thirty-6rst  day 
of  December,  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and 
ninety-six,  otherwise  the  powers  granted  with  re- 
spect to  such  construction  shall  be  null  and  void 
as  respects  so  much  of  the  railway  as  then  remains 
uncompleted. 

That  is  the  law  to-day  in  a  private  bill,  the 
act  respecting  the  Winnipeg  and  Hudson 
Bay  Railway.  If  we  want  the  time  extended 
it  is  necessary  to  give  notice  in  the  Canada 
Gazette  and  the  local  papers,  and  that  the 
bill  be  referred  to  the  Standing  Orders  Com- 
mittee and  then  go  before  the  Railway  Com- 
mittee and  be  discussed  there  as  to  whether 
it  was  in  the  public  interest  the  charter 
should  be  continued  to  this  company,  which 
had  practically  held  it  since  1880,  if  there 
were  other  companies — and  I  am  advised 
that  there  are  other  companies — desirous  of 
occupying  that  territory.  Then  it  would  be 
within  the  discretion  of  the  government,  sub- 
ject, of  course,  to  the  approval  of  Parliament,, 
to  say  whether  the  charter  is  to  be  renewed 
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year  after  year  and  term  after  term  as  the 
company  asks.  It  is  manifestly  contrary  to 
all  parliamentary  practice  that  the  great 
power  of  the  government  should  be  used  to 
override  the  private  interests  of  the  promo- 
ters of  all  other  railways  who  desire  to  con- 
struct lines  in  that  section  of  the  country, 
and  to  declare  that  this  particular  company 
should  have  the  favour  and  the  power  of  the 
government  to  introduce  a  clause  of  that 
kind  in  a  public  bill.  The  authorities  on  the 
subject  are  very  clear.  It  has  been  brought 
up  frequently  ;  not  only  in  the  Parliament 
of  Canada  but  in  the  Parliament  of  Great 
Britain,  and  I  shall  just  advert  to  one  or 
two  cases,  as  reported  in  Bourinot : 

In  the  English  House  of  Commons  there  is  a  class 
of  (/ttcMi  private  bills,  distinguished  as  "  hybriil 
bills. "  They  are  brought  in,  by  order,  as  public 
bills,  but  as  they  affect  private  rights  "  their  future 
progress  is  subject  to  the  proof  of  compliance  with 
the  standing  orders  before  the  examiner,  and  to 
the  payment  of  fees." 

Here  is  a  clear  attempt  made  to  evade  the 
rules  of  parliament.  This  bill  pays  no  fees, 
because  it  is  a  government  measure  amend- 
ing a  public  bill.     Then  I  read  further  : — 

They  are  generally  "  bills  for  carrying  out 
national  works,  or  relating  to  crown  property,  or 
other  public  works  in  which  the  government  is 
concenied,"  or  they  sometimes  deal  with  matters 
afieciting  the  metropolis.  They  are  committed  to 
a  select  committee,  when  the  committee  on  stand, 
ing  orders  has  reported  favourably. 

Now  if  we  were  in  a  position  to  do  so, 
the  proper  course  would  be  to  commit  this 
bill  to  the  Standing  Orders  Committee  to 
ascertain  whether  private  interests  were 
affected.     Then  I  read  further  : — 

"  The  Toronto  Esplanade  Bill,  just  mentioned, 
would  probably  belong  to  this  class,  since  the 
House  found  it  necessary  to  refer  it  to  a  select 
committee  with  a  view  to  protect  the  private 
interests  involved." 

"  In  other  cases,  where  bills  have  affected  both 
public  and  private  interests,  a  different  course  has 
been  followed.  In  the  session  of  1875,  the  premier 
(Mr.  Mackenzie)  moved  for  leave  to  introduce  a 
pnbHc  bill  to  rearrange  the  '  capital  of  the  Northern 
Railway  Company,  Canada,  to  enable  the  said 
company  to  change  the  ttange  of  its  railway,  and 
to  piovide  for  the  release  of  the  government  lien 
on  the  road  on  certain  conditions.'  Objection 
having  been  taken  that  some  of  the  provisions 
affected  private  interests  and  altered  the  powers  of 
the  company  in  very  material  points,  the  Speaker 
decided  that  the  bill  ought  to  be  withdrawn.  Separ- 
ate bills  were  subsequently  passed  by  the  House — 
one,  relating  to  the  government  lien,  was  treated 
as  a  public  bill,  and  the  other,  relating  to  the 
gauge  and  capital,  as  a  private  bill." 


That  is  exactly  an  analogous  case  where, 
in  order  to  arrange  the  future  policy  of  the 
Northern  Railway,  which  I  think  was  then 
ballasted,  the  government  were  desirous  of 
releasing  them  from  a  portion  of  their  liens 
upon  the  road.  It  was  considered  under 
difficult  financial  circumstances  at  the  time. 
There  was  this  mixed  bill  that  came  in,  and 
it  was  found  absolutely  necessary  to  divide 
the  bill  and  to  allow  the  portions  of  it  which 
affected  the  interests  of  the  railway  to  go 
before  the  committee  as  a  private  bill.  The 
bill  had  to  be  divided.  There  are  a  number 
of  other  authorities  which  I  did  not  read 
because  what  I  ha^e  read  is  perfectly  clear. 
It  is  the  case  of  a  railway  which  the  gov- 
ernment were  dealing  with  in  the  interests 
of  the  railway  itself.  The  authorities  will 
be  found  in  Bourinot's  work  on  Parliamen- 
tary Practice,  between  pages  690  and  693. 
It  does  not  seem  to  me  that  there  is  any 
difference  in  t^e  case  given  there  and  this 
bill.  The  better  way  would  be  simply  to 
strike  those  two  clauses  out. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— I  quite  agree 
with  the  remarks  of  the  First  Minister  that 
the  proper  place  to  deal  with  this  is  after 
we  go  into  committee.  It  will  then  be 
found  whether  this  clause  which  has  been 
objected  to  can  be  brought  within  the  rules. 
I  now  give  notice  that  when  we  do  go  into 
committee  I  shall  move  an  amendment 
which  I  think  will  effect  that  object.  My 
hott.  friend  ought  to  be  satisfied  to  allow  the 
bill  to  go  into  committee  and  then  we  will 
find  whether  it  cannot  be  amended  to  con- 
form with  the  other  clauses  of  the  bill  and 
with  the  rules  of  the  House. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— It  is  quite  open  to 
amend  the  bill  when  we  go  into  committee. 
The  simple  way  is  to  get  the  Speaker's 
ruling.  If  he  rules  against  the  proposal, 
that  is  the  end  of  it.  If  he  does  not,  it  will 
be  for  the  committee  to  make  the  changes 
in  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER— Will  the  hon.  member 
state  the  point  of  order  f 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— My  point  of  order 
is  that  the  fourth  clause  of  the  bill  is  contrary 
to  the  rules  of  this  House,  on  the  ground 
that  it  deals  with  a  matter  which  should  be 
dealt  with  solely  in  a  private  bill,  and  should 
not  appear  in  a  public  bill,  no  notice  having 
been  given  of  this  proposed  amendment. 
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The  SPEAKER— If  I  understand  the 
point  of  order  it  is  this  :  that  we  should  not 
in  a  public  bill  interfere  with  private  legis- 
lation. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Yes,  that  is  sub- 
stantially the  point  of  order. 

The  SPEAKER— I  am  of  opinion  that 
the  point  of  order  is  well  taken.  I  believe 
that  we  shou'd  not  in  a  private  measure  in- 
terfere with  private  legislation,  where  pri- 
vate interests  are  at  stake,  and  I  believe 
that  on  this  occasion  the  fourth  clause  inter- 
feres with  another  clause  of  private  legisla- 
tion which  took  place  some  time  ago.  Under 
the  circumstances,  I  have  no  hesitation  in 
saying  that,  although  it  might  not  affect 
very  materially  private  interests  in  this  in- 
stance, the  principle  ought  to  prevail,  and 
this  clause  should  be  stricken  out  of  the 
bill.  I  therefore  hope  that  this  principle 
wiU  be  maintained. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
While  accepting  the  ruling  of  the  Chair,  I 
do  not  understand  it  to  mean  that  this 
clause  cannot  be  amended  in  committee  so 
as  to  brng  it  within  the  rules  of  Parliament. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER — Any  clause  can  be 
proposed  in  committee. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
There  are  other  points  that  the  hon.  gentle- 
man may  take,  from  his  knowledge  of  parlia- 
mentary procedure,  which  I  wish  to  provide 
against  before  we  reach  the  committee  stage. 
It  might  be  said  that,  no  notice  being  given 
of  an  amendment,  none  can  be  made. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— No. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
While  accepting  the  ruling  of  the  Chair, 
that  ought  not  to  preclude  us  from  so 
amending  the  clause  as  to  bring  it  within 
the  rules  of  Parliament. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— You  can  add  a 
new  clause. 

Hon.  Mr.  ANGERS— You  can  add  it 
without  notice. 

The  SPEAKER— I  can  cite  authorities, 
if  necessary,  for  the  ruling  that  I  have 
given,  but  I  do  not  wish  to  take  the  time  of 
the  House,  as  some  have  been  cited  already. 


Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT — I  do  not  propose  to 
further  discuss  this  bill,  it  having  been 
pretty  well  ventilated  and  discu^ed  <m 
Saturday.  I  wish  to  propose  an  amendment, 
and  I  shall  take  the  sense  of  the  House  on 
it  at  the  third  reading  uf  the  bill,  to  uve 
time.  I  merely  give  notice  of  it  now :  it  is 
in  the  direction  of  making  the  subsidy  pay- 
able only  on  condition  of  keeping  the  road 
open. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to  and  the  bill 
was  read  the  second  time. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELLmoved 

that  the  4 1  St  rule  of  the  House  be  suspended 
so  far  as  it  relates  to  this  bill. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  House  resolved  itself  into  a  committee 
of  the  whole  on  the  bill. 

On  the  first  clause, 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— If  the  government 
do  not  feel  that  they  can  make  an  amend- 
ment to  this  clause,  they  should  make  a 
statement  with  respect  to  it.  Here  is  a 
provision  for  pajdng  a  very  large  sum  of 
money,  amounting  to  about  $1,000,000,  to  a 
company  as  to  whose  record  the  less,  per- 
haps, said  the  better.  This  company  is  al- 
lowed to  go  on  and  finance  on  this  measure. 
It  is  quite  true,  as  the  First  Minister  has 
said,  that  the  government  might  insist  upon 
the  company  carrying  the  mail,  but  the 
government  cannot  compel  that  work  to  be 
done.  They  cannot  compel  the  company  to 
operate  the  road,  and  this  money,  which  is 
intended  to  be  paid  for  services  rendered  bj 
the  company,  will,  under  the  terms  of  this 
measure,  be  paid  whether  the  company  do 
the  work  or  not.  The  company  can  issue 
bonds  and  assign  the  benefit  of  this  act  to 
the  bondholders,  as  they  are  allowed  to  do 
by  the  closing  words  of  this  clause,  and  the 
government  have  to  pay  the  $80,000  a  year, 
or  the  $40,000  a  year  as  the  case  may  be,  to 
the  assignees  of  this  company  even  though 
the  road  is  not  working  at  all.  It  is  barelv 
possible  that  we  have  not  the  right  in  tius 
House  to  amend  this  clause.  I  think  we 
have,  but  it  may  be  that  we  have  not,  and 
there  should  be  some  declaration  from  the 
government  to  the  effect  that  they  will  see 
that  the  public  interests  are  protected. 
Under  the  next  clause  the  Governor  in 
Council  have  the  right  to  alter  the  contract 
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-with  the  company.  In  the  iaterests  of  the 
public  there  should  be  a  provision  in  the 
contract  that  unless  this  $40,000  or  $80,000 
is  earned  it  shall  not  be  paid  when  the  road 
is  not  operated.  That  is  common  sense  ;  it 
appeals  to  the  plainest  sense  of  justice  of 
every  one.  We  should  have  some  declaration 
from  the  government  ■with  respect  to  that. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— An  incorpor- 
ated company,  you  mean. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  am  speaking  of 
this  company. 

Hon.   Sir  MACKENZIE    BOWELL— 
The  arguments  of  the  hon.  gentleman  would 
be  pertinent  and  much  stronger  if  they  had 
been  urged  when  the  bill  of  1891  was  passed. 
The  only  conclusion  that  we  can  arrive  at 
from  the  arguments  of  the   gentlemen  op- 
posed to  this  bill  is  that  they  are  under  the 
impression   that   we  are  granting   an  ad- 
ditional sum  to  this  enterprise.    That  is  not 
a  fact.     The  liability  of  the  country  is  not 
increased  one  single  dollar.     We  are  now 
under  an  obligation  to  grant  certain  lands 
towards  the  construction  of  this  road,  and  a 
payment  of  $80,000  per  annum  for  certain 
services  to  be  rendered   by  the  company 
when  the  road  is  completed.     If  the  service 
is  not  rendered,  then  one-third  of  the  land 
grant  to  the  company  is  to  be  held  in  secur- 
ity for  the  full  performance  of  that  duty ; 
and  as  the  road  has  to  be  built  and  the  land 
grant  is  to  extend  five  miles  on  either  side 
of  the  road,  it  is  a  self-evident  fact  that  the 
moment  the  road  is  completed  the  land  be- 
comes enhanced  in  value,  and  just  in  pro- 
portion to  the  enhanced  value  of  the  land  is 
the  security  to  the  government  increased  for 
the  fulfilment  of  that  contract.     All   the 
arguments  advanced  by  the  hon.  gentleman 
might  with  force  have  been  urged  four  years 
ago  when  the  bill  was  before  Parliament. 
At  present  we  desire  to  facilitate  the  con- 
struction of  a  road  running  for   nearly  a 
hundred  miles  through   a   portion  of  the 
country  that  is  tolerably  well  settled  at  pre- 
sent, and  in  order  to  do  that  we  propose  to 
divide  the  subsidy,  both  in  land  and  money, 
and  pay  in  proportion  after  the  road   is 
built  for  the  length  of  the  line  constructed 
and   operated.     That  is   really   the   whole 
provision   of  the   bill.      The    hon.    gentle- 
man says   that   there   ought  to  be  a  pro- 
vision    that    the     payment    should     stop 


in  case  the  line  should  cease  to  be 
operated.  I  confess  there  is  much  force 
in  the  argument,  but  that  is  a  provision 
that  does  not  exist,  nor  is  it  provided 
for  in  the  law  on  the  statute-book.  It  would 
be  so  hampering  this  company,  or  any  other 
company  with  which  the  government  might 
enter  into  a  contract  for  the  construction  of 
the  line  for  the  first  hundred  miles  at  least, 
as  to  render  their  bonds  useless  in  the  mar- 
ket. In  future  legislation  of  this  kind,  I  am 
not  prepared  to  say  that  I  would  not  be 
ready,  unless  I  see  it  in  another  light,  to 
accept  the  suggestion  of  the  hon.  gentleman ; 
but  we  have  no  right  to  do  so  now,  particu- 
larly as  those  opposed  to  the  bill  have  taken 
such  strong  grounds  against  any  interference 
directly  or  indirectly  with  the  rights  of 
private  individuals.  How  ineffective  is  their 
argument  when  you  apply  it  to  this  case. 
They  tell  us  that  the  bondholders  have  a 
lien  on  the  road  as  it  exists  for  a  very  large 
sum  of  money,  yet  they  propose  to  incorpo- 
rate in  this  bill  a  provision  which  would 
render  it  impossible  for  them  to  raise  money 
and  go  on  and  complete  it,  and  thereby 
make  their  securities  of  some  value.  I  ques- 
tion whether  we  have  a  right,  as  the  hon. 
gentleman  suggests,  under  the  rules  of  the 
Senate,  to  make  the  alteration  which  he  pro- 
poses, but  whether  we  have  or  not,  at  this 
stage  of  the  proceedings,  and  considering 
those  private  interests  for  which  my  hon. 
friend  is  so  solicitous,  I  do  not  think  the 
Senate  should  accept  a  proposition  which 
would  certainly  render,  under  the  present 
circumstances,  their  security  not  only  un- 
available, but  useless. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— In  reference  to  the 
first  part  of  the  hon.  gentleman's  argument, 
that  it  would  increase  the  value  of  the  land, 
it  is  very  well  known  that  the  forty  miles 
already  constructed  have  not  enhanced  the 
value  of  any  property  along  the  road,  inas- 
much as,  from  the  best  information  that  we 
have,  no  settlement  has  gone  in  there.  In 
reference  to  our  present  course,  if  the  Pre- 
mier had  enjoyed  a  seat  in  this  Chamber,  as 
many  of  us  have,  for  the  last  fifteen  or  twenty 
years  he  would  have  learned  the  feeling  of 
the  Senate  in  regard  to  this  bill.  He  must 
not  suppose  that  this  is  sprung  upon  the 
government  to-day  or  recently.  When 
changes  were  made  in  this  bill  in  1891,  it 
was  introduced  on  the  15th  July  and  was 
not  permitted  to  be  read  at  that  time,  be- 
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cause  it  was  not  printed.  When  it  was 
brought  up  for  a  second  reading,  there  waa 
a  strong  feeling  in  this  House  against  it, 
not  only  amongst  the  small  opposition,  but 
amongst  the  warmest  supporters  of  the 
government.  The  bill  was  debated  on  a 
second  reading  nearly  every  day  from  the 
16th  July  to  the  10th  August,  and  that 
feeling  in  reference  to  this  has  been  manifest 
for  years  back.  Every  time  the  company 
came  for  a  charter  it  met  with  great  opposi- 
tion, and  the  members  of  the  Senate  felt 
they  were  consistent  with  their  former 
course  when  they  were  offering  every  objec- 
tion to  the  bill.  Every  time  it  has  come  up 
they  have  endeavoured  to  clip  it  of  its  most 
objectionable  features.  They  failed,  how- 
ever, to  do  so,  and  the  fact  that  it  took  from 
the  16th  July  to  the  10th  August  to  get  it 
through  shows  that  the  bill  has  excited  in 
this  Chamber  a  great  deal  of  feeling  and 
opposition,  and  therefore  it  naturally  aroused 
suspicion,  perhaps  not  properly  well  founded. 
In  the  absence  of  the  bill  itself,  and  in  the 
absence  of  the  file  of  papers  that  I  thought 
would  have  been  on  the  Table,  and  which  I 
had  made  many  ineffectual  efforts  to  discover, 
an  anxious  doubt  was  created  as  to  what 
was  sought  by  this  bill.  It  was  only  after 
the  Premier  sent  me  the  copy  of  the  bill 
which  I  read  yesterday  that  I  knew  all 
about  it.  Some  of  the  clauses  are  very 
much  confused. 

Hon. Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-The 
statement  which  the  Hon.  gentleuian  makes 
only  intensifies  the  argument.  The  fact  that 
it  took  from  July  to  September  lo  put  it 
through  shows  the  gre.at  care  nnd  thought 
given  to  its  provisions,  since  it  took  all  that 
time  to  discuss  it.  I  know  that  a  great  many 
of  my  political  friends  nre  opposed  to  the 
whole  principle  of  the  bill.  The  fact  that  it 
took  two  months  to  consider  it 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— One  month. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
Well,  one  month,  and  the  fact  that  the 
House  adopted  it  with  this  provision  in  it, 
only  adds  force  to  the  position  which  I  have 
taken.  I  am  quite  aware  of  the  opposition 
that  he  has  offered,  but  I  wish  to  take  the 
opportunity  to  disabuse  the  hon.  gentleman's 
mind  of  some  misapprehensions  in  reference 
to  this  bill.  It  will  be  remembered  that  in 
his  speech  on  Saturday  the  hon.  gentleman 


stated  that  he  had  tried  to  obtain  a  copy  d 
the  bill,  that  he  could  not  find  it  at  the  gov- 
ernment printing  o£Sce,  that  they  knewinth- 
ing  at  all  about  it,  and  that  it  must  hm 
been  smuggled  through  some  private  printing 
office. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT — I  did  not  say  "smug- 
gled." 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL- 
Yes,  that  is  the  word. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  did  not  mean  any 

dishonesty. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— The 
inference  was  that  it  was  sent  to  a  pri\-ate 
printing  office  and  printed  so  as  to  be  kept 
from  the  view  of  the  members  of  the  Hou.ie 
of  Commons.  Well,  that  is  mt  correct  The 
bill  was  printed  at  the  government  printing 
office  in  the  usual  way.  The  best  evidence 
of  that  is  the  paper  on  which  it  is  printed 
and  the  printing.  I  admit  it  was  introduced 
in  the  Commons  at  a  very  late  period,  and 
consequently  the  hon.  gentleman  may  not 
have  been  able  to  obtain  a  copy  from  the 
printing  office  as  soon  as  he  should  have  had 
it.  It  was  printed  in  the  usual  way,  and 
there  was  no  smuggling,  directly  or  indirect- 
ly, in  connection  with  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  quite  accept  the 
hon.  gentleman's  explanation.  But  I  ma? 
say  I  went  to  Mr.  Botterell's  office  repeatedly  i 
and  had  him  telephone  down  to  the  printing 
office.  I  said  I  knew  there  was  a  printed 
copy  in  the  Speaker's  hands,  and  the  author- 
ities to  whom  he  was  telephoning  stated  it 
was  not  printed  at  the  Bureau.  I  went 
back  and  said,  "  I  am  told  by  other  gentle- 
men there  are  printed  copies  of  it ;  the\'  did 
not  print  one  copy  merely."  And  he  said, 
"  The  printing  office  disown  any  knowledge 
of  the  bill." 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I 
never  saw  a  copy  of  it  before. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  wish  to  make 
three  or  four  observations  with  reference  to 
the  business  aspect  of  my  suggestion.  The 
hon.  First  Minister  said  it  would  be  an  im- 
proper interference  with  private  rights  if 
any  such  amendment  were  made  to  the  bill, 
or  if  the  government  were  to  express  any 
such  intention.     I  think  I   can  relieve  his 
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mind  of  the  dread  of  interfering  with  their 
proper  rights.  If  this  bill  does  not  pass  at 
present  the  company  is  practically  dead. 
They  cannot  build  the  whole  road.  Every- 
body knows  that ;  and  they  come  here  and 
ask  for  power  under  this  bill  to  build  half 
of  the  road,  and  then  to  get  half  of  the  sub- 
sidy. The  government  passed  this  measure 
with  the  effect,  perhaps,  of  enabling  this 
company  to  go  on  with  their  work,  which 
they  cannot  do  now,  and  then,  in  order 
further  to  show  that  the  hon.  First  Minis- 
ter's qualms  of  conscience  are  not  called  for, 
I  find  under  the  second  clause  that  there  is 
a  provision  made,  which  reads  : 

The  Governor  in  Council  it  hereby  authorized 
and  empowered  to  alter  and  to  modify  the  said 
contract  in  accordance  with  the  terms  of  the  Ai<l 
Act  and  of  this  act. 

And  I  think,  considering  we  are  going  to 
let  them  have  the  money  for  building  85 
miles  in  addition  to  the  40  miles  which  they 
have  already  built 

Hon.  Mr.  MacINNES  (Burlington)— 
No,  not  85  miles,  but  half  the  road. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— There  are  40  miles 
built,  and  85  more  would  make  half  the 
road.  The  line  which  is  provided  for  under 
this  clause  is  the  route  to  the  Saskatchewan, 
which  ia  250  miles.  Half  of  250  is  125,  and 
they  have  to  build  85  miles  more,  and  then 
they  are  entitled  to  get  this  $40,000  a  year 
to  finance  on.  I  think,  in  consideration  of 
the  fact  that  the  government  is  doing  that, 
it  is  the  duty  of  the  government  to  the 
people  who  are  paying  the  money  to  see  that 
some  protection  is  offered  to  the  people  of 
the  country.  Just  consider  the  First  Minis- 
ter coming  here  and  telling  us,  "  Here  it  is 
true  we  are  asking  for  this  large  amount  of 
money,  but  we  do  not  propose  to  put  any 
safeguard  in  the  contract.  We  will  let  them 
do  as  they  did  in  the  past ;  we  will  let  them 
build  this  line  as  they  did  the  40  miles,  and 
let  them  issue  their  bonds,  and  get  their 
money  on  it,  and  we  shall  not  compel  them 
to  operate  the  road  at  all,  and  we  will  have 
this  road  just  the  same  as  the  40  miles,  two 
parallel  streaks  of  rust  on  the  prairie  north  of 
Winnipeg."  I  am  surprised  at  the  attitude 
of  the  government  in  this  matter;  and  I 
am  sure,  whatever  the  House  thinks,  the 
people  of  the  country  will  condemn  snch  an 
attitude. 


Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— Only  twenty 
miles  of  the  forty  already  constructed  will 
form  a  part  of  the  intended  route,  and  from 
that  point  of  junction  to  the  Saskatchewan 
is  293  miles.  Under  the  bill  they  have  to 
build  half  of  that  293  miles  before  they  have 
earned  the  subsidy. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— It  is  250  miles,  and 
not  293, 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— The  hon.  gen- 
tleman is  misinformed. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— That  is  the  state- 
ment you  made  on  Saturday. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— No,  it  is  not  the 
statement  that  I  made.  You  were  not  paying 
attention  or  you  would  not  have  said  it. 
The  old  route  east  of  Lake  Manitoba  is  250 
miles,  and  the  route  on  the  west  is  293  miles. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— This  ckuse  does  not 
refer  to  that  route  at  all. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— I  say  that  under 
this  bill  and  under  the  previous  act  it  was 
open  to  them  to  have  either  the  eastern  or 
western  route.     There  is  no  change  what- 
ever in  the  bill,  as  far  as  that  is  concerned, 
and,  therefore,  my  hon.  friend  is  entirely 
wrong  with  regard  to  what  the  company  will 
have  to  do  before  they  earn  the  840,000. 
My  hon.  friend  mnde  a  very  important  state- 
ment a  few  moments  ago ;  I  do  not  think  he 
felt  the  importance  of  it  at  the  moment. 
A  very  great   deal   of  time  was  spent  on 
Saturday  talking  of  the  interests  of  bond- 
holders, and  showing  it  was  the  duty  of  Par- 
liament to  protect  the  bondholders  above 
every   other    consideration,    and    my    hon. 
fi'iend  from  Ottawa  took  the  same  ground 
to-day  ;  yet  the  gentlemen  are  doing  all  they 
can  to  defeat  this  bill  and  to  prevent  it 
being  passed.     At  the  same  time  my  hon. 
friend,  the  senior  member  for  Halifax,  says 
if  this  bill  is  not  passed  by  this  House,  that 
j  this   Winnipeg   Great    Northern    Railway 
I  Company  will  cease  to  exist.     Now,  what 
j  will  happen  the  bondholders  in  that  case  f 
I  Is  it  in   the   interests   of  the  bondholders 
I  that  our  friends  opposite  are  working  ?   The 
I  interests  of  the  bondholders  must  go  with 
I  the  company.     I  have  the  figures  before  me. 
I  The  distance  from  Winnipeg  to  Saskatche- 
j  wan  via  Gladstone  is  293  miles.     That  was 
I  the  statement  I  made  on  Saturday.  The  dis- 
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tance  from  Winnipeg  to  the  Saskatchewan, 
taking  the  old  proposed  route  of  the  Hudson 
Bay  Company,  is  250  miles ;  and  I  now  re- 
peat what  I  said  a  few  moments  ago,  that 
after  using  twenty  miles  of  the  old  line 
already  built,  the  company  will  have  to  build 
137  miles  more  before  they  earn  the  $40,000 
as  half  of  the  $80,000. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— That  is  if  they  take 
the  western  route. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— And  my  hon. 
friend  is  wrons;  as  to  the  statement  he  makes 
as  to  the  number  of  miles  of  railway  they 
will  have  to  construct  when  they  will  be  in 
a  position  to  claim  the  (40,000.  There  is 
another  statement  to  which  I  wish  to  direct 
the  attention  of  the  House :  when  this  mat- 
ter came  up  on  Saturday  my  hon.  friends  on 
the  other  side  seemed  to  contend  that  it  con- 
tained every  principle  of  evil  that  their 
minds  could  possibly  imagine.  They  talked 
about  things  which  were  not  in  it,  more 
particularly  the  provisions  of  the  old  statute, 
which  are  not  in  this  at  all.  We  had  to  ex- 
plain that  there  was  very  little  departure 
from  the  old  statute  in  the  bill.  In  fact,  as 
far  as  the  Winnipeg  Great  Northern  Rail- 
way was  concerned,  it  only  differed  in  one 
particular,  and  that  was  the  division  of  the 
subsidy,  and  now  our  friends  want  to  intro- 
duce some  other  changes  in  the  bUl,  which 
Parliament  in  its  wisdom  did  not  think  it 
necessary  to  have  incorporated  in  the  bill 
when  they  legislated  upon  the  subject  in 
previous  years.  The  bill  is  but  a  small  de- 
parture from  the  existing  statutes.  The  only 
.important  point  in  which  it  differs  from  those 
is  simply  the  division  of  the  subsidy.  It 
does  not  change  the  route  of  the  road.  It 
is  quite  competent  for  them  to  go  east  or 
west  under  the  existing  statutes.  It  does 
not  oblige  them  to  take  a  new  route.  It 
simply  decides  this  point,  that  on  the  com- 
pletion of  half  of  the  road  they  will  be  in  a 
position  to  claim  and  be  paid  one-half  of  the 
subsidy. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  think  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  Marshfield  is  in  error.  We 
are  dealing  now  with  the  first  clause  of  the 
bill,  and  what  does  that  say )  It  says  that 
the  government  may  pay  one-half  of  the  said 
sum  of  $80,000,  to  be  paid  annually,  com- 
mencing from  the  date  of  the  completion  by 
the  company  of  one-half  of  their  Uue  to  be 


constructed  between  Winnipeg  and  Saskat- 
chewan River.  As  I  understand  it,  that  is 
not  the  line  via  Gladstone.  Further,  the 
hon.  gentleman  has  admitted  that  it  is  only 
250  miles  from  Winnipeg  to  the  Saskat- 
chewan River. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— On  the  west 
side? 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— On  the  east  side. 
The  hon.  gentleman  may  shake  his  head 
My  statement  is  perfectly  true.  It  is  only 
250  miles  from  Winnipeg  to  the  Saskatche- 
wan River,  and  this  company,  by  building 
85  miles  in  addition  to  the  40  already  con- 
structed, will  have  built  half  the  road  fnnii 
Winnipeg  to  the  Saskatohewan  River  and 
can  draw  the  subsidy  of  840,000  a  year. 
The  hon.  gentleman  undertook  to  contradict 
me  when  I  stated  that,  but  it  is  perfectly 
true.  The  hon.  gentleman  assumed  that  the 
company  were  going  to  build  west  of  the 
lake.  I  did  not  assume  that;  if  they 
wanted  to  get  the  money  for  the  least  pos- 
sible work  they  would  build  east  of  the  lake. 
I  was  under  the  impression  that  the  wording 
of  this  was  a  little  different  from  what  it  is. 
Take  the  3rd  clause: — 

3.  In  the  event  of-  a  contract  not  being  entered 
into  with  the  company  in  compliance  with  the 
terms  of  this  Act  in  so  far  as  it  relates  to  the  con- 
struction of  the  first  half  of  the  company's  railway, 
the  Governor  in  Council  may,  subject  to  the  tenns 
of  the  Bai(i  Aid  Act  and  of  this  Act,  transfer  the 
amount  applicable  to  such  first  half  of  the  com- 
pany's railway,  namely,  forty  thousand  dollars  per 
annum  for  twenty  years,  to  a  company  anthorixed 
to  construct  a  line  of  railway  from  Portage  la 
Prairie  or  Gladstone,  to  Lake  Dauphin  or  there- 
abouts. 

That  clause  provides  for  the  construction  of 
the  road  west  of  the  lake,  but  I  do  not  think 
it  probable  that  the  company  would  build 
293  miles  when  they  might  get  off  with  250 
miles,  particularly  if  they  are  building  the 
road  simply  in  order  to  get  money.  With 
respect  to  the  bondholders,  the  hon.  gentle- 
man apparently  took  the  ground  that  the 
hon.  gentleman  from  Ottawa  and  myself  had 
opposed  this  legislation  in  the  interest  of  the 
bondholders.  Speaking  for  my.self,  I  opposed 
it  in  the  public  interest.  If  you  are  going 
to  act  In  behalf  of  any  private  interest,  then 
the  interest  of  the  bondholders  should  be 
consulted.  I  cannot  understand  the  line 
taken  by  the  government  here.  It  indicates 
that  they  do  not  expect  that  this  company 
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are  going  to  operate  the  road,  or  that  the 
road  will  be  operated.  Do  they  propose  to 
give  $1,000,000  away  as  a  present  to  this 
company  1  That  is  just  what  it  looks  like, 
because  otherwise  should  they  not  be  most 
anxious  in  the  contract  they  make  with  the 
company  to  see  that  some  value  ia  given  to 
the  country  for  the  money  that  is  to  be 
granted  t 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— The  hon.  gen- 
tleman is  talking  ancient  history.  I  think 
every  hon.  member  of  this  House  is  aware 
— it  has  been  announced  publicly  again  and 
again,  in  fact  it  has  been  published  for 
months  past — that  the  company  have  aban- 
doned their  intention  of  building  east  of 
Lake  Manitoba  and  that  their  proposition  is 
entirely  now  confined  to  the  line  west  of 
Lake  Manitoba  to  run  through  the  Dauphin 
country.  Therefore,  all  the  figures  that  I 
have  been  discussing  in  this  House  have 
been  in  reference  to  the  route  that  it  is  now 
proposed  the  company  shall  take.  I  repeat 
what  I  said  a  few  minutes  ago,  that  from 
the  plans  in  our  possession  and  from  infor- 
mation that  I  have  on  the  subject,  20  miles 
of  the  line  already  located  and  constructed 
is  common  to  either  route,  the  one  west  or 
the  one  east  of  Lake  Manitoba,  that  from 
that  point  a  new  line,  altogether  different 
from  that  proposed  to  be  taken  from  Lake 
Manitoba,  will  be  followed.  All  that  line 
is  through  an  excellent  country,  and  my 
hon.  friend  must  be  oblivious  of  the  fact 
that  this  was  the  company's  proposition  and 
is  what  we  have  been  discussing  a  few  days 
back,  a  line  running  west  of  Lake  Mani- 
toba. The  objection  that  is  offered  as  to 
paralleling  other  lines  could  only  come  in 
with  respect  to  that  line.  The  objection  to 
that  route  is  that  it  will  parallel  the  Cana- 
dian Pacific  Railway,  and  to  some  extent 
the  Manitoba  and  Korth-westem  Railway. 
The  figures  that  I  gave  yesterday  are  cor- 
rect— that  the  company,  in  addition  to  the 
20  miles  of  line  sJready  constructed,  will 
have  to  buOd  about  1 40  miles  of  railway  be- 
fore they  will  earn  this  $40,000  a  year  as  a 
subsidy.  I  have  to  say  in  connection  with 
that — and  the  statement  is  fully  corrobo- 
rated by  every  one  who  has  studied  the 
country — that  the  first  half  of  the  road  to 
the  Saskatchewan  by  the  west  side  of  Lake 
Manitoba  runs  through  a  good  fertile  coun- 
try, and  there  need  not  be  the  slightest  ap- 
prehension in  the  minds  of  hon.  members 
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about  the  line  running  through  that  country 
being  operated  after  it  is  constructed. 
There  are  about  10,000  inhabitants  in  that 
country  already.  AH  the  homestead  lands 
are  taken  up,  and  as  soon  as  this  railway 
goes  through,  the  remaining  part  of  these 
lands,  which  are  among  the  best  in  the 
North-west,  will  be  settled,  and  there  is  no 
doubt  that  the  road  will  be  operated. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Do  I  understand  the 
hon.  gentleman  to  say  that  this  rood  has  to 
be  built  west  of  the  lake  1 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— No. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Let  the  hon.  gentle- 
man speak  for  himself.  He  stated  that  it 
wovdd. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— I  say  that  that 
is  the  proposition  of  the  company.  That  is 
very  plain,  but  neither  this  bill  nor  the 
existing  act  renders  it  necessary  to  build  on 
one  side  or  the  other. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— It  was  stated  in 
another  place  by  the  Minister  of  Railways 
that  the  company  could  build  east  of  the 
lake  as  well. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— Yes. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— That  is  what  I  said. 
What  is  the  hon.  gentleman  making  the  row 
about  1  I  say  if  they  can  build  east  of  the 
lake  they  can  earn  the  money  by  building 
eighty-five  miles. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— They  are  not 
such  fools  as  to  do  that. 

The  CHAIRMAN— Do  I  understand  that 
the  aid  now  proposed  to  be  given  to  the  line 
is  to  apply  on  the  forty  miles  already  built  ? 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— No. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— We  cannot  take 
verbal   statements.       What  does   the   bill 

say? 

One-half  of  the  said  sum  of  eighty  thousand 
dollars  to  be  paid  annaally,  commencing  from  the 
date  of  the  completion  by  the  company  of  one-half 
of  their  line  to  be  constructed  between  Winnipeg 
and  the  Saskatchewan  River ;  and  the  remaining 
one- half  of  the  said  sum  of  eighty  thousand  dollam 
to  be  paid  annually,  commencing  from  the  date  of 
the  completion  of  the  remaining  half  of  their  line 
to  be  constructed  between  Winnipeg  and  the  Sas- 
katchewan River. 

The  clause  was  agreed  to  on  a  division 
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On  the  3rd  clause, 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— In  order  to  make 
the  meaning  of  that  clause  perfectly  clear, 
we  should  say :  "  To  an  incorporated  com- 
pany." 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
Ot,  no. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER — If  the  government 
proposed  to  get  up,  by  order  in  council,  some 
sort  of  a  company  to  do  this  work,  I  could 
understand  the  hon.  gentleman's  "Oh,  no," 
but  if  the  intention  is  to  deal  fairly,  and,  in 
case  the  company  are  not  in  a  position  to  do 
the  work,  to  let  some  other  incorporated 
company  do  it,  then  I  think  it  should  be, 
"Oh,  yes."  I  move  that  the  words  "an 
incorporated  "  be  inserted  in  line  7,  before 
the  word  "  company." 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— It 
says  now :  "  To  a  company  authorized  to 
construct  a  line."  It  must  be  an  incorpor- 
ated company  if  it  has  any  authority  to  build 
a  line.  There  is  no  necessity  for  the  word 
"  incorporated,"  because  it  is  fully  covered 
by  the  words  "  to  a  company  authorized  to 
construct  a  line  of  railway  from  Portage  la 
Prairie  or  Gladstone  to  Lake  Dauphin."  It 
is  fully  provided  for. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— It  seems  to  me  that 
it  is  just  as  easy  for  the  government  to  pass 
an  order  in  council  constituting  a  company 
for  the  purpose  of  doing  this  work  as  it  was 
for  them  to  pass  an  order  in  council  hand- 
ing 82,500,000  to  the  company.  Both  things 
seem  to  require  the  authority  of  Parliament, 
but  an  order  in  council  has  great  virtue 
under  the  present  administration. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— It 
has,  but  no  government  has  power  to  pass  an 
order  in  councU  to  incorporate  a  company 
or  grant  them  money.  The  hon.  gentleman 
knows  that  as  well  as  I  do. 

The  amendment  was  declared  lost,  and  the 
clause  was  agreed  to. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— I  propose  to  add 
a  clause  .to  the  bill.  The  objection  to  the 
clause  which  has  been  struck  out  and  which 
the  hon.  Speaker  has  ruled  out,  is  that  it 
amends  a  private  bill.  The  provision  itself 
is  a  general  one.  There  ought  to  be  a  gen- 
eral provision  in  this  bill,  because  hon.  gen- 


tlemen are  well  aware  that  tbb  bill  itah 
with  more  than  the  Winnipeg  Great  Northeni 
Company.  The  clause  which  we  have  been 
discussing  proposed  that  the  govenmient,  in 
the  event  of  the  company  not  making  a  eon- 
tract  for  the  construction  of  this  raid,  cto 
make  a  contract  with  another  oompanj  u- 
thorized  for  the  purpose  of  constructing  the 
railway.  The  pro\asion  that  I  want  to  hare 
inserted  in  the  bill  will  be  a  general  one, 
which  is  not  submitted  as  an  amendment  to 
any  private  bill,  but  as  a  gener^  provisioo 
that  will  affect  the  contract  that  the  govern- 
ment may  make  with  any  other  company  for 
the  construction  of  the  road  : — 

The  main  line  of  the  railway  shall  be  con)plet«ii 
to  the  Saskatchewan  River,  by  thirty -first  day  of 
December,  one  tbouaand  eight  hundred  and  ninetf- 
eight,  otherwise  the  powers  granted  with  respwt 
to  such  construction  shall  be  nnll  and  void  as  re- 
spects so  much  of  the  railway  as  then  renwins  un- 
completed." 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— That  is  the  same 
clause. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— It  is,  but  it 
does  not  apply  to  any  company. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— This  is  simply  stat- 
ing the  provision  which  has  been  ruled  out 
The  hon.  gentleman's  pretext  for  this  change 
is  still  more  remarkable,  because  he  savs 
that  another  company  may  be  authorized  to 
build  the  road.  Well,  the  other  companv 
are  only  authorized  to  build  a  road  from 
Portage  la  Prairie  to  Lake  Dauphin,  and  the 
hon.  gentleman's  amendment  to  limit  the 
time  in  which  the  work  shall  be  completed 
to  the  mouth  of  the  Saskatchewan  is  made 
to  apply  to  a  line  only  to  Lake  Dauphin. 
This  is  the  same  enactment  in  other  words. 
It  cannot  apply  to  the  Lake  Dauphin  road, 
because  they  have  nothing  to  do  with  it  to 
the  Saskatchewan.  It  is  clearly  open  to  the 
same  objection  as  the  original  clause. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  hope  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman is  not  serious  in  proposing  this 
amendment.  If  you  cut  off  the  repealing 
paragraph  this  is  the  clause  that  the  Speak- 
er has  ruled  out — the  same  clause.  Surely 
the  hon.  gentleman  is  not  serious.  I  think 
the  committee  are  entitled  to  a  little  serious 
action  on  the  part  of  the  government  in  this 
matter. 


Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON- 
ous  in  the  matter. 


-I  am  quite  sen- 
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Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  did  not  know  that 
the  hon.  gentleman  appeared  as  a  humourist 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BO  WELL— In 
order  to  prevent  any  difficulty  in  this  mat- 
ter, and  in  order  to  get  this  through  without 
sending  it  to  the  House  of  Commons,  I  ask 
m}'  hon.  friend  to  withdraw  the  amendment 
and  let  the  fourth  clause  drop. 

The  amendment  was  withdrawn. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Of  course,  the  pro- 
posed 4th  clause  would  have  been  ruled  out 
by  the  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Commons. 

Hon.  Mr.  MacINNES,  from  the  couimit- 
tee,  reported  the  bill  with  an  amendment, 
which  was  concurred  in. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL 
moved  the  suspension  of  the  41st  rule. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL 
moved  the  third  reading  of  the  bill. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  will  not  make  any 
observation  in  proposing  the  amendment  of 
which  I  gave  notice.     It  is  as  follows : — 

That  the  bill  be  not  now  read  the  third  time, 
but  that  it  be  referred  back  to  a  committee  of  the 
whole  House  with  instruction  to  insert  the  follow- 
ing clause  OS  subsection  a  to  section  one  of  the  said 
bill :  "  Provided  further  that  the  annual  subsidy 
of  §80,000  for  the  transport  of  men,  supplies  and 
mails  up  to  the  Saskatchewan  River,  or  the  pay- 
ment of  the  annual  sub-lidy  of  $40,000  for  the  con- 
atnictioii  of  one-half  of  the  company's  line  shall 
not  he  paid  if  the  company  at  any  time  cease  or 
fail  to  operate  the  entire  line  or  oue-half  of  the  said 
line  if  only  one-half  the  line  be  built,  and  the  sub- 
sidy for  the  entire  line,  or  for  one-half  the  line,  as 
the  case  may  b«,  shall  only  be  payable  during  such 
years  as  the  railway  is  maintained  and  operated  to 
the  satisfaction  of  the  Governor  in  Coimcil." 

I  have  left  it  to  the  government  to  say 
whether  the  line  is  to  be  operated  to  earn 
the  subsidy. 

The  Senate  divided  on  the  amendment, 
which  was  rejected  by  the  following  vote  : — 

CO.VTESTS  : 

Hon.  Messrs. 
Dever,  Power, 

Mclnnes  (Victoria),  Reesor, 

Maclnnes  (Burlington),    .Scott.— 6. 

NoN-CONTENTS  : 

Hon.  Messrs. 
Angers,  Primrose, 

Bernier,  Read  (Quints), 
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Bowell  (Sir  Mackenzie),  Ross  (Speaker), 

Clemow,  Smith  (.Sir  Frank), 

Ferguson  (P.E.I.),  Sullivan.— 11. 
Murphy, 

The  bill  was  then  read  the  third  time  and 
passed  on  a  division. 

THE  MANITOBA  SCHOOL 
QUESTION. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL 
moved  the  adjournment  of  the  House. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  wish  to  say  a  few 
words  on  a  subject  which  has  not  been  dis- 
cussed for  some  little  time,  although  it  has 
been  before  the  House  on  various  occasions 
— the  Manitoba  School  question.  I  made  a 
few  observations  with  respect  to  that  subject 
when  the  address  in  reply  to  His  Excel- 
lency's speech  was  under  consideration,  and 
since  that  time  the  question  has  not  been 
discussed  at  large  in  this  House.  Observa- 
tions were  made  by  several  hon.  gentlemen 
then.  I  should  not  make  any  ol»ervations 
on  the  subject  now,  were  it  not  that  a  num- 
ber of  articles  have  appeared  in  a  leading 
Liberal  new8pap>er  published  iu  Toronto 
which  lay  down  views  and  propound  a  policy 
with  respect  to  this  Manitoba  School  ques- 
tion of  which  I  altogether  disapprove.  Those 
views  and  the  policy  which  is  propounded  in 
the  articles  in  that  paper,  are  not  the  views 
of  the  Liberal  party  at  large  and  they  do  not 
indicate  the  policy  of  the  liberal  party.  It 
night  be  said  that  it  would  be  quite  unnec- 
cessary  that  this  statement  should  be  made, 
because  the  newspaper,  the  sheet  I  refer  to, 
the  Toronto  Globe,  itself  states  that  it  is  not 
the  organ  of  any  party,  that  it  is  an  inde- 
pendent newspaper ;  but  notwithstanding 
that,  I  have  found  that  in  the  province  from 
which  I  come  the  party  with  which  I  am 
associated  is  very  often  held  responsible  for 
those  things  which  appear  in  the  Toronto 
Globe.  In  the  same  way,  even  in  this 
Chamber  I  have  heard  the  Liberal  party  held 
responsible  by  gentlemen  speaking  on  behalf 
of  the  Government,  for  the  views  of  the 
Toronto  Globi.  The  Globe  is  a  very  able 
newspaper.  As  a  general  thing,  its  views 
are  those  of  a  large  proportion  of  the 
Liberal  party ;  but  on  this  particular 
question,  as  on  a  great  many  other  questions, 
its  views  are  simply  those  of  an  independent 
newspaper,  and  they  do  not  represent  the 
views  cd  th«  Liberal  party  as  a  whole.     In 
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fact,  I  know  that  on  this  particular  ques- 
tion, the  views  expressed  by  the  Gl<Ae  are 
not  the  views  entertained  by  a  majority  of 
the  parliamentary  members  of  the  Liberal 
party,  nor,  I  presume,  of  the  majority  of  the 
party  outside  of  Parliament.  The  doctrine 
laid  down  in  the  newspaper  is,  that  this 
matter  of  the  Manitoba  schools  is  purely  and 
exclusively  a  matt«r  of  provincial  jurisdic- 
tion. Although  the  Liberal  party  have,  as 
compared  with  the  Conservative  party,  ad- 
vocated provincial  rights,  they  have  advocat- 
ed those  rights  as  set  forth  in  the  constitu- 
tion ;  and  it  is  perfectly  clear,  and  is  laid 
down  as  distinctly  as  possible  in  the  constitu- 
tion, that  under  certain  circumstances,  with 
respect  to  matters  of  education,  tlie  Federal 
Parliament  have  a  right  to  interfere.  There 
is  no  question  whatever  about  that,  and 
consequently  the  theory  of  the  Globe  news- 
paper that  this  is  purely  a  matter  of  provin- 
cial rights  is  not  tenable  at  all.  These 
views,  which  I  have  expressed,  are  the  views 
entertained  by  a  majority  of  the  Liberal 
party.  With  respect  to  my  individual  views, 
which  perhaps  do  not  concern  hon.  gentle- 
men much,  I  may  say  they  are  these  :  I  do 
not  say  they  are  the  views  that  I  have 
entertained  all  along  ;  but  after  due  con- 
sideration and  reflection,  the  opinion  I  have 
formed  is  this  :  that  when  the  government  re- 
ceived the  decision  of  the  Judicial  Committee 
of  the  Privy  Council — mind,  I  do  not  wish  to 
be  understood  as  blaming  the  government 
seriously  for  what  they  have  done — I  think 
now,  looking  at  the  thing  in  the  light  of  our 
experience,  the  wisest  course  would  have 
been  for  the  government  not  to  ho-ve  imme- 
diately met  and  formulated  a  formidable 
remedial  order,  but  to  have  communicated 
the  decision  of  the  Judicial  Committee  of 
the  Privy  Council  to  the  Manitoba  govern- 
ment in  a  friendly  way,  accompanied  with 
some  friendly  communication  to  the  effect 
that  they  had  better  try  and  settle  this 
matter  in  a  satisfactory  way.  The  fact  that 
the  remedial  order  was  issued  after  the 
hearing  of  the  case  here  put  the  Manitoba 
government  and  legislature,  to  a  certain 
extent,  on  their  dignity,  and  it  is  much  more 
difficult  to  settle  the  matter  now  than  it 
might  have  been  before.  At  the  same  time 
the  government  and  Parliament  have  given 
— they  have  done  late  what  I  think  they 
should  have  done  early — they  have  given  to 
the  Manitoba  government  and  legislature 
time  for  consideration  and  time  to  remove 


the  reasonible  g:-ievance<  of  the  minority  of 
Manitoba,  and  I  feel  that  what  the  bu::. 
First  Minister  says  with  respect  to  the  prac- 
tical difficulties  in  the  way  of  the  interference 
of  Parliament  is  perfectly  true.  And  I 
hope  that  in  order  to  avoid  these  difficulties 
the  Manitoba  government  and  legislature 
will  settle  the  mntter  as  has  been  suggested 
by  the  government  here.  I  trust  that  when 
we  meet  again  we  shall  hear  that  Manitoba 
has  settled  her  own  difficulties,  and  I  mar 
venture  to  go  this  much  further — and  I 
think  that  I  express  the  sentiments,  I  do 
not  say  of  the  majority,  but  certainly  of  a 
very  large  proportion  of  the  denomination 
to  which  I  belong — and  say  that  any 
arrangement  which  satisfies  the  reasonable 
requirements  of  the  minority  ought  to  be 
accepted,  even  though  that  settlement  is 
not  in  the  exact  line  of  the  remedial  order. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— I  am  glad  to 
hear  my  hon.  friend's  remarks  upon  this 
matter,  but  it  is  all  very  well  for  a  man  to 
be  wise  after  events  happen. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— You  should  not  say 
that. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— My  hon.  friend 
admits  that  he  was  in  harmony  with  the 
order  on  the  Manitoba  government,  but- 
after  the  events  which  have  occurre<l,  he 
thinks  it  would  have  been  better  if  we  h.-ul 
been  more  conciliatory.  I  think  the  feeling 
of  the  country  is  that  the  government 
merely  did  its  duty  in  forwarding  to  the 
Manitoba  government  what  the  Privy 
Council  had  ordered.  Now,  with  regard  to 
the  Globe,  my  hon.  friend  may  say  it  does 
not  express  the  opinion  of  the  Reform  party, 
and  he  may  be  right;  but  in  their  pro- 
nouncements upon  this  very  question  they 
voice  the  strong  sentiments  of  the  majorit}* 
of  the  party. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— That  is  not  correct. 
I  made  a  statement  which  was  made 
authoritively. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— I  think  my 
hon.  friend  should  not  interrupt  me.  He 
has  said  quite  enough  this  session.  I  have 
just  as  much  right  to  my  opinion  as  my  hon. 
friend.  The  reason  why  it  has  said  so  is 
that  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  never  took 
a  stand  upon  this  question.      We  do  not 
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know  what  stand  he  will  adopt.  We  do  not 
know  whether  he  is  in  favour  of  provincial 
rights  or  not.  He  is  waiting  to  be  governed 
by  the  circumstances  that  may  occur. 

The  Senate  then  adjourned. 

THE  PROROGATION. 

This  day,  at  four  o'clock,  p.m.,  His  Ex- 
cellency the  Governor  General  proceeded  in 
state  to  the  Senate  Chamber  in  the  parlia- 
ment buildings,  and  touk  his  seat  upon  the 
Throne.  The  senators  being  assembled,  His 
Excellency  was  pleased  to  command  the  at- 
tendance of  the  House  of  Commons,  and  that 
House  Ijeing  present,  the  following  bills  were 
assented  to,  in  Her  Majesty's  name,  by  His 
Excellency  the  Governor  General,  viz. : — 

An  Act  rf8])ecting  the  St.  Catharines  ami  Niag- 
ara Central  Railway  Company,  and  to  change  the 
name  of  the  Company  to  the  Niagara,  Hamilton 
and  Pacific  Railway  Company. 

All  Act  to  incorporate  Gilmour  and  Hughson 
{Limited). 

An  Act  to  incorporate  the  Grand  Falls  Water 
Power  and  Boom  Com])any. 

An  Act  to  amend  chapter  10  of  the  Statutes  of 
1892,  respecting  the  Harbour  Commissioners  of 
Thiee  Rivers. 

An  Act  further  to  amend  the  General  Inspection 
Act. 

An  Act  further  to  amend  the  Insurance  Act. 

An  Act  further  to  amend  the  Act  to  encourage 
the  development  of  the  .Sea  Fisheries  and  the  build- 
ing of  Fishing  Vessels. 

An  Act  to  amend  the  Act  respecting  certain  Fe- 
male Offenders  in  the  Province  of  Nova  Scotia. 

An  Act  to  incoiporate  the  Ontario  Accident  In- 
surance Company. 

An  Act  respecting  the  Oshawa  Railway  Com- 
pany. 

An  Act  further  to  amend  the  Fisheries  Act. 

An  Act  further  to  amend  the  Public  Works  Act. 

An  Act  further  to  amend  the  Act  respecting  the 
incorporation  of  Boards  of  Trade. 

An  Act  respecting  the  Clifton  Suspension  Bridge 
Company. 

An  Act  further  to  amend  the  Act  to  readjust  the 
Representation  in  the  House  of  Commons. 

An  Act  further  to  amend  "  The  Indian  .\ct." 

An  Act  further  to  amend  the  Dominion  Lands 
Act. 

An  Act  to  incorporate  the  Hamilton  and  I^ke 
Erie  Power  Company. 

An  Act  further  to  amend  the  Civil  Service  Act. 

An  Act  to  incorporate  tlie  Merchants'  Life  Asso- 
ciation of  Canada. 

An  Act  to  revive  and  amend  the  Acts  to  enable 
the  City  of  Winnipeg  to  utilize  the  Assiniboine 
River  water  power. 

An  Act  respecting  the  Voters'  List  of  1893. 

.A.n  Act  further  to  amend  the  Act  .respecting  the 
Judges  of  Provincial  Courts. 

An  Act  respecting  Commercial  Treaties  affecting 
Canada. 


An  Act  for  the  settlement  of  certain  questions 
lietween  the  Governments  of  Canada  and  British 
Columbia  relating  to  lands  in  the  Railway  Belt, 
British  Columbia. 

An  Act  respecting  La  Chambre  de Commerce  du 
district  de  Montreal. 

An  Act  to  amend  "The  Copyright  Act." 
An  Act  to  incorporate  the  International  Radial 
Railway  Company. 

An  Act  respecting  the  Toronto,  Hamilton  and 
Buffalo  Railway  Company. 

An  Act  respecting  the  discharge  of  a  mortgage 
tu  Her  Majestv,  known  as  the  Markland  MortgHge. 
An  Act  further  to  amend  the  Doniinion  Elections 
Act. 

An  Act  to  amend  the  Act  respecting  Roads  and 
Road  Allowances  in  the  Province  of  Manitoba. 

An  Act  for  the  relief  of  Julia  Kthel  Chute. 

An  Act  to  amend  the  law  respecting  the  Super- 
annuation of  Judges  of  Provincial  Courts. 
All  .Act  further  to  amend  the  Customs  Act. 

An  Act  to  iucorporate  the  James  Bay  Railway 
Company. 

An  Act  to  incorporate  the  Lindsay,  Haliburton 
and  Mattawa  Railway  Company. 

An  Act  further  to  amend  the  Acts  respecting 
the  North-west  Territories. 

An  Act  to  incorporate  the  Dominion  Atlantic 
Railway  Company. 

An  Act  to  amend  the  law  rospecting  the  Lobster 
Fishery. 

An  Act  respecting  the  Windsor  and  Annapolis 
Railway  Company. 

An  Act  further  to  amend  the  Civil  Service  Act. 

An  Act  to  legalize  payments  heretofore  mode  to 
the  general  re\enue  fund  of  the  North-west  Terri- 
tories of  certain  fines,  penalties  and  forfeitures. 

An  Act  respecting  the  Kingston  and  Pembroke 
Railway  Company. 

An  Act  to  amend  The  Companies  Act. 

An  Act  respecting  the  Shore  Line  Railway 
Company. 

An  Act  respecting  the  South  Shore  Railway 
Company. 

An  act  to  revive  and  amend  the  Act  respecting 
the  Lake  Manitolra  Railway  and  Coal  Company. 

An  Act  to  incorporate  the  Trans-Canaciian  Rail- 
way Company. 

An  Act  to  incorporate  the  Ottawa  Land  and  Se- 
curity Company. 

An  .Act  to  incorporate  the  Dominion  of  Canada 
Trusts  Company. 

An  Act  further  to  amend  the  Winding-up  Act. 

An  Act  to  authorize  the  Treasury  Board  to  ex- 
empt certain  Societies  fiom  the  operation  of  the 
Insurance  Act. 

An  Act  further  to  amend  the  Act  respecting  the 
Senate  and  House  of  Commons. 

An  Act  to  encourage  Silver-lead  smelting. 

An  Act  further  to  amend  the  North-west  Ter- 
ritories Representation  Act. 

An  Act  to  amend  the  North-west  Irrigation  Act. 

An  Act  furthei  to  amend  the  Inland  Revenue 
Act. 

Au  Act  to  amend  the  Customs  Tariff,  ]fil94. 

An  -Act  respecting  the  Quebec,  Montmorency 
and  Charlevoi.x  Railway  Company. 

An  Act  respecting  the  bounty  on  Beet-root  Sugar. 

.An  Act  further  to  amend  the  Criminal  Code, 
1892. 

An  Act  to  amend  the  Acts  respecting  Peniten- 
tiaries. 
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An  Act  respecting  the  Winnipeg  Great  Northern 
Railway  Company. 

Then  the  Honourable  the  Speaker  of  the 
House  of  Commons  addressed  His  Excel- 
lency the  Governor  General  as  follows : — 

May  it  Plbase  Yopr  Excellencv  : 

The  Commons  of  Canada  have  voted  certain  sup- 
plies required  to  enable  the  government  to  defray 
the  expenses  of  the  Public  Service. 

In  the  name  of  the  Commons,  I  present  to  Your 
Excellency  the  following  bill : — 

"  An  act  for  granting  to  Her  Majesty  certain 
sums  of  money  required  for  defraying  certain  ex- 
penses of  the  Public  Service,  for  the  hnancial  year 
enduig  30th  June,  1896,  and  for  other  purposes  re- 
lating to  the  Public  Service,"  to  which  bill  I  hum- 
bly reciuest  Your  Excellency's  assent. 

To  this  bill  the  Royal  assent  was  signified 
in  the  following  words  : — 

In  Her  Majesty's  name.  His  Excellency  the  Gov- 
ernor General  thanks  Her  loyal  subjects,  accepts 
their  benevolence,  and  assents  to  this  bill. 

After  which  His  Excellency  the  Governor 
General  was  pleased  to  close  the  Fifth  Session 
of  the  Seventh  Parlinment  of  the  Dominion 
with  the  following  Spteech  : — 

Honourable  QaUltmen  of  the  Senate  : 

Oenilemtn  of  the  Home  of  Commons  : 

In  bringing  this  Session  of  Parliament  to  a  con- 
clusion, I  have  to  congratulate  you  on  the  industry 
and  zeal  which  have  marked  your  labours. 

The  necessary  legislation  having  been  passed, 
the  Treaty  of  Commerce  with  France,  from  which 
favourable  commercial  results  may  be  expected, 
will,  as  soon  as  ratified,  be  put  into  force  by  pro- 
clamation. 


The  negotiations  with  Newfonndland  to  vhich 
reference  was  made  at  the  opening  of  the  .Session, 
I  regret  to  say  have  not  resulted  m  any  agreement 
for  tbe  present. 

The  reply  of  the  Provincial  Legislature  of  Man- 
itoba to  the  Remedial  Order  issued  by  my  (kiv«n- 
ment  on  the  21st  March  last  was  consideretl  of 
such  a  character  as  to  justify  postponement  of 
further  action  until  next  .Session. 

I  am  pleased  to  observe  the  grant  of  Parlianic-st 
in  aid  of  the  fund  contributed  by  the  Canadiaa 
people  for  the  benefit  of  the  family  of  the  late 
Right  Honourable  Sir  John  Thompson. 

The  amendments  which  have  been  made  to  the 
law  relating  to  the  Civil  Service,  will,  it  i»  W 
lieved,  result  in  increase<l  eflSciency  and  eoonuniy. 

The  legislation  of  the  Session  will,  I  trust,  lead 
to  an  improved  administration  of  criminal  lav,  to 
the  advancement  of  commerce  and  the  extension  of 
railway  and  telegraphic  communication. 

Oenthmen  of  the  Howte  of  Commons  : 

I  thank  you  for  the  liberal  provision  which  yoa 
have  made  for  the  services  of  the  current  year. 

HonourMe  GenfUmen  of  the   Senate,  and  Gtuik- 
meu  of  the  Houne  of  Commoiut  : 

In  relieving  you  from  your  duties,  I  venture  to 
express  the  hope  that  you  ivill  find  among  the 
people  you  represent  a  continuance  of  that  pros- 
perity which  marked  the  opening  year. 

The  Speaker  of  the  Senate  then  said  : 

Honourable  Gentlemen  of  the  Senate  : 

Gentlemen  of  the  Howie  of  Commons  : 

It  is  His  Excellency  the  Governor  General's  will 
and  pleasure,  that  this  Parliament  be  prorogneil 
until  Saturday,  the  31st  day  of  August  next,  to  be 
here  held,  and  this  Parliament  is  accordingly  i<ro- 
rogued  until  the  3l8t  day  of  August  next. 
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ALLAN,  Hon.  Gheorgre  'William. 

Bankers  Lifk  Associatiox  ok  Canada  In'cobp. 
Act  !  B.  (20). 

Report  of  B.  from  Com.  on  Banking  and  Com- 
merce, 389 ;  explanation  of  amt.,  change  of 
title,  389  ;  opjiosed  to  title  re  licensing  U .  S. 
compatiitss  benring  Hiiiiilar  name,  390. 

Report  uf  B.  from  Com.  on  Banking  and  Com- 
merce, 674  ;  aul»titution  of  name  to  "  Mer- 
chants," 57-1. 

Cakaihan  Sick  Besekit  Socikty  Ixcoep.  Act  ;  B. 
(31). 
Report  of  B.  from  Com.  on  Banking  and  Com- 
merce, 387  ;  explanation  an  to  notice  not  being 
given  in  different  provinces,  388. 

CHii.niiBN',  Issurance  on.    Hfe  : 

"  Insurance  on  Lives  of  Children. " 
Civil  Service  Act  Amt.  ;  B.  (130). 
In  Com.  of  the  W.— On  cl.  1  :  dismissal  of  civil 
servants,  716-7  ;  qiulifying examination  of  tem- 
porary clerks,  718. 

Companies  Amt.  Act  ;  B.  (K). 
2nd  R.*,  341.    (In  absence  of  Mr.  Kirchhofter). 

DOMBSTTO    and    FoREION   MISSIONARY  SOCIETV  OF 

England  in  Canada,  Incokp.  Act  ;  B.  (101). 
Introduced*,  331. 
2nd  R.  «!.,  375.    Explanation  of  B.,  375.    M. 

agreed  tts  375. 
3rd  R.*,  430. 

Female  Oi'venders  in  Nova  Scotia  B.  : 
On  2nd  R.  m.  (Mr.  Power) ;  extension  of  term  of 
sentence,  281. 

Fisheries  Act  Aut.  ;  B.  ((>7). 

On  M.  for  2iid  R.  (Mr.  Angers),  434.  Resumed 
debate,  502.  On  Mr.  Scott's  siieech  :  on  the 
matter  of  di8|>osition  of  sewage,  507.  Reasons 
for  voting  for  amt.,  508  ;  on  the  protection  of 
fisheries,  5(18 ;  navigation  imi>eded,  508 ;  res- 
l)ective  opinions  of  Messra.  Fleming  and  Keefer, 
509;  advantages  to  inhabitants  m  procuring 
firewood,  509  ;  millowners'  case,  509 ;  on  the 
time  in  which  to  make  change,  3()9  ;  on  exemp- 
tion of  certain  rivers,  509.  On  Mr.  Vidal's 
speech :  on  the  fish  question,  512  ;  explosions, 
512. 

In  Com.  of  the  W.— On  cl.  1 :  clashing  of  clauses 
on  exemption  of  rivers,  562-3-7-8.  On  amt. 
(Mr.  Scott) ;  mills  on  streams  where  exemption 
has  not  been  applied  for,  568. 

Fleming,  SANfORD,  Report  ok.    See: 

'•  Fisheries  Act  Amt.  ;  B.  (67).'- 
GiLMODR  AND  HuoHBON  Incorp.  Act  ;  B.  (79). 

Reported  from  Banking  and  Commerce  Com. 
with  Amt.  which  explained,  342. 

Hamilton  and  Lake  Erie  Power"  Co.'s  B.  (86). 
Mr.  Maclnnes,  Burlington. 
On  M.  (Mr.  Maclnnes,  Burlington)  for  suspension 
of  4l8t  rule  as  far  as  it  relates  to  this  B.,  430  ; 
changes  merely  verbal,  not  really  amte.,  431. 

Insolvency  Act  ;  B.  (A). 
On  M.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  for  2nd  R.  149: 
No  general  concensuK  of  opinion  in  favour  of 
the  measure ;  shall  not  vote  against  it ;  objec- 
tions reserved,  155. 


ALLAN,  Hon.  Gtootvre  William— Contd. 
Insurance  on  Lives  ok  Children. 
On  Inqy.  resumed  (Mr.  McCIelan),  attention  of 
Senate  directed  to  crimes  from  practice  of  in- 
suring children  and  aiiks  if  Uovt.  intend  to  take 
any  measures  to  restrict  such  practices,  251. 
On  Mr.  McCIelan's  speech  :  ques.  re  defeat  of 
B.  in  Massachusetts  Legislature,  252 ;  insur- 
ances affected  in  Canauian  companies,  258 ; 
insuring  people  without  their  knowledge,  259  ; 
no  respectable  Canadian  comjmny  would  insure 
a  child  5  years  old,  259  ;  children  insured  by 
foreign  companies,  259.  On  Mr.  Anger's,  ques. 
where  quotmg  from,  263. 

International  Radial  Ry.  Co.'s  B.  (96). 
OnM.  (Mr.   Lougheed)  for  3rd  R.,  679;  enters 
protests   against   legislation   such  as  this  B. 
carries  with  it ;  Sunday  traffic,  679-80. 

Keeper,  T.  C,  Report  ok.    See : 
"  Fisheries  Act  Amt. ;  B  (67)." 

Langenbvrg  and  Southern  Ri\  Co.  Incorp.  Act 
B.  (55). 
On  M.  (Mr.  Lougheed)  for  3rd  R.,  296  ;  remarks : 
in  favour  of  B.,  312 ;  circumstances  of  the  cose, 
312 ;  the  attitude  of  the  English  bondholders, 
312  ;  vote  for  the  B.,  312. 

Library,  Joint  Committee  ox. 
M.  for  adoption  of  rejxjrt  of  Joint  Com.,  642 ; 
purchase  of  native  literature  for  distribntiuu  to 
Canadian  universities  and  for  foreign  exchange, 
resulting  in  a  depletion  of  funds;  sub. -com. 
thinks  that  the  grant  is  not  large  enough  to 
justify  the  purchase  of  books  for  the  purixweof 
encouraging  native  literature,  642. 

LiTERATfRE,   NATIVE.      See: 

"Librarj-,  Joint  Committee." 
Maclaben  Co.'s,  James,  Inoorp.  Act;  B.  (29). 
Reix)rted  from   Banking  and  Commerce  Com., 
with  Amts.  which  explained :  suggests  be  taken 
into  consideration  to-morrow,  199-200. 

Merchants  Life  As.sociation  B.    See : 
"Bankers'  Life  Association  B.  (26)." 

Navigation,  Impeded.    See : 
"  Fisheries  Act  Amt.  ;  B.  (67)." 

Nova  Scotia  Steel  Co.,  Ltd.  Amt.  Act  ;  B.  (56). 
Reported   from  Banking  and  Commerce  Com. 

with  Amt.  which  explained,  314. 
On  3rd  R.  m.  (Mr.  Power)  338  ;  B.  very  carefully 

considered  in  C^m.,   no  op|>osition   to  B.  in 

Com.,  etc.,  339. 

Saw-dcst  in  the  Ottawa  River. 

On  M.   (Mr.  Clemow)  for  copies  of  all  reports, 
etc.,  104  ;  report  of  Thomas  Keefer  asked  for, 
106. 
See  also,  "  Fisheries  Amt.  Act ;  B.  (67)." 
SEW.vbE,  D18PO.SITION  OK.    See : 

"  Fisheries  Act  Amt.  ;  B.  (67)." 
Sunday  Traffic.    See : 

"  International  Radial  Ry.  Co.  s  B." 
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ALLAN,  Hon.  G-eorge  'William— Contrf. 
W:ks:pe8  akd  Hudson  Bay  Rv. 
On  explanation  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  regarding 
legiiilation   to  be  brought  down   this  seesion, 
715;  subsidy   granted  during  the  time  of  Sir 
John  Abbott,  716. 
Set  alBo  "Winnipeg  Great  Northern  Ry.  Co-'s 
B. 

ALMON,  Hon.  ■William  J. 

Address  in  Reply  to  Speech  prom  the  Throne. 
On   M.    (Mr.    Primrose)   for  ;  on  Mr.    Scott's 
speech  ;  remark,  14 ;  on  Mr.  Power's  speech  ; 
works  in  progress  in  Halifax,  57. 

Bicycles  on  Paeliamenf  Square. 
On  attention  of  Senators  being  directed  to  the 
danger  of  the  practice  (Mr.  Clemow),  211 ;  d«i- 
ger  to  members,  nuisance  should  be  prev9nted, 
211. 

British  Ck^LCMBu,  Representation  of  is  Cabinet. 
On  Ingy.  (Mr.  Macdonald,  B.C.)  calling  the  at- 
tention of  the  Senate  to  the  commercial  and 
financial  position  of  British  Columbia,  and 
asking  if  toe  Govt,  considers  it  entitled  to  aa 
full  a  proportionate  representation,  etc.,  as 
other  provinces,  314 ;  expenses  of  Ministers 
without  portfolio,  319. 

Commercial  Treaties  Act  ;  B.  (126). 

On  M.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  that  House  re- 
solve itself  into  Com.  of  the  VV.,  643 ;  amt.  m . 
(Mr.  McCallum)  for  six  months  hoist,  645 ;  on 
Mr.  Power's  opposition  to  B.,  652. 

Dominion  Atlantic  Ry.  Co.'s  B.  (48).— Mr.  Power. 
On  amt.  m.  (Mr.  McClelan)  on  M.  (Mr.  Power) 
for  3rd  R.,  380 ;  politics  in  amt.,  382. 

Dominion  Lands  Act  Amt.,  B.  (116). 
In  Com.  of   the  W. — On  amt.  (Sir  ISIackenzie 
Bowell),  498 ;  price  paid  for  ranchers,  lands, 
498. 

Female  Okkendehs  in  Nova  Scotia  B. 
On  2nd  R.,  m.  (Mr.  Power)  ;  pleasure   in  sup- 
porting B.,  institution  wanted  in  Halifax,  282. 

Fisheries  Act  Amt.  ;  B.  (67). 

On  M.  for  2nd  R.  (Mr.  Angers),  434.  Resumed 
debate,  502.  Competition  in  lumber,  519  ;  the 
condition  of  the  people  of  Hull,  519 ;  exemption 
of  rivers ;  explosions,  519.  On  Mr.  Sandford's 
speech ;  wages  lost  during  idleness  of  mills, 
536. 

In  Com.  of  the  W. — On  ol.  1 :  on  amt.  (Mr. 
Clemow)  for  change  of  date,  669 ;  re  amt.  pass- 
ing thioagb  H.  of  C.  ot  this  late  stage,  569. 

On  M.  (Mr.  Angers)  for  3rd  R.,  575  ;  effect  if  B. 
was  not  allowed  to  pass,  576. 

French  Treaty.    See; 

"  Commercial  Treaties  Act." 

Halifax,  Suspension  op  Works  in  Progress  at. 
In  debate  on  address  in  reply :  On  Mr.  Power's 
speech,  67. 

Hull.  Condition  of  People  ik.    See  : 
"Fisheries  Act  Amt.  B.  (67)." 

Indian  Act,  further  Amt.  B.  (G).— Sir  Macken- 
zie BowelL 

In  Com.  of  the  W.,  resumed,  189  ;  on  cl.  1  :  leas- 
ing of  Indian  lands,  190. 

On  cl.  6  :  interfering  with  old  customs  of  Indians, 
194. 


ALMON,  Hon.  William  J.— Continued. 

Lobster  Fishery  Act  Amt.  ;  B.  (91).  Sir  Jiic- 
kenzie  Bowell. 
On  M.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  for  2nd  R.,  o77 ; 
re  the  packers  name  beins  on  the  cans,  3^1 ; 
injury  of  lobsters  in  cans  by  age,  681 ;  on  ess 
poisoning,  581. 

LouisBOURG,  Monument  at.    See  : 

"  Ordnance  Lands  in  Nova  Sootia  and  Cape  Bre- 
ton." 
Memorials  to  the  Founders  of  Confedkbatiox. 
On  Inqy.  (Mr.  BelleTOse)  whether  it  is  the  inten- 
tion of  the  Govt,  to  erect  monuments  in  tli* 
parliament  grounds,  on  the  death  of  each  of 
the  founders  of  Confederation,  633 ;  plea  for 
Manitoba  and  British  Columbia,  ^6. 

Nova  Scotia  Steel  Co.,  Ltd.  Amt.  Act  ;  B.  (5«j. 
Mr.  Power. 
On  2nd  R.  m.  (Mr.   Power)  232  ;  representations 
made  against  passing  B.  in  present  shape,  for 
serious  consideration  of  Com.,  2!)3. 

On  3rd  R.  m.  (Mr.  Power).  338  ;  measure  unjmt, 
should  not  be  passed,  338-9. 

Order  and  Procedure  : 

Com.  on  Saitrmgt,  etc. — Irregularity  in  organiza- 
tion of  Com. ;  appointment  of  chairman,  1 10-13. 

Legiilation^  fJort.,  baclneard  gtate  ofy  etc. — On  M. 
(Mr.  Vidal)  for  adoption  of  report  of  Com.  on 
Railways,  etc. :  session  called  at  irregular  time 
of  year  and  nothing  on  Order  paper,  113. 

Ordnance  Lands  in  Nova  Scotia  and  Caps 
Breton. 
On  Inqy.  (Mr.  Poirier)  as  to  agreement  entered 
into  between  Imperial  and  Canadian  authorities 
re  transfer  of  ordnance  lands  to  the  latter,  what 
ordnance  lands  are  now  in  possession  of  the 
Dominion  Govt,  in  Nova  Sootia  and  Cape  Bre- 
ton, also  is  the  Dominion  Govt,  not  entitled  to 
the  possession  of  site  of  old  fortifications  at 
Louisbourg,  332 ;  historic  site  of  Louisbouig 
owned  and  sold  by  private  individual,  334; 
the  fort  at  Annapolis,  335;  fort  at  Cumberlsixl, 
336.  On  Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell's  speech :  how 
the  expenses  of  the  expedition  were  defrayed, 
337 ;  not  much  time  to  wait  for  Minister*  to 
carry  out  their  promises,  338. 

Railways,  Committee. 
On  M.  ^Mr.  Vidal)  for  adoption  of  1st  tvixirt, 
108  ;  im^larity  in  organization,  113. 

Rebate  ON  Exports. 
On  M.  (Mr.  Boulton)  for  returns  sbowinff  losi<  to 
revenue  ofxaaioned  by  payment  of  reoates  of 
customs  duties  on  articles  exported,  166 ;  To 
Mr.  Boulton :  Ques. :  What  becomes  of  revenue 
from  spirits  and  beer  when  Scott  Act  is  passed  7 
173 ;  income  tax,  176. 
Representation  of  British  Columbia  in  the 
Cabinet.    See: 
"  British  Columbia." 
Revenue  from  Excise  and  Customs. 

Comments  on  Mr.  Power's  attitudes,  290-91. 
Saw-dust  in  the  Ottawa  River.    See  ; 

"Fisheries  Act  Amt. ;  B.  (67)." 
Spirits  and  Beer,  Revenue  from  under  Scot 
Act.    See  : 
"  Rebate  on  Exports." 
Treaty  with  France.    See: 

"  Commercial  Treaties  Act." 
Whisky,  increased  taxation  on.    See : 
"  Revenue  from  Excise  and  Customs. ' 
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AITG-EBS,  Hon.  Augruste  B^al. 
Adombss  is  Akbwer  to  Spekch  kkom  the  Throns. 

On  M.  (Mr.  Prunroge)  for :  On  Mr.  Boiilton's 
speech :  Manitoba  School  question,  S2,  35. 

On  Mr.  Kaulbach'e  speech  :  scheduling  of  Ameri- 
can cattle,  62. 

On  Mr.  Bemier's  speech  :  Manitoba  School  ques- 
tion, 77,  85. 

On  Mr.  Ferguson's  speech :  Manitoba  School 
question,  96. 

Agkicultcbb  and  Immigbation*. 
On  suggestion  (Mr.  Bemier)  as  to  Joint  Com- 
mittee with  House  of  Commons:  Investigate 
matter  and  report,  113. 

Acthobs,  Compessatios  to,  etc.    See  : 
"Copyright  Law." 

Baib  i>e8  Chaleubs  Scandal. 
On  M.  (Mr.  Landry)  for  copies  of  the  sworn  de- 
clarations of  Fran9oi«  Langelier  and  Ernest 
Pacaud,  also  certain  promiHSory  notes ;  on  ques- 
tion of  order  raised  (Mr.  Power)  re  bringing 
down  of  papers.  Point  of  order  not  well  taken, 
some  of  the  documents  duly  forwarded  to  the 
Governor  (ieneral,  no  objection  on  the  part  of 
the  Govt,  to  have  papers  brought  down  if  re- 
port was  made,  296. 

Bankebs  Lira  Association  ok  Canada  Inoorp. 
Act. 

On  report  of  B.  with  amts.  from  Com.  on  Bank- 
ing and  Commerce  (Mr.  Allan),  38!) ;  title  mis- 
leading and  should  be  modified,  390-1. 

On  M.  (Mr.  Lougheed)  for  concurrence  in  amt. 
as  to  title ;  and  amt.  (Mr.  Scott)  that  B .  be 
referred  hack  to  Com.  with  instructions  to 
select  another  name,  467.  To  Mr.  McCallum, 
law  amended  to  keep  out  U.  S.  companies  of 
same  name,  468.     Name  misleading,  469-70. 

Bicycles  on  Pabliamk-nt  Square. 
On  attention  of  Senators  being  directed  to  the 
danger   of   the    practice  (Mr.  Clemow),  211  ; 
leave  the  matter  to  the  discretion  of  Minister 
of  Public  Works,  211. 

Books,  Duty  on,  going  into  U.  S.    See: 
"  Copyright  Law. " 

BRmSH  COLCJIBIA  PENITENTlAnY. 

In  reply  to  Inqy.  (Mr.  Mclnnes,  B.C.)  when 
pepen  in  connection  with  Royal  Commission 
held  last  year  to  inquire  into  irre^ilarities  will 
be  brought  down,  247  ;  papers  bemg  prepared, 
very  voluminous,  247. 

In  reply  to  further  inqy.  (Mr.  Mclnnes,  B.C.) 
when  papers  asked  for  will  be  laid  on  the  Table, 
353;  Minister  of  Justice  has  seven&l  clerks 
copying  the  evidence,  which  will  be  brought 
down  presently,  353.  y 

British  Columbia,  Representation  of  in  Cabinet. 
On  Inqy.  (Mr.  Macdonald,  B.C.)  calling  the  at- 
tention of  Senate  to  the  commercial  and  finan- 
cial position  of  B.C.,  and  asking  if  the  Govt, 
considers  it  entitled  to  as  full  a  proportionate 
representation,  etc.,  as  other  provinces,  314.  On 
Sir  Mackenzie  BowelFs  speech  in  regard  to  de- 
mands of  smaller  i>rovinoe8  ;  remark,  mure  so, 
324. 

Children,  Insurance  of.    See  : 
"  Insurance  on  Lives  of  Children." 

Civil  Sbbvice  Act  Axt.  :  proceedings  in  Cases 
of  Irrbqclaritt  and  Fraud  at  Exauina- 
TIONS,  B.  (E). 
Introduced  and  explained  and  1st  R.,  128. 


ANG-BRS,  Hon.  Augruate  B,6a,l— Continued. 
Civil  Service  Act  Amt.,  'Eitc.— Continued. 

2nd  R.  m.  130 ;  B.  further  explained,  130. 

In  Com.  of  the  W.  —Explained ;  Board  of  Ex- 
amineis  not  sufficient  power  to  enforce  atten- 
dance of  witnesses  and  to  pronounce  condemna- 
tion for  contempt  in  cases  of  witnesses  refusing 
to  appear  and  also  in  case  of  refusing  to  answer 
questions;  object  of  B.  to  f^ve  Board  same 
powers  as  possessed  by  justice  of  the  peace, 
130.  To  Mr.  Kaulbach,  precautions  to  be  taken, 
131. 

3rd  R.*,  139. 

Copyright  Act  Amt.  B.  (F). 
Introduced,  *129. 
2nd  R.  in.,  139.  To  Mr.  Boulton  :  explanation  of 

B.,  149. 
In  Com.  of  the  W. — B.  reix>rted  (Mr.   Landry) 

without  amt.,  145. 
3rd  R.*,  164. 

Copyright  Law. 

On  M.  (Mr.  Boulton)  for  return  of  correspon- 
dence in  regard  to  international  copyright  dur- 
ing past  year,  212.  Remarks :  compensation 
to  authors,  217  ;' methods  of  publishing  same  in 
Canada  as  U.S.,  218:  duty  going  into  U.S. 
when  printed  in  Canada,  218. 

In  resumed  debate.  On  Mr.  Boulton's  S))eech  ; 
nothing  to  prevent  getting  copyright  in  the  U. 
S.,  240  ;  no  objection  to  bringing  down  papers, 
little  new  matter,  247 ;  invitation  from  English 
Colonial  Secretarv  to  send  over  a  representa- 
tive, 247 ;  Canada's  right  to  legislate,  247 ; 
objection  to  discussion  of  matter  during  con- 
ference, 247. 

Cbihinal  Code,  1892. 
M.  that  Messrs.  Miller,  Dickey,  Scott,  Gowan, 
Power,  Lougheed,  Poirier,  Desjardins  and 
Kirchhoffer,  be  appointed  to  joint  committee  of 
both  Houses  to  reiwrt  upon  B.  (61)  intituled  ; 
"  An  Act  further  to  amend  the  Criminal  Code, 
1892,"  271 ;  remarks.  To  Mr.  Power,  unbecom- 
ing to  decline  acting  with  H.  of  C.,  271  ;  to 
Mr.  Scott,  amendment  of  code  by  committee  of 
both  Houses,  etc.,  272. 

Customs  Act  Amt.,  B.  (140). 
On  M.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  for  2nd  R.,  721 ; 

proposition  for  settlement  in  case  of  seizure, 
725-6 ;  delay  in  settlement ;  importance  of 
expediency ;  giving  bond  pending  decision,  726. 

Daisies,  travelling.    See: 

"Experimental  Farms  in  the  North-west." 
DEScHfiNRS  Bridge  Co.'s  B. 
On  M.  for  3rd  R.  (Mr.  McCallum).    Error  in  the 
minutes  of  Amt.,  250;  no  objection  to  reading 
of  B.,  250. 

Divorce  Committee. 

iiaea.  of  order  before  House,  355. 
Duties,  regulation  of.    See : 

"  Customs  Act  Amt." 
England,  child  insurance  in.    See: 

"  Insurance  on  lives  of  children." 
Experimental  Farms  in  the  North-west. 

Reply  to  Inqy.  (Mr.  Wark),  whether  the  Experi- 
mental Farms  in  the  North-west  might  not  be 
advantageously  used  in  introducing  valuable 
improvements  on  the  present  unprofitable 
system,  450  ;  efforts  being  made  to  stop  abuses, 
452 ;  interest  taken  by  farmers  in  Experimental 
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ANG-EBS,  Hon.  Augruste  B^l- Cmuinued. 

EXPEBIMEMTAL  FaBMS  IN  THR  NoHTH-WEST— Co?l<<{. 

Farms,  453 ;  methods  used  in  the  North-west, 
453 ;  travelling  dairies,  453  ;  earnings  of  farms, 
453 ;  difference  between  experimental  and 
model  farms,  4r)6. 

Fahmino,  methods  in  the  Nobth-wkst.    See: 
"Experimental  Farms  in  the  Northwest." 

FisHEBiEs  Amt.  Act.  B.  (07). 

Introduced*,  314. 

M.  for  2nd  R.  to-morrow,  430.  On  objection 
(Mr.  Power)  withdraws  M.  for  2nd  R.  to  be 
allowed  without  any  discussion  at  present,  430. 
M.  agreed  to,  430. 

2nd  R.  »!.,  434  ;  explanation  of  amt.  exempting 
rivers  from  operation  of  Act  prohibiting  dump- 
ing of  saw-dust  therein  for  space  of  two  years, 
434-47. 

Resumed  debate,  502.  Mr.  Booth's  new  mill, 
504  ;  B.  embraceti  all  lumbermen,  537. 

In  Com.  of  the  W.— On  cl.  1.  On  amt.  »«.  (Mr. 
Perley) ;  amt.  too  general,  OCl ;  object  of  delay 
of  two  years,  561 ;  on  the  exemption  of  certain 
rivers,  501-2-4-7.  On.  amt.  (Mr.  Scott), 
568 :  exemption  left  to  discretion  of  Governor 
in  Council,  568 ;  throwing  fish  offal  into  the 
Fraser  river,  569.  On  amt.  (Mr.  Clemow)  to 
change  date,  560  ;  not  worth  while  to  amend  B. 
now,  56!>. 

On  2nd  cl.  Kxplanation  of  object  of  cl.,  570  ; 
exaction  of  penalty,  570-  2. 

3rd  R.  m.,  575.    M.  agreed  to,  575. 

FisHBBiEs  Amt  Act,  B.  (74). 

Introduced*,  376. 

2nd  R.  m.,  385;  explanation  of  B.,  386;  on 
apixiinting  officer  to  conduct  inquiry  in  connec- 
tion with  alletted  fishing  bounty  frauds,  385-6. 
M.  agreed  to,  386. 

In  Com.  of  the  W. — Explanation  why  Mr. 
Power's  suggestion  re  wording  of  cl.  cannot  be 
adopted,  386. 

3rd  R.*,  430. 

Hamilton  and  Lake  Krie  Power  Co.'b  B.  (85). — 
Mr.  Maclnnes  (Burlington). 
On  M.  (Mr.  Maclnnes,  Burlington)  for  suspenRion 
of  41st  rule  as  far  as  it  relates  to  this  6.,  430 ; 
slightest  change  in  B.  coming  from  H.  of  C. 
should  be  sent  back  for  concurrence,  431. 

Harbocr  Commissioners  of  Thbee  Rivers  B.  (113). 
On  M.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  for  2nd  R.,  538 ; 
reply  to  Mr.  Maudonald  (B.C.)  re  shipping  at 
Three  Rivers  ;  yes,  539. 

Insane  pbisoners,  cabk  of.    See: 
"  Penitentiaries  Act  Amt" 

Inscranoe  Act  Amt.  B.  (92). 
Introduced*,  386. 

2nd  R.  m.,  432  ;  explanation  of  object  of  B,  432-3. 
M.  that  B.  be  referred  to  a  Com.  of  the  W.,  433. 

Objected  to  (Mr.  Power),  B.  allowed  to  stand 

until  to-morrow,  434. 
In  Com.  of  the  W.— On  cl.  1.    On  the  date  that 

statement  shall  be  deposited,  464-5 ;  cl.  adopted, 

466. 

On  Amt  (Mr.  Angers)  pi-oviding  that  corporate 
name  of  company  applying  for  license  is  not 
that  of  any  other  company,  466 ;  reference  to 
name  of  private  B.  recently  before  the  House, 
406-7. 

3i-d  R.*,  497. 


ANGERS,  Hon.  Augusts  R^ai—Omtinvtd. 
Inbcrance  on  Lives  of  Children. 

On  Inqy.  (Mr.  McClelan),  attention  of  Senate 
directed  to  crimes  from  practice  of  insoring 
children,  and  asks  if  Uovt.  intend  to  take  any 
measures  to  restrict  such  practices,  232;  r» 
quested  Mr.  McClelan  to  allow  inqy.  to  stand 
until  Tu  sday  next ;  serious  question  involved 
and  Govt  has  had  no  op{K>rtunity  of  consider- 
ing the  propriety  of  the  adoption  of  sudi  legin- 
lation,  232. 

Inqy.  resumed,  251.  Comments  on  Mr.  McClelan's 
speech,  263 ;  state  of  the  matter  in  Slaseachn- 
setts,  263 ;  quotation  from  "  Insurance  Critic," 
263 ;  quotation  from  ex-Gov.  Long  in  "Christian 
Register,"  263;  the  law  in  Ontario,  264;  com- 
panies that  insure  children,  265 ;  practice  in 
Canada  does  not  justify  interference,  265 :  insur- 
ance of  children  in  EngUtnd  and  the  U.S.,  3S) : 
no  evidence  to  justify  Govt,  interference,  265. 

International  Copvbight  Law.    See: 
"Copyright  Law." 

Legalization  or  Payments  in  the  Nobth-wkt 
Tebbitories  B.  (131). 
Introduced*,  577. 

2nd  R.  m.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell),  585. 
3rd  R.*,  622. 

Long,  Ex-Gov.,  on  child  insubancb.    See  : 
"  Insurance  on  Lives  of  Cliildren." 

Manitoba  School  Que.stios. 

In  debate  on  the  Address. — On  Mr.  Boultoo's 
8i)eech,  ■S2,  35 ;  on  Mr.  Bemier's  speech,  77, 85 ; 
on  Mr.  Ferguson's  speech,  96. 

On  M.  (Mr.  Bemier)  for  a  Return  of  representa- 
tions, if  any,  made  by  the  Govt,  uf  Manitoba, 
&c.,  to  the  DominionGovt.,  on  the  working  of 
the  educational  system  in  force  in  Manitoba 
prior  to  Ist  May',  1890,  391 ;  no  objection  to 
granting  of  address,  if  any  such  documents  will 
be  brought  down  a*  soon  as  possible,  429 ;  thank* 
Mr.  Bemier  for  valuable  information,  429-30. 

On  Inqy.  (Mr.  Scott)  as  to  rumored  resignations, 
656 ;  |iermission  obtained  from  His  Ex.  to  state 
reasons,  etc.,  of  withdrawal  from  the  Cabinet, 
658 ;  letter  of  resignation,  658 ;  judgment  of  the 
Judicial  Com.  of  the  Privy  Council,  658-9 ; 
the  remedial  order,  659 ;  answer  of  Manitoba 
Govt.,  6.59;  declaration  of  the  Govt,  659-60; 
grounds  for  l>'ing  unable  to  assent  to  declara- 
tion, 660 ;  further  remarks  on  the  Manitoba 
Govt's  reply,  660-1 ;  on  the  declaration,  661-2; 
counter-proiX)saI,  662-3  ;  re  feeling  of  op- 
jwsition  to  remedial  legislation  before  Jan- 
uary, 063  ;  Govt,  's  promise,  663  ;  Sir  .John 
Macdonald  on  the  question,  663-4;  extract 
from  Hamilton  "Spectator,"  664;  remedial 
legislation  impaired  by  inaction  of  Govt,  664. 
On  Sir  Frank  Smith's  speech :  on  compelling 
the  Govt,  to  bring  in  remedial  l^slation  this 
session,  665.  On  Sir  Mackenzie  &>well'a :  mis- 
understanding of  statement,  668 ;  on  inter|>reta- 
tion  of  declaration,  074. 

Massachusetts,  child  inscbance  in.    See  .- 

"  Insurance  on  Lives  of  Children." 
Mill  Refuse.    See: 

"Fisheries  Amt  Act,  B.  (67)." 
Minobitt,  Rights  of.    See : 

"  Manitoba  School  Question." 
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AKG-EBS,  Hon<  Auffuste  ReaX— Continued. 
Order  and  Pbocedure. 

Agrievlture  and  lmmi;iration  Com. — On  gufn^es- 
tion  (Mr.  Bemier)  for  a  Joint  Com.  with  H.  of 
0 .  Promised  to  inquire  into  matter  and  re- 
port, 113. 

Bill,  Arntt.,  concurred  in, — Explained  when 
slightest  change  is  made  in  B.  coming  from  the 
H.  of  C.  it  should  be  sent  back  for  con- 
currence, 431. 

BiUt,  AnUt,  ineorrectlii  recorded. — On  M.  Mr. 
McCallum's  M.  for  3id  R.  Deschenes  Bridge 
Co.'s  B.  ;  can  be  no  objection  to  3rd  R.  unless 
some  other  M.  is  made,  250. 

Joint  Committee  ,  appointment  of. — On  notice 
being  directed  (Mr.  Power)  to  establishment 
of  an  objectionable  precedent  and  de|>arture 
from  usualparliamentary  procedure  in  apiioint- 
ing  Joint  CJommittee  to  consider  amenaments 
(Criminal  Code,  1892) ;  unbecoming  to  decline 
acting  with  H.  of  C,  271,  272. 

Papers,  Itrinfrino  doirn  of.  —On  M.  (Mr.  Landry) 
for  certain  documents  in  Bale  Des  Chaleum 
Scandal  Case,  Mr.  Power  rises  to  ques.  of 
order ;  not  the  place  to  ask  for  these  paiHTs, 
should  apply  to  C^ueljec  Legislature,  296 ;  ■ 
remarks  :  point  of  order  not  well  taken,  know  i 
80ir.e  of  the  documents  were  duly  forwarded  to 
the  (Jovemor  General,  Government  no  objec- 
tion to  bring  papers  before  House,  2i)6.  M. 
agreed  to,  2U6. 

Parliament,  relifction  on  action  of. — That  when 
the  Senate  last  year  introduced  an  amt.  to  B. 
from  the  H.  of  C,  Senate  was  not  supplied 
with  necessary  information  ;  Mr.  Power  thought 
it  was  a  reflection  on  the  action  of  Parliament 
and  was  very  unparliamentary,  570.  Not  a  re- 
flection on  action  of  Parliament,  570. 

Penitentiariib  Act,  Aut,,  B.  (06). 
Introduced,  »,  272. 
2nd  K.  7it . ,  340 .     Explanation  of  B . ,  340.     M . 

agreed  to,  340. 
In   Com.   if  the  W.— On  2nd  cl.  :    removing 

insane  convicts  into  asvlums,  340-1 . 
3rdR.  m.,372.    M.  agreed  to,  373. 

Pbitilege,  Questiox  ok. 
On  the  attention  of  the  House  being  called  (Mr. 
Mclnnes)  to  a  letter  which  appeared  in  the 
Ottawa  Citizen  and  taking  exception  to  his 
name  being  associated  with  that  of  his  nephew 
(Thomas  Mclnneej  who  is  referred  to  in  said 
letter  as  a  refugee  m  the  U.S.  in  consequence 
of  irregularity  in  British  Columbia  Peni- 
tentiary :  letter  not  an  attack,  133. 

Pbivt  Couxcil,  Judicial  Decision  ok.    See : 
"  Manitoba  School  Question. " 

Public  Works  Act  Amt.,  B.  (123). 

Remark ;  French  edition  does  not  agree  with 
English  version,  574. 

Publication  ok  Books,  Methods  is  U.S.  and 
Canada.    See  : 

"Copyright  Law." 

Remedial  Legislation.    See; 

"Manitoba  School  Question." 

Repbesestation  ok  British  Columbia   in  the 
Cabinet.    See: 

"  British  Columbia." 


AITQEBS,  Hon.  Augruste  R6al— Concluded. 

Rbprbsbntation  op  House  ok  Commons  Act  Amt.: 
B.  (124). 

Introduced,  *,  541. 

2nd  R..  - 

3rd  R.*,  577. 
Resignation,  Letter  ok. 

On  Manitoba  School  Question,  668. 
Roman  Catholics,  Rights  ok.    See : 

"Manitoba  School  Question." 
Saw-dust  in  the  Ottawa  River. 

On  M.  (Mr.  Clemow)  asking  for  copies  of  all  re- 
ports, plans,  etc. :  to  modify  the  Act,  105. 

Separate  Schools.    See  : 

"  Manitoba  School  Question." 

Tarikk  and  Trade  Matters. 

In  debate  on  the  Address  :    On  Mr.  Kaullwch's 
-  s])eeoh  :  Scheduling  of  American  cattle.  62. 

United  St.vtes,  Child  Insurance  in.    See  : 

"  Insurance  on  lives  of  children." 
Winnipeg  Great  Northern  Ry.  Co.'s  B.  (ISO). 
Oil  M.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bo  well)  for  Ist  R.,  769  ; 
ojieration  of  the  road,  7X9 ;  ques.  of  orrler  in 
ctmnection  with  4th  cl.,  789  ;  time  limit  to  sub- 
sidy, 78!»-790. 
On  M.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  for  2nd  R.,  793  ; 
point  of  order  on  4th  el.,  796. 

ABMAND,  Hon.  Joseph  F. 
Address  in  reply  to  Speech  krom  the  Throne. 
On  M.  (Mr.  Primrose)  for  :  Remarks  on  the  death 
of  Sir  John  Thomjuon,  88 ;  Manitoba  School 
Question,  88  ;  trade  and  the  tariff,  89  ;  on  Mr. 
Ferguson's  sfieech  :  Manitoba  School  question, 
90. 
Manitoba  School  Question. 
In  debate  on  Address  in  reply,  88 ;  on  Mr.  Fer- 
guson's speech,  90. 

Tabikk  and  Trade  Matteb.s. 
In  debate  on  the  Address :  on  the  question  gener- 
ally, 89. 

Thompson,  Sir  John,  death  ok. 
In  debate  on  the  Address  in  reply,  88. 

ABSENAULT,  Hon.  Joseph  Octave. 
Introduced,  3. 

Addsess  in  answer  to  Speech  from  the  Throne. 
M.  (Mr.  Primrose)  for,  seconded,  9 ;  on  past 
premiers  and  death  of  Sir  John  Thompson,  9  ; 
better  trade  relations  with  foreign  powers  and 
the  different  colonies  of  the  empire,  9  ;  Mani- 
toba School  question,  9,  10;  Newfoundland 
confederation,  10. 

Lobstkk  Fishery   Act  Amt.  B.  (91).    (Sir  Mac- 
kenzie Bowell.) 

On  M.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  for  2nd  R.,  677  ; 
protection  to  lobster  fisheries,  584  ;  the  cai^hes, 
584;  on  extension  of  the  season,  681;  on 
labelling  the  cases,  licensing,  etc.,  584. 

In  Com.  of  the  W.  License  fee,  616 ;  labelling 
the  cans  and  cases,  621  ;  stamping,  621 ;  the 
license  tax,  621. 

On  3rd  R.  m.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell),  640;  on 
amt.  (Mr.  Power),  640. 
Manitoba  School  Qtkstion. 

In  seconding  Address  in  reply,  9,  10. 
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ABSENATJ  LT,  Hon.  Joseph  O.- Concluded. 
Nkwkoundland  Cokfbdekatiok. 

In  seconding  Address  in  reply,  10. 
Revenue  from  Excise  and  Customs. 
Upposed  to  Mr.  Boulton's  M.,  293 ;  re  taxation 
on  tobacco,  etc.,  203. 

Thompson,  Sir  John,  death  of. 

In  seconding  Address  in  reply,  9. 
Tobacco,  taxation  on.    See: 

"  Revenue  from  Excise  and  Customs." 
Whisky,  incbeasep  taxation  on.    See  : 

"  Revenue  from  Excise  and  Customs. 

BAIBD,  Hon.  Oeoifre  Thomas. 

Introduced,  450. 

BELLEBOSE,  Hon.  Joseph  Hyacinthe. 
Cabtieb,  Sir  George,  monument  to,  etc.    See  : 

"Memorials  to  the  Founders  of  Confederation." 
Chcrch  of  Rome,  clerical  seceoebs  fbom.    See: 

"  Customs  Seizure  at  Montreal." 

COXTKOLLER  OK  CUSTOMS,    FAILURE   IN  DCTV.      See  : 

"  Customs  Seizure  at  Montreal." 
Criminal  Code  on  obsicene  litekatube.    See : 

"  Customs  Seizure  at  Montreal." 
Customs  Act  re  obscene  literature,  etc.    -See  ; 

"  Customs  Seizure  at  Montreal." 
Customs  Seizure  .\t  Montreal. 

Inqy.  Certain  books  entered  at  Montreal,  whe- 
ther confiscated,  on  what  date,  by  what  officer, 
consignee,  etc.,  145.  Inqy.  ix»t]x>ned.  Con- 
troller of  Customs  searehing  for  pajiers,  143. 

Inqy.  resumed.  Questions  put  seriatum,  200-1 ; 
remarks  ;  eaimot  accept  answer ;  Controller  of 
Customs  failed  in  duty  ;  St.  Liguori's  theology, 
201-2 ;  to  (Mr.  Power)  the  name  of  the  book  ; 
distinction  between  original  and  translation ; 
objection  ;  duties  of  the  confessor,  202 ;  des- 
cription of  cover  of  book  ;  clerical  seceders 
from  the  Church  of  Rome,  reasons  therefor, 
203 ;  book  brought  to  notice,  204 ;  part  of 
Liguori's  work  dealt  with  in  said  pamphlet, 
204 ;  different  from  professional  book  ;  demor- 
alizing character,  205  ;  Norman  Murray's  book 
with  extract,  205 ;  letter  from  Norman  Murray, 
20(j ;  seizure  made  by  a  Protestant,  206  ;  taking 
up  question  on  matter  of  duty,  208. 

Further  inqy.,  whether  it  is  the  intention  of  the 
(iovt.  to  introduce  during  the  present  session 
of  Parliament,  an  Act  to  amend  The  Ciutoms 
Tariff,  18!)4,  so  as  to  interpret  Item  No.  779  of 
Schedule  C  thereof,  which  has  for  its  object  the 
prohibition  of  the  entry  into  this  lountry  oT 
books,  etc.,  of  an  indecent  and  immoral  charac- 
ter, etc.  Whether  it  is  the  intention  of  the 
Govt,  to  prosecute  Norman  Murray  for  selling 
a  certain  obscene  book,  273.  Remarks  :  forced 
to  put  further  questions  ;  the  Premier  s  views 
quoted ;  cannot  agree  with  them  ;  wording  of 
the  Customs  Act ;  how  the  law  should  be 
amilied,  273 ;  Folkard's  Law  of  Slander  and 
Libel,  274 ;  cases  in  point,  274-5 ;  make  it  a 
test  case,  275 ;  the  nature  and  character  and 
tendency  of  the  book,  276-6 ;  Norman  Mur- 
ray's letter,  with  comments  on  it,  277  ;  May's 
book  on  Parliamentary  Practices  with  instances 
of  consequences  of  reflections  on  members,  277  ; 


BBLLEBOSE,  Hon.  Joseph  IL—CotUinued. 

Customs  Seizure  at  HoiirRiAL— Continued. 

Criminal  Code  on  the  matter,  277  ;  the  law  out 
intelligible  at  present,    278  ;   re  local  goveni- 
nient  suing,  etc  ,  278-9. 
See  also,  "  Sale  of  Obscene  Literature." 

Chute  Divorce  Case. 
On  M.  (Mr.  Kirchhoffer)  iix  adoption  of  Com. 
reiiort,  185  ;  against  adoption  of  report,  divoioe 
should  not  be  favoured,  188. 

Debates  Committee,  Reports  of. 

1st  Report.  M.  for  adoption,  123  ;  system  adopt- 
ed for  the  distribution  and  publication  of  the 
debates,  129;  employment  of  Mr.  Smith  to 
furnish  a  daily  summary  of  debates  and  pro- 
ceedings to  the  press.  Better  accummodatioii 
for  reiwrters,  129. 

To  Mr.  Kaulbach.  Mr.  Smith's  duties  to  pre- 
pare a  summary  of  the  debates  and  proceeding* 
for  press,  129.     M.  agreed  to,  129. 

2nd  Report.  M.  for  adoption,  721 ;  paying  Mr 
Smith  $30  a  week  for  the  whole  session,  721. 
M.  agreed  to,  129. 

Desjabdins'h  CA.<iE. 
Inq^'.  at  what  date  did  Governor  in  Council  order 
discharge  of  Frederic  Desjardins,  imprisoned  in 
Quebec  jail,  etc.,  for  having  sold  immoral  hookf>. 
and  what  were  the  reasons  that  decided  iiuch 
dischance,  333 ;  ques.  whether  the  Attorney 
General  for  the  province  was  consulted,  353. 
See  also,  "  Sale  of  obscene  literature.'' 

Divorce  Caseh.    See  .- 
"Chute." 
"Odell." 

Divorce  Committee. 
On  M.  (Mr.  Miller)  for  adjt.  of  House,  3» ;  mode 
of  dealing  with  Can.  reinrts  in  England,  S!t> ; 
attitude  of  Roman  Catholic  member  on  dirura, 

368. 

Folkard's  Law  OF  Slander  AND  Libel.    Set: 

"  Customs  Seizure  at  Montreal." 
Fruits  ok  the  Confessional  Box.    See : 

"Customs  Seizure  at  Montreal" 

Hamilton  and  Lake  Erie  Power  Co's  B.  (85). 
Mr.  Maclnnes  (Burlington). 
On  M.  (Mr.  Maclnnes,  Burlington)  for  sus|>en- 
sion  of  41st  rule,  so  far  as  it  relates  to  this  B., 
430 ;  when  changes  are  made  should  go  back  to 
H.  of  C.  for  concurrence,  431. 

Insolvency  Act  B.  (A). 
On  M.  (Sir  Mackenzie-  Bowell)  for  2nd  R.,  149; 
law  in  the  province  of  Quebec  sufficient,  1.>I ; 
uniformity  impossible  ;  general  law  unjust ;  not 
applicable  to  all  classes ;  vote  against  si  x  months' 
hoist,  165.  To  Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell :  Qu««. 
English  law  applying  to  whole  community,  1S3 : 
difference  between  circumstances  of  England 
and  Canada,  164. 

Langknburgh  and   Southern  Rt.  Co.   Incobp. 
Act  B.  (65). 
On  M.  (Mr.  Lougheed)  for  3rd R.,  296:  remarks: 
unfair  to  bondnolders  to  grant  this  legislatim, 
299 ;  vote  against  B.,  .SOO. 

Liguori's  theology.    See  .- 

"  Customs  Seizure  at  Montreal." 
Maodonald,  Sib  John  A.,  Monument  to,  etc  See: 

"  Memorials  to  the  Founders  of  Confederation." 
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BESLLEBOSS,  Hon.  Joseph  H.— C(»ic;t4<2«f. 
Manitoba  School  Case. 
On  presentation  of  nieggagre(Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell) 
from  His  Ex.  transmitting  reixjrt  of  proceed- 
ings of  the  Judicial  Committee  of  the  Privy 
Council,   prei)ared  by  appellants'  solicitor  in 
London,  129  :  custoniar}'  to  T«ad  messages  both 
in  French  and  English,  129-30. 
On  Inqy.  (Mr.  Scott)  as  to  rumoured  cabinet  re- 
signations,  65G.     On   Mr.   Anger's  B{>eech : 
re  Govt,  afraid  to  act,  663. 

Mat's  Book  on  Pakliamektarv  Pbjicticks.  See  : 
"  Customs  Seizure  at  Montreal." 

Memorials  to  the  Founders  op  Confederation. 
Inqy.  whether  it  is  the  intention  of  the  (Jovt.  to 
to  erect  monuments  in  the  Parliament  grounds, 
on  the  death  of  each  of  the  founders  of  con- 
federation, 633 ;  history  of  confederation,  633-4  ; 
advocates  erection  of  monuments  to  each  dele- 
gate to  Quebec  conference,  634-5. 

MlBRAY,  NOBMAN,  PAMPHLET,  ETC.      See  : 

"  Customs  Seizure  at  Montreal." 
Order  .^sd  Procedure. 

Bill,  amt.,  concurring  in. — \VTien  amta.  are  made 
in  a  B.,  it  should  go  back  to  the  H.  of  C.  for 
concurrence,  431. 

Proceeding;  continuation  next  iiear  irhere  temii- 
nnted  thii.—Mt.  Cleniow  stated  he  had  intend- 
ed to  move  an  amt.  (Odell  Divorce  Case)  that 
proceedings  should  be  taken  up  next  session 
where  left  off  this.  Mr.  Miller  stated  could 
not  be  done  without  Act  of  Parliament.  Be- 
lieve it  could  be  brought  in  as  an  amt.,  279 ; 
matter  not  pressed,  279. 
Obscene  uteratl're.    See  : 

"Sale  of." 
Odell  Divorce  Case. 

On  remarks  (Mr.  Clemow)  re  commencing  pro- 
ceedings next  year  at  place  where  they  termi- 
nated this  year ;  Ijelieves  hon.  gentleman  can 
bring  it  as  an  amendment,  279. 
Prh-ileoe,  Question  of. 

On  the  attendance  of  the  House  l>eing  called  (Mr. 
Mclnnes)  to  a  letter  which  appeared  in  the 
Ottawa  Citizen  and  taking  exception  to  his 
name  being  associated  with  that  ot  his  nephew 
("Thomas  Mclnnes)  who  is  referred  to  in  said 
letter  as  a  refugee  in  the  U.  S.  in  consequence 
of  irregularity  in  British  Columbia  peniten- 
tiary ;  remark :  attacked  through  medium  of 
nepnew,  133. 
Remedial  legislation.    See  : 

"  Manitoba  School  Question." 
Sale  of  Obscene  Literature. 

M.  for  copies  ot  all  judgments,  correspondence 
and  letters  of  record  relating  to  fine  and  im- 

C'  onment  of  Frederic  Desjardins  for  sale  of 
ks  of  an  indecent  and  immoral  character, 
etc.,  331  ;  different  course  taken  than  in  case  of 
Norman  Murray,  831 ;  extracts  from  Quebec 
Chronicle  re  true  bill  a^nst  Desjardins,  trial 
and  sentence,  331-2. 

Inqy.  whether  the  Minister  of  Justice  before 
ordering  the  release  of  Frederic  Desjardins,  re- 
ferred the  petition  for  release  to  the  judge  who 
heard  the  case  and  jjronounced  sentence,  and 
what  was  the  judge's  reply,  487. 

See  also,  "  Customs  Seizure  at  Montreal." 

See  also,  "  Desjardins  Case." 
Smith,  Mr.,  press  reporter,  bnoaobment  of.  &e  .• 
"  Debates  Committee." 


BEBNIBR,  Hon.  Thoiuaa  Alfred. 
Address  in  reply  to  speech  from  the  Throne. 
On  M.  (Mr.  Primrose)  for :  On  Mr.  Boulton's 
Rljeech  :  Manitoba  School  question,  33  ;  On  the 
Address  ;  Death  of  Sir  .John  Thompson  and 
Hon.  Senator  Tasse,  76 ;  congratulations  to 
.Sir  Mackenyje  Bowell  and  Mr.  Ferguson,  76, 
76  ;  Manitoba  School  question  :  on  the  Order 
in  Council,  76  ;  f<«lin^of  theminorityinMani- 
toba,  76  ;^  Sir  E.  Tache  on  legislation,  76  ;  the 
British  North  America  Act  relating  to  educa- 
tion, 77  ;  Sir  John  Rose  and  Sir  A.  T.  Gait  on 
the  interests  of  the  religious  and  educational 
system  of  English  Protestant  minority  in  Lower 
Canada,  77  ;  subsection  3  of  section  93  of  the 
B.N.A.  Act  on  dissentient  schools,  78  ;  a  com- 
parison between  Catholic  and  Protestant 
Schools,  79  ;  agreement  of  1870,  81 ;  extension 
of  boundaries  of  Manitolia,  82-3-4,  the  minority 
in  the  province  of  Quebec,  85-6 ;  regulations  as 
to  religious  instruction,  8( . 

Agriculture  and  Immicration. 
Suggest  Joint  Committee  with  House  of  Com- 
mons, 113 ;  (Mr.  Angers)  investigate  the  mat- 
ter and  re|iorts,  113. 

BowELL,  Sir  Mackenzie,  coxcralulations. 
In  debate  on  Address  in  reply,  75-6. 

Archbishop  of  Rupert's  Land,  Correspondence 
WITH.    Sec  : 

"  Manitoba  School  C^uestion." 
Argyle,  Lord,  Utter.ances  of.    Sec  .• 

"Manitoba  School  t^estion."  * 

As-siNiBoiA,  Minutes  of  the  Journal  of   the 
Council.    See: 

"Manitol»  School  Question." 
Belgium,  Schools  in.    See: 

"  Manitoba  School  Question." 

Blackstone,  S.  W.,  on  the  education  of  child- 
ren.  See : 

"  Manitolia  School  Question." 
Bryce,  Rev.  Dr.,  on  the  School  Quejstion.    See: 

"  Manitoba  School  Question." 

Canadian  "(Sazrtte"  of  London  on  school  ex- 
hibits.   See: 
"  Manitoba  School  Question." 

Cheerier,   Rev.    M.,   on  education  of   half- 
breeds.    See : 
"  Manitoba  School  Cjuestion." 

CtARK,  Capt.,  on  education  in  Roman  Catholic 
Schools.    .Vee; 
"Manitoba  School  Question." 
Commercial  Treaties  Act  ;  (B.  126). 
On  M.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  that  House  resolve 
itself  into  Com.  of  the  W.,  643  ;  Amt.  m.  (Mr. 
McCalluin)  for  six  months'  "  hoist, "  645 ;  on  sup- 
port of  B.  by  senators  of  French  origin,  653 ; 
advantages  of  the  French  market,  653. 

Craig,  Inspector,  on  condition  of  schools.   See: 
"  Manitoba  School  Question." 

Dbcorlby,  Rev.  Father,  school  of.    See : 

"Manitoba  School  Question." 
Education,  Ministers  of.  Report.    See : 

"Manitoba  School  Question." 
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BEBNIER,  Hon.  Thomas  A,—Coniinited. 

"Empire,"  Toronto,  os  Monopoly  op  Publica- 
tion OF  Sc'H<X)L  Text-book.    See  : 

"  Manitoba  School  Question." 
Ewart,  Lawyer,  on  the  School  Qcestion.    See : 

"  Manitoba  School  Question." 
Ferovhon,  Hon.  Donald,  Congratclations. 

In  debate  on  Addreiui  in  reply,  75-6. 
"Free  Press"  op  Winnipeg  on  School  Question. 

Sec  "  Manitoba  School  Question." 
French  Treaty.    See  : 

"  Commercial  Treaties  Act." 

Galt,  Sir  A.  T.,  on  the  Rights  op  the  Minority. 

See  "  Manitoba  .School  Question." 
Gladstone,  on  Manual  Industry.    See ; 

"  Manitoba  School  Question." 

Greenway's  Pledge  to  Support  Roman  Catholic 
Schools.    Sec  ; 

"  Manitoba  School  Question." 
Halk-bhee»s,  EDue.\TiON  op.    See  ; 

"  Manitoba  School  Question." 

Hamilton  "  Daily  Spectator,"  on  School  Ques- 
tion.   See  : 

"  Manitoba  School  Question." 
Hawkins'  School  Statistics.    See : 

"  Manitoba  School  Question." 

Indian  Act  Axt.  ;  B.  (G).— Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell. 

On  M.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  for  2nd  R.,  139: 
powers  of  Superintendent,  1^-3. 

In  Com.  of  the  W.— On  1st  clause  ;  Ques. :  con- 
sent of  the  band  to  lease  land ;  consent  of 
holder,  IKi. 

In  Com.  of  the  W.  resumed,  189  ;  on  cl.  1 :  objec- 
tionable to  give  unqualified  power  to  Supt.- 
General  to  lease  Indian  lands,  192. 

On  cl.  7,  subHe<'tion  2  :  Indian  agents  ex-ofiicer 
justices  of  the  peace,  1!I5. 

Inspection  op  School-s.    See : 

"  Manitoba  School  (Question." 
Johnston.Inspector  op  Leeds, Ont.,School8.  See,. 

"  Manitoba  School  Question." 
Kelly, Inspector, ON  Ontario  School  System.  See; 

"  Manitoba  School  Question." 

Kent,  Chancellor,  on  the  Education  op  Chil- 
dren.   See  : 

"  Manitoba  School  Question." 
Lang,  Inspector,  Report  on  Schools."    See : 

"Manitoba  Schools." 
Leo  XIII  ON  Education.    See : 

"  Manitoba  School  Question." 
Luxembourg,  Schools  in.    Ste : 

"  Manitoba  School  Question." 

McGke,  D'Arcy,  on  the  Rights  of  Minoritirs. 
See : 
"  Manitoba  School  Question." 

Macdonald,  Hugh  J.,  on  School  Question."  See,- 

"  Manitoba  School  Question." 
Manitoba  and  South-eastern  Rt.  Co.  B.  (50). 

Introduced,  *130. 

2nd  R.*,  145. 

3rd  R.*,  166. 


BEBNIEB,  Hon.  Thomas  A^— Continued. 
Manitoba  School  Question. 

In  debate  on  the  Address  in  reply,  76-8& 

On  Mr.  Boulton's  speech,  33. 

M.  for  a  Return  of  representations,  if  any,  made 
by  the  Govt,  of  Manitoba,  etc.,  to  the  Domin- 
ion Govt.,  on  the  working  of  the  educatiimal 
system  in  force  in  Manitoba  prior  to  Ist  May, 

1890,  391 ;  misrepresentations  made  by  Mani- 
toba Govt.,  391 ;  the  manner  in  which  tlie  Art 
of  May,  1890,  came  into  force,  392 ;  utterances 
of  Hugh  .1.  Macdunald,  392  ;  extract  from  the 
ilorOe-i  Monitor,  392 ;  question  of  ridht  and 
principle,  393 ;  constitutionality  of  Roman 
Catholic  schools,  393 ;  results  of  an  inve><tigs- 
tion,  393 ;  decision  ol  the  Courts,  393 ;  re- 
establishment  of  Roman  Catholic  schools 
a  question  of  right,  393-4 ;  the  systt-ni  of 
schools,  394 ;  the  Govt-'s  action,  what  deter- 
mined it,  394 ;  extract  from  Mr.  Martin's 
Hijeech,  394 ;  evidence  of  the  efficiency  of  the 
Roman  Catholic  schools,  394 ;  indictment 
brought  by  Attorney  General  Sifton  in  Tonmto 
(floU,  394 ;  indictment  groundless,  395 ;  testi- 
mony of  Capt.  Clark,  396 ;  extract  from  Cana- 
dian Gazette  of  London  on  the  school  exhibits 
at  the  Indian  and  Colonial  Exhibition,  395  6 : 
Mr.  Fisher,  on  the  motive  for  change  of 
system,  3!I6;  Mr.  Sifton 's  statements,  396; 
standing  of  the  schools  previous  to  1890,  396 ; 
Rev.  Dr.  Bryce,  on  the  fairness  of  the  sys- 
tem, 396-7 ;  Govt,  control  in  the  system,  397 : 
policy  of  the  Govt.,  .S97  ;  Legislature  in  1890 
Ignorant  of  old  law,  397-8  ;  the  political 
situation  in  1888,  398  :  Mr.  Fisher's  utterances 
in  1893.  398 ;  the  attitude  of  the  Liberals  and 
Conservatives  in  1888,  398 ;  Mr.  Greenway's 
pledge  to  Archbishop  Tache,  398 ;  Mr.  Som- 
merset's  utterances  in  1888,  398-9 ;  state- 
ment of  Mr.  Morrisson,  899 ;  electors  in  favour 
of  existing  institutions  previous  to  1890,  399  ; 
Mr.  Sifttni's  accusation,  399  ;  on  the  migration 
of  the  rural  population  to  the  towns  and  cities, 
400 ;  Ottawa  Citizen  on  the  subject,  400 ; 
country  distressed  by  these  politician-s  400; 
Mr.  Gladstone  on  manual  industry,  401 ;  edu- 
cation in  the  public  schools  \n  the  U.  S.,  401 ; 
Mr.  Sifton  on  the  attendance  at  the  Roman 
Catholic  schools,  401 ;  on  the  customs  of  the 
half-breed,  401-2;  comparative  table  of  per- 
centage of  the  children  enrolment  to  the  total 
school  population,  402 ;  percentage  of  average 
attendance,  402 ;  average  attendance  to  the 
school  iwpulstion  since  tne  inauguration  of  the 
new   system,   402 ;    attendance  in  Ontario  in 

1891,  402-3;  attendance  in  the  Luxemburg, 
403 ;  on  attendance  generally,  403-  4 ;  effici- 
ency of  the  teachers,  404-8;  on  the  Protes- 
tants' schools,  409 ;  Rev.  Prof.  Stewart,  re- 
marks, 409  ;  Daily  Spertator't  remarks  on  the 
awards  at  the  World's  Fair,  409 ;  publication  of 
text  books,  409 ;  reports  of  Inspectors  Kelly 
and  Mitchell,  409-10 ;  Inspector  Johnston  s 
remarks,  410  ;  extract  from  report  of  Minister 
of  Education,  410 ;  Inspector  Craig's  report, 
410 ;  results  obtained  in  the  U.S.,  410 ;  object 
in  making  quotations,  411 ;  education  in  New 
Brunswick,  411;  Catholic  education  in  the 
early  ages,  411-12 ;  Catholic  education  in 
Canada  and  the  U.S.,  413 ;  remarks  of  a  San 
Francisco  paper,  413 ;  extract  from  report  of 
Mr.  Morton,  413 ;  extract  from  Mr.  Serrurier's 
letter,  413 ;  the  Pilot  of  Boston  and  the  Daily 
Sun  of  St.  .Tohn  on  the  exhibits,  414 ;  remarks 
of  Mr.  Joncas,  M.P.,  414 ;  testimony  of  the 
late  Supt.  of  Education  of  Quebec,  414 ;  illiter- 
acy among   the  Roman  Catholics,  414;  Mr. 
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Manitoba  School  (^vistiok— Continued. 

(iladstone  on  the  Catholic  Church,  414  ;  re- 
marks of  others,  414-15 ;  official  statistics  of 
Rome,  415;  Leo  XII 1.,  remarks,  415;  primary 
education  in  Catholic  Luxembourg,  415  ;  com- 
parative average  attendance  of  different  covin- 
tries,  415;  efficiency  of  Catholic  schools  in 
Paris,  415 ;  in  Belgium,  41U ;  Hawkins'  statis- 
tics, 416;  Mr.  Ewart  on  the  difficulties  of 
educating  half-breeds,  4U>;  Kev.  M.  Cherrier, 
on  the  illiteracy  of  the  half-bre<'d«,  417 ;  In- 
spector Lang's  report,  417 ;  inspection  of 
Catholic  schools,  417  ;  inspection  of  Protestant 
schools,  417-18 ;  testimony  of  Mr.  (j'Donaghue, 
418 ;  Protestant  and  Roman  Catholic  school 
days  in  the  year,  418 ;  Mr.  Kwart  on  falsified 
returns,  419  ;  priests  illegally  receiving  money 
for  their  services,  419 ;  jwiests  teaching  in 
schools,  419  ;  state  of  the  country  in  regard  to 
educational  facilities,  420 ;  remarks  on  Rev. 
Father  Decorby,  420 ;  Bishop  Plessis'  instruc- 
tions to  Hed  River  missionaries,  420  ;  Catholic 
schools  not  Church  schools,  420-  21 ;  religious 
instruction  in  Quebec  Protestant  schools,  421 : 
school-house  accommodation,  421, 422 ;  financial 
standinif  under  the  two  systems,  422  ;  remarks 
on  Archbishop  Tache,  422;  His  Grace  on 
school  taxation,  423 ;  salaries  of  teachers,  423 ; 
on  taxation,  423 ;  apportionment  of  the  school 
money,  424 ;  expenses  of  respective  sections, 
424 ;  Rev.  Dr.  Bryce  on  equal  distributions, 
424;  on  the  surplus,  424-5;  letter  of  Mr. 
Prendergast,  42.^) ;  rei)ort  of  the  Catholic  section 
of  the  Board  of  Education,  42C  ;  on  the  protest, 
427 ;  remarks  on  the  different  methfxls  of 
teaching,  427  ;  Sir  A.  T.  (ialt  on  the  rights  of 
the  minority,  428 ;  remarks  of  John  Stuart 
Mill,  Mr.  Gladstone,  Lord  Salisbury,  the  St. 
Johns  JVeim,  428-9;  D'Arcy  McGee  on  the 
rights  of  minorities,  429. 

M.  for  copies  of  all  correspondence  and  telegrams 
that  have  passed  between  the  Govt,  and  the 
Archbishop  of  Rupert's  Land,  etc.,  466;  on  the 
privileges  of  the  Roman  Catholics  over  other 
sections  of  the  population  prior  to  1890,  456  ; 
Rev.  Dr.  Bryce  on  the  subject,  456-7 ;  gen- 
eral board  of  education,  457 ;  the  Govt, 
grant,  4.57;  minutes  of  the  journal  of  the 
Council  of  Assiniboia,  458  ;  Mr.  Martin  on  the 
school  law,  459 ;  the  Commereial  of  Winnipeg, 
on  the  system,  459 ;  opinions  of  the  \Vinni|>eg 
Fne  Prem,  Brandcm  Muil  and  Ifur'teenter,  459 ; 
resolution  of  the  Roman  Catholic  Board  of 
Education,  459-60;  on  the  education  of  chil- 
dren, John  Stuart  Mill,  Chancellor  Kent,  Sir 
N.  Black.ttone,  etc.,  460-1  ;  Montreal  Gnzeltc 
on  the  good  effect  of  religion  on  society  and  in- 
dustry, 461-2;  quotation  from  re|)ort  of  the 
Royal  English  Commission,  462;  cost  of 
maintenance  of  the  schools,  462  ;  subjects 
taught  in  the  schools,  462;  do  not  seek  for 
specially  favourable  terms,  462;  rule  of  the 
(leneral  Synod  of  the  English  Church,  463; 
Chancellor  Von  Caprivi  on  school  matters,  463 ; 
Lord  Argyle's  words,  464. 

M.  for  copy  of  the  Order  in  Council  transmitting 
to  the  Lieut.-Govemor  of  Afanitoba,  the  jieti- 
tion  and  representations  of  the  Canadian  Arch- 
bishops and  Bisho]>s  presented  to  the  Senate 
last  session  ;  the  answer  of  the  Govt,  of  Mani- 
toba to  said  Order  in  Council ;  also  all  corres- 
pondence respecting  same,  etc.,  499,  iMX) ;  on  the 
terms  of  the  reuieaial  order  ;  petition  of  the 
Catholics  of  Manitoba;  taxation,  etc.,  600-1. 
M.  agreed  to,  501. 
52 


BEBNIBB,  Hon.  Thomas  A^~Coniinued. 
Manitoba  School  Question— ConcZi/rfcrf. 

On  Inqy.  (Mr.  Scott)  as  to  rumoured  Cabinet 
resignations,  lio6 ;  on  Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell's 
speech,  action  of  Manitoba  Govt.,  672 ;  juris- 
diction of  Dominion  Parliament,  ($77  ;  meaning 
of  term  "  reasonably  saticfactory,"  678. 

On  M.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  for  adjmnt.  of 
Use.,  758 ;  remarks :  Mr.  Bemier,  rights  of 
the  minority,  758 ;  lawfulness  of  claims,  758 ; 
justice  promised  by  the  (iovt.,  768 ;  on  imme- 
diate action,  758-9.    M.  agreed  to,  759. 

Mill,  John  Stcabt,  on  kbccation  or  the  people. 
Set: 

"  Manitoba  School  Question." 
MiNOBITV,  RiGHTH  OK.     See  ; 

"  Manitoba  School  Question." 

Mitchell,  Inspector  ok  Lanabk,  Ont.,  Schools. 
See: 
"  Maniotba  School  Question." 

Montreal  "  Gazette  "  on  ihe  good  effect  of 
religion.    See  : 

"  Manitoba  School  Question." 

Moruen  "  Monitor,"  on  the  School  Qcbstiox. 
See: 

"  Manitoba  School  Question. " 
Morrison,    M.,    Statement    of,    re    Separate 
Schools.    See : 
"  Manitoba  School  Question." 

Morton,  Canadian  Scpt.,  ox  Qcebec's  School 
Exhibit.    .S'ee  .- 
"  Manitoba  School  Question." 

O'DoNAOHfK,    M.,    Testimony     before    Privy 
Council.    .See 
"  Manitoba  School  Question." 
Ontario  School  System.    .S'ee  .- 
"  Manitoba  School  Question." 
Order  and  Procedure  : 
A'lricuUure  and  Tmmhration  Com.— Suggests  a 
Joint  Com.   with   H.   of  Com.    Mr.   Angers 
promises  to  inquire  into  matter  and  report,  118. 

Ottawa   "  Citizen,"  on  rural  immigration  to 
CITIES.     See  ; 
"  Manitoba  School  Question." 

Paris,  Schools  in.    See  ; 

"  Manitoba  School  Question." 
Penitentiaries  Act  Amt.  B.  (1.11). 

In  Com.  of  the  W.—  On  3rd  cl. :  Salaries  and 
duties  of  chaplains,  741. 
Plessis,  Bishop,  Instructions   to  Red  River 
Missionaries.    See : 
"  Manitoba  School  Question." 

Prendergast,  M.,  Letter  asking  fob  Reserve 
Fund.    See : 

"  Manitoba  School  Question." 
Protestant  .School  System.    See  .• 

"  Manitoba  School  Question." 
Remedial  Legislation.    See : 

'■  Manitolia  School  Question." 
Roman  Catholic  Schools.    See: 

"  Manitoba  School  Question." 
Royal  English  Commission,  Report  of.    Sec 

"  Manitoba  School  Question." 
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BEBNIBR,  Hon.  Thomas  Ji^— Concluded. 
St.  John  "News,"  on  Sbpabate  Schools.    See  : 

"  Manitoba  School  Question." 
Salahiks  or  Teachers.    See: 

"  Manitoba  School  Qneotion." 
Salisbury,  on  educational  bights.    See : 

"Manitoba  School  Question." 

School  exhibit  at  the  Chicaoo  World's  Fair. 
See; 

"  Manitoba  School  Queston." 
Schools,  Rouan  Catholic,  ststem.    See: 

"  Manitoba  School  Question." 

SirroN,  Attorney  General,  on  Separate  Schools- 
Sc«; 
"  Manitoba  School  Question." 

SlLVKR-LEAD  ShELTINO  AcT  ;  B.  (142). 

Report  of  B.  without  amt.  from  Com.  of  the  W., 
750. 

Stewart,  Rev.  Prof,  on  training   in  normal 
Schools.    See  : 

"Manitol a  School  Question." 
Surplus  fund,  Rohan  Cathouc  School.    See : 

"  Manitoba  School  Question." 

Tach^,  Archbishop,  regakdino  Rohan  Catholic 
Schools,  etc.    Su: 
"  Manitoba  School  Question." 
TASsi,  Hon.  Senator,  heath  or. 

In  debate  on  Address  in  reply,  75. 
Taxation,  School.    See  : 

"  Manitoba  School  Question." 
Thompson,  Sir  John,  death  or. 

In  debate  on  Address  in  reply,  75. 
Treaty  with  Franxe.    See: 

"  Commercial  Treaties  Act." 
VoN  Caprivi,  on  School  Matters.    See : 

"Manitoba  School  Question." 
United  States,  Schools  in.    ice : 

"  Manitoba  School  Question." 
Winnipeg  and  Hudson  Bay  Ry. 
Remarks  :  Alnut  to  leave  for  home  and  want  to 
say  a  few  words  in  favour  of  measure,  769  ; 
railway  needed,  769 ;  the  Dauphin  District, 
769 ;  effect  of  the  rejection  of  the  B.  or  other- 
wise, 769. 

BOLUUC,  Hon.  Joseph. 

Adjournments.    See : 
"  Senate,  adjournment  of. " 

BOITLTON,  Hon.  Charles  Arkel. 
Aberdeen,  Earl  or,  tour  through  the  country. 

In  debate  on  Address  in  reply,  47. 

On  M.  (Mr.  Primrose)  for:  Address  in  reply  to 
8i)efch  from  the  Throne. 

On  the  Address  :  Congratulations  to  Mr.  Arsen- 
ault,  26 ;  death  of  the  Right  Hon.  Sir  John 
Thompson  and  Hon.  Senator  Tasse,  !8)-7 ; 
preferential  trade  relations  between  Austral- 
asian Governments  and  other  self-Kovernins 
colonies  of  the  empiie,  27-8  j  Mauitoba  School 
Question,  28-!)-30-l-2-3-4-6-6-7  ;  the  tariff  and 


BOXTLTON,  Hon.  Charles  A.— Continued. 
Aberdeen,  Earl  of,  Era.— Continued. 

trade  questions,  Canadian  imports  and  exports, 
87-8-9-40-1-2-3-4-5-6-7;  His  Ex's  tour  thnragh 
Manitoba  and  the  North-west,  47  ;  admission 
of  JNewfoundland  into  the  Dominion,  47 ;  Copy- 
right Act  and  rei»rt  of  Commissionera  on 
Freight  Rates,  47-8;  congratulations  to  Mr. 
Ferguson,  48 ;  on  Mr.  Power's  speech :  Mani- 
toba School  Question,  51. 

On  Mr.  Kaulbach's  speech  :  insuranoe  on  manu- 
facturing industries:  regarding  revenue;  tax 
on  incomes,  73 ;  on  protection  ;  shipping  in- 
dustry, 74  ;  Manitoba  School  Question,  76. 

On  Mr.  Bemier's  speech :  Manitoba  School 
Question,  77-8-9  82-3-5. 

On  Mr.  Ferguson's  speech :  Manitoba  School 
Question,  92-6 ;  emigration  from  England, 
100;  duty  on  tea,  101. 

Agricultural  Implements,  duty  on.    See: 
"  Tariff  and  Trade  matters. " 


•  DRAWBACKS  ON.     See  • 


"  Rebate  on  Exports." 
Alb,  duty  on.    5m  ; 
"Rebate  on  ExporU." 
•%ealso,  "Revenue  from  Excise  and  Customs." 

Arsbnault,  Hon.  J.  O.,  oonobatclations  Ta 

In  debate  on  Address  in  reply,  26. 
Australian  Trade.    See: 

"  Tariff  and  Trade  mattera." 

See  also,  "  Rebate  on  Exports." 

Authors,  petition  from  British.    Set : 

"Copyright  Law." 
Beer,  duty  on.    See : 

"  Rebate  on  Exports." 

See  also,  "  Revenue  on  Excise  and  Customs." 
Berne  Convention.    See : 

"Copyright  Law." 
Bocntt,  export.     See : 

"  Rebate  on  Exports." 

Breweries  in  Canada.    See : 
"Revenue  from  Excise  and  Customs." 

British  Board  of  Trade  Returns.    See : 
"  Rebate  on  Exjwrts." 

Canadian  Pacific  Ry.  earnings.    See  .- 

"  Rebate  on  Exports." 
Canals  AND  waterways.    See: 

"  Transportation  on  the  Great  Lakes." 
Chace,  Hon.  Jonathan,  letter.    See  .- 

"  Copyright  Law." 
Children,  insurance  of.    See : 

"  Insurance  on  lives  of." 
Cigars,  duty  on,  kc.    See : 

"  Revenue  from  Excise  and  Customs." 
"  Citizen,"  Ottawa,  erroneous  report  in. 

Ques.  of  Privilege :  Report  of  debate  on  Rebate 
to  manufacturers  of  exported  goods,  185. 
Clothing,  duty  on.    See : 

"  Rebate  on  Exports." 
Coal  Oil,  price  of.    See: 

"  Rebate  on  Exports." 
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COFFKK,  BIVENTJl!  DBRITqD  FBOM.      See  : 

"  Rebate  on  Exports." 
GoMHSBCiAL  Centres.  See: 

"  Rebates  on  Exports." 
GoHUKRCiAL  POLICT  OP  Casapa.    See  .- 

"Rebate on  Exports." 
CkMfUEBCiAi.  Trbaties  Act  ;  B.  (126). 
On  M.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  that  House  resolve 
itself  into  Com.  of  the  W.,  643 ;  seconds  amt. 
(M.  McCallum)  for  six  months'  hoist,  645 ; 
protest  against  treaty,  645;  as  to  affecting 
sister  colonies,  646 ;  remarks  last  year,  646 ; 
treaty  not  equitable,  646-7 ;  France's  treaty 
with  Switzerland,  647.  On  Mr.  Kaulbaoh's 
speech  :  principle  of  free  trade  is  to  tax  luxuries, 
648.  On  Mr.  Power's  speech  :  favoured -nations 
treaty,  652.  On  Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell's  : 
steamship  line  to  France,  654  ;  importations  of 
French  and  Australian  wines,  654. 

COSFKBENCK,  OOPVRIOHT.      Set  : 

"  Copyright  Law." 
CopVHiOHT  AC!T.  See  : 

"  Tariff  and  Trade  matters." 
CoPTRiGHT  Law. 

M.  for  return  of  correspondence  in  regard  to  In- 
ternational copyright  during  past  year,  212. 
Remarks :  position  of  Act  of  1889 ;  inter- 
national conventions,  object  of ;  the  question 
in  the  U.  S. ;  jietition  from  British  authors  in 
1837,  212  ;  Longfellow's  sentiments  ;  Mr. 
Lowell,  on  the  subject ;  Berne  Convention  ; 
Sir  John  Thompson  on  the  matter;  inter- 
national conference  in  regard  to  trade  marks, 
213^14 ;  articles  of  World's  Convention  of 
International  Copyright ;  Act  of  1887,  215-16 ; 
difference  between  Act  1887  and  1889 ;  penalty 
upon  British  author  ;  collection  of  the  license, 
216-17 ;  effect  of  Act  of  1889 ;  U.S.  not  yet 
in  the  Berne  Convention,  217  ;  position  of  the 
publishers,  218 ;  th«  printing  of  the  books,  218 ; 
printing  and  publishing  offices  iii  Canada, 
21U ;  on  adjournment  of  debate,  219.  De- 
bate resumed,  234 ;  dates  of  Acts  regarding 
copvright  and  their  effect ;  International  Copy- 
riglit  Act  of  1886 ;  case  of  the  right  of  British 
authore  affirmed  ;  Foreign  Reprints  Act  of 
1847  ;  admission  of  foreign  reprints,  589  ;  pub- 
lishers in  Canada,  234  ;  annual  number  of  copy- 
rights taken  out  by  Canadian  authors ;  article 
2  of  the  Berne  Convention  ;  rights  of  Canadian 
authors  ;  British  authors  rights  in  Canada ;  the 
position  of  the  Canadian  author,  235  ;  authors 
who  have  gone  abroad,  230  ;  literary  piracy  in 
the  U.S.,  236  ;  literary  degeneracy,  237 ; 
Messrs.  Kstes  and  Putnam  on  international 
copyright,  237  ;  clause  in  the  Act  of  the  U.S., 
1891,  referring  to  conditions  of  copyright,  238  ; 
to  Mr.  Kaulbach,  date  of  Hon.  Jonathan 
Chace's  letter,  238;  views  of  U.S.  publishers, 
238 ;  American  Act  does  not  operate  against 
Canadian  publishers,  238 ;  Copyright  Associa- 
tion ask  for  enforcement  of  Canadian  Act  of 
1889,  239 ;  clause  from  Act  of  1889,  239 ;  how 
the  Act  works,  239  ;  legalized  piracy,  239 ;  ex- 
tract from  Montreal  paper  rt  seizure  of  music, 
239-40 ;  works  publisned  in  Canada  for  foreign 
use,  240 ;  to  Mr.  Kaulbach,  U.S.  has  not  a 
monopoly  of  Canadian  market,  240 ;  to  Sir 
Mackenzie  Bowell,  re  rights  of  Canadian  and 
American  publishers,  240 ;  conditions  of  copy- 
right in  the  U.S.,  241.  To  Sir  Mackenzie 
52J 
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Bowell,  re  publication  of  works  in  the  U.S., 
when  copyrighted  in  Canada,  241.  To  Mr. 
Kaulbach,  two  books  required  to  be  printed  in 
U.S.,  241 ;  typesetting  can  be  done  in  U.S. 
and  plates  brought  into  Canada,  241 ;  the  Act 
limits  the  powers  of  Canadian  publishers  to 
Canada,  241 ;  Canadian  legislation  interfering 
with  British  rights,  242  ;  comparative  value  of 
Canadian  and  U.S.  markets,  242  ;  offeiBof  the 
Ifew  York  Herald  to  authors,  242;  Dr.  Wil- 
liam's offer  to  Canadian  authors,  242  ;  offer  of 
the  London  "  Statist,"  243  ;  the  position  of  Can- 
adian publishers  and  authors  at  present,  243 ; 
advantage  of  the  Berne  Convention,  244:  to 
Mr.  Kaulbach,  always  misunderstood  ;  re  pirat- 
ing ;  not  in  Senate  until  1890  ;  analogous  case, 
244-45.  On  Mr.  Power's  speech,  remark,  re 
speaking  on  behalf  of  the  authors  of  Canada, 
246;  to  Mr.  Angers,  ques.,  is  it  wise  to  belong 
to  Berne  Convention,  247. 

CoBN,  Ddtt  on.    See; 

"Revenue  from  Excise  and  Customs." 
Dexp  Waterway  Convbntion.    See  .- 

"Transportation  on  the  Great  Lakes." 
Deficit,  the.    See  ; 

"Rebate  in  Exports." 

See  alto,  "  Revenue  from  Excise  and  Customs." 

DlBTILLEBIES  IN  CANADA.     Set  : 

"  Revenue  from  Excise  and  Customs." 
Divorce  Cases.    See  ; 
"Odell." 

DoMiNiNiON  Lands  Revenue.    See: 

"Rebate  on  Exports." 
Earnings  OF  Fakuers.    See: 

"  Exi)erimental  Farms  in  the  North-west." 
Estbs,  Dana,  evidence  of.    See  .- 

• '  Copyright  Law. " 
Excise.    See  ; 

"  Revenue  from  Excise  and  Customs." 

Experiubktal  Farms  in  the  North-west. 
On  Inqv.  (Mr.  Wark)  whether  the  Experimental 
Farms  in  the  North-west  might  not  be  advan- 
tageously used  in  introducing  valuable  improve- 
ments on  the  present  unprohtable  system,  450 ; 
informs  Mr.  Anders,  man  earning  from  $2,000 
to  83,000  annually,  turned  insurance  agent,  454. 

Exports,  reduction  in  value  of.    See: 
"Tariff  and  Trade  matters." 

Farming  Industry,  comparison  between  Scotch 
and  Canadian  farm.    See  : 

"Rebate  on  Exports." 
Favoured  Nations  Treatiu    &e; 

"  Commercial  Treaties  Act." 
Fkbgcson,  Hon.  John. 

In  debate  on  addrt^s  in  reply,  48. 
FisHKBiES  Amt.  Act;  B.  (67).— Mr.  Angers. 

On  M.  (Mr.  Angers)  for  2nd  R.,  434 ;  profitable- 
ness to  poor  man  fishing  for  mill  refuse,  435. 

On  resumed  debate,  502.  Class  legislation,  530; 
comments  on  si^eches  preceding,  biV)  ;  reports 
of  Mr.  Fleming  and  Government  engineer,  530 ; 
purpose  of  present  B.,  630 ;  evidence  of  Com- 


Digitized  by 


Google 


820 


I. — Index  to  Senators. 


BOULTON,  Hon.  Cliarles  A.—Go\Umued. 
FiRHRRlES  Amt.  Act— Continued. 

mittee  of  1888 :  Mr.  Priroruse'H  words,  631  s  con- 
dition of  the  lnml>er  industrj',  631 ;  effect  of  the 
destruction  of  the  forests,  632 ;  lumbermen  of 
Ottawa  and  their  receipts,  532  ;  saving  effected 
by  water-ix)»er,  532 ;  the  profits  of  the  lumber- 
men, 632 ;  dignity  of  Parhaiiient  interfered  with, 
632 ;  on  petitions,  533  ;  advantage  of  water- 
power,  633 ;  amount  paid  by  Electric  Light  Co. 
for  power,  533 ;  on  tne  River  Otonabee,  633 ; 
Should  be  a  jieriod  fixed  fur  lumbermen  to 
make  changes,  633 ;  utilization  of  saw.dust,  533. 

Flehixg,  Sakfobi),  Report  ok.    See: 

"Fisheries  Act  Amt.  ;  B.  (67)." 
Flour,  Rooting  ok,  krom  Western  Point.*.  See : 

"  Halifax  and  Jamaica  Steamboat  Service." 
Foreign  Reprints  Act  ok  1847.    See  : 

"Copyright  Law." 
Free  Teadb  and  Protection.    See : 

"  Tariff  and  Trade  matters." 


•  See  also  "  Rebate  on  Exports." 


Freight  R.-vtes  Commission*,  Report  ok. 

"  Tariff  and  Trade  matters." 
French  Treaty.    See  : 

"Commercial  Treaties  Act." 
with  Switzerland.    See  : 


See: 


"  Commercial  Treaties  Act.' 


See: 


Fbcits,  dried.  Revenue  from 

"  Rebate  on  Exi>orts.  ' 
"Gazette,"  Montreal,  Erboneocs  Rei-ort  in. 

Ques.  of  Privilege  :  Report  bf  remarks  re  Great 
Northern  Ry.,  185. 

Govt.  Rys.  deficit.    See  :  "  Rebate  on  exports." 

Grain  Trade  at  Port  Arthur. 
M.  for  return  of  number  of  bushels  of  wheat  de- 
livered to  elevators  at  Fort  William  and  Port 
Arthur,  and  grade ;  the  number  of  bushels 
loaded  on  vessels,  and  grade,  etc.,  115.  Re- 
marks :  gives  precedence  to  motion  of  hon. 
member  for  Richmond,  115. 

Great  Britain,  Policy  ok.    See  : 
"Rebate  on  Exports." 


■  Prosperity  ok.    See : 


"Rebate  on  Exiwrts." 
Great  Northern  Ry. 

Inqy.  :  re  starting  [mint  of  railway.  Explanation 
of  question,  184. 

Further  inqy. :  if  the  statement  is  correct  that 
plans  and  profiles  have  been  approved  by  De- 
imrtment  of  Railways  and  Canals,  and  trans- 
mitted to  the  Cfempany,  and  have  they  been 
submitted  to  and  approved  by  the  Governor 
General  in  Council,  267-,  Remarks :  apology 
for  asking  second  question  in  regard  to  this 
railway,  267  ;  starting  point  of  survey,  267  ;  40 
miles  finished  and  lying  useles-*,  267 ;  legal 
obstruction,  267 ;  detriment  to  the  people  in 
the  Lake  Dauphin  district,  267  ;  injury  to  rail- 
way credit  of  country,  267.  To  Mr.  Power, 
accumulated  rust  on  rails  in  ten  years,  268. 

Imports,  Reduction  in  Value  ok.    See : 
"  Tariff  and  Trade  matters." 


BOITLTON,  Hon.  Oharles  A.-Continued. 
Halika.\  and  Jamaica  Stbambo.\t  Sbbvice. 
On  Inqy.  (Mr.  Dever)  steamship  service  between 
Jamaica,  Purto  Rioo  and  Hayti  and  Halifax 
to  include  St.  John,  208 ;  remark  on  restric- 
tion of  trade,  209  ;  flour  fmin  western  points  to 
maritime  provinces  eia  Boston :  traffic  to 
Manitoba  i.nd  North-west  riu  Dvduth  and  X. 
P.  Ry.,  210. 

Hill,  J.  J.,  on  the  drepenimg  of  Canals.    See  : 
"  Transportation  on  the  Great  Lakes." 

Hudson  Bay  Railway  Subsidy. 
On  M.  (Mr.  Miller)  for  all  Orders  in  Orancil, 
letters  and  inpers ;  motive  for  oppomtion  to 
Hudsrm  Bay  Railway ;  wheat  trade  diverted 
ria  New  York,  117 ;  competition  in  inland 
transportation  necessary,  118  ;  train  mileage 
earnings,  118  ;  traffic  east  and  west  of  Callaodar 
station,  118 ;  should  be  a  public  work,  118  : 
bonus  excessive,  generally  absorbed  in  cost  of 
construction,  11!) :  what  the  bonds  realize  in 
the  English  market,  119  ;  earnings  on  bonds  of 
Manitfma  and  North-western  Ry.,  119;  on  the 
the  profitableness  of  building  the  road,  119  ; 
depreciation  of  capital  in  placing  bonds,  119  ; 
export  of  wheat  and  cattle,  120 ;  development 
of  the  country,  120 ;  fertility  of  the  soil,  120  ; 
the  financial  backing  of  the  Hudson  Bay  Ry., 
120  ;  railways  in  the  hands  of  receivers,  120 ; 
suggestion  re  solution  of  the  question,  121-2-3 ; 
upset  value  of  land  in  Manitoba  and  North- 
west Territories,  121 ;  voters  and  population 
of  Lake  Dauphin  district,  121  ;  re  Wood 
Mountain  and  Qu'Appelle  Ry.  ;  value  of  Slani- 
toba  wheat,  123 ;  proposed  route  of  railway, 
123 ;  approves  of  building  road,  124  ;  traffic  rin 
St.  Lawrence  canals,  124. 

Indian  Act  Amt.  B.  (G.)— Sir  Mackenzie  Howell- 
On  M.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  for  2nd  R,  1S9  ; 
dealing  with  deceased  Indian's  lands  for  benefit 
of  bis  family,  144. 

In  Com.  of  the  W.— Resumed :  on  d.  1 :  On  Mr. 
Power's  amt.,  desirable  to  have  Indians  con- 
tinue wards  of  the  Go\'t.,  190-1. 

Inland  Revenue  returns.    See: 

"  Revenue  from  Excise  and  Customs." 
Inland  tkansportatios.    See : 

"  Transpoitation  on  the  Great  Lakes." 
Insolvency  Act,  B.  (A). 
On  M.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  for  2nd  R.,  149  ; 
seconds  adjournment  of  debate  j  no  demand  for 
B.  ;  re  improving  credit  abroad  ;  measure  pre- 
mature, lo8. 

Insurance  on  lives  of  children. 
On  Inqy.  (Mr.  McClelan)  calling  attention  of 
Senate  to  crimes  from  practice  of  insuring 
children,  and  asks  if  Govt,  intends  to  take  any 
measures  to  restrict  such  practice,  251.  To 
Mr.  Angers  ques.,  are  they  Canadian  com- 
panies? 265.  Helpless  children  require  pro- 
tection of  the  state  where  (wrent  are  viciously 
inclined,  265 ;  like  to  see  a  system  of  state 
insurance,  265. 

International  copyright  oonkerbnck.    See: 
"  Copyright  Law." 

Iron,  duty  on,  &c.    See :  "  Rebate  on  Exports." 
Lake  Traffic.    See : 
"Transportation  on  the  Great  Lakes." 
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Langenbcbo  akd  Southebn  Ry.  Co.'s  Incobp. 
Act,  B.  (56). 
On  M.  (Mr.  Lougheed)  for  3rd  R.,  296  ;  reraarku : 
B.  not  going  to  inflict  any  injustice  upon  bond- 
holders, 306  ;  object  of  railway,  305-306 ;  abuse 
of  credit,  306  ;  on  the  methods  of  developing 
the  North-west,  306  ;  value  of  lands  in  Mani- 
toba, 306 ;  effect  of  the  present  system  of  oon- 
Btructing  railways,  306-307 ;  iKisition  of  the 
bondholders,  307. 

Literature,  Degesiehacy  am)  Piracy  of.    See : 

"C!opyright  Law." 
London  "  Statist,"  OrfER  to  Authors.    See  : 

"  Copyright  Law." 
Longfellow  on  I.nterkatiokai.  Copyright.    See: 

"Copyright  Law." 
Lowell  on  International  Copybioht.    See: 

"  Copyright  Law." 
Lumbering  Induhtry,  Vested  Interest,  *c.   See: 

"Fisheries  Amt.  Act  B.  (67)." 
Malt,  Duty  on,  4c.    See : 

"  Revenue  from  Excise  and  Customs." 
Manchester  Canal,  Cost  of.    See : 

"  Transportation  on  the  Great  Lakes. " 

Manitoba  and  Nobth-west,  Routing  of  Traffic 
to.     See : 
"  Halifax  and  Jamaica  Steamship  Service." 

Manitoba  and  Nobth-west  Loan  Co.,  I>d.,  Act 
B.  (53). 
Introduced*,  268. 
2ud  R.*,  280. 
3rd  R.*,  376. 

Manitoba  School  Qce.stion. 

In  delxite  on  Address  in  reply,  28-37 ;  on  Mr. 
Power's  speech,  31 ;  on  Mr.  Kaulbach'b  speech, 
66,  75;  on  Mr.  Bemier's  siieech,  7r-79,  82-83, 
85 ;  (m  Mr.  Ferguson's  speech,  92-96 ;  on  Mr. 
Power's  speech,  54-55. 

Inqy  :  If  it  is  the  intention  of  the  Government  to 
appoint  a  Royal  Commission  to  inquire  into  the 
nature  of  the  arrangement  entered  into  between 
the  Dominion  Governmet  and  the  delegates  in- 
vitetl  to  confer  with  the  Government  prior  to 
the  passage  of  the  Manitoba  Act  in  1890?  On 
whose  behalf  the  delegates  were  acting  ?  And 
from  what  source  they  derived  their  authority  ?, 
431 ;  circumstances  have  arinen  since  notice 
was  (riven  which  render  it  unnecessary  to  put 
question  at  present  time,  431-431.  Inqy. 
dropped,  432. 

On  Inqjf.  (Mr.  Scott)  as  to  rumored  Cabinet  re- 
signations, 666 ;  on  Sir  Mackenzie  Howell's 
si>eech :  jurisdiction  of  Dominion  Parlia- 
ment, 677. 


Manufacturing  Industries. 
"  Tariff  and  Trade  matters." 


See: 


■  See  alto  "  Rebate  on  Exports." 


Markland  Mortuagf.  Alt  ;  B.  (136). 
Rejiorted  B.  without  Amt.  from  Com.  of  the  W., 
6y.S. 

M.\.ssEY  Manufacturing  Co.    See : 

"  Rebate  on  Exiwrts." 
Mill  refuse.   See : 

"Fisheries  Amt.  Act;  B.  (67)." 


BOXTIjTON,  Eon.  Charles  A.— Continued. 
Mill  shot  down.    See  ; 

"Rebate  on  Exports." 
Montreal  "Gazette,"  erroneous  report  in. 
Qwsf.  of  Pririlege :  Report  of  remarks  re  Great 
Northern  Ry.,  185. 

Nail  industry.     See : 

"  Tariff  and  Trade  matters." 
Necrssabibs  of  life,  taxation  on.    See  ; 
"  Tariff  and  Trade  matters." 

Seealn  "Rebate  on  Exports." 

Newfoundland,  Confbdebation. 

In  debate  on  Address  in  reply,  47. 
New  York  "  Hebald,  "  offer  to  authors.    See  .- 

"Copyright  Law." 
North-west  Tebhitories,  productions  of.     See : 
"Tariff  and  Trade  matters." 

See  alio  "Rebate  on  Exports." 

Nuts,  revenue  derived  from.    See  .- 

"Rebate  on  Exports." 
Odell  Divorce  Case. 
On  consideration  of  9th  rejiort  of  Com.  ;  evidence 
to  come  out  before  Com.  likely  to  prejudice 
case  before  civic  courts,  227  ;  no  reflection  on 
Com.  in  adopting  Amt.,  no  injustice  to  jjetiti- 
oner,  establishment  of  a  divorce  court,  22i . 

Order  and  Procedure. 
Committee   Report,  deferring   consideration  of 

iwtitiim.    See ; 

''  Odell  Divorce  Case  "  (above). 
Divorce  procedure.— See : 

"  Odell  "  case  (above). 
Neirarxijier  reports,  errontoui. — Correction  made 

of  Ottawa  "Citizen's"  report  upon  Rebate  to 

Manufacturers  of  exported  goods,  185. 

Correction  made  of  Montreal  _  "  Gaz- 
ette's "  report  of  remarks  on  Great  Northern 
Ry.,  185. 

Mot io n  inrohnnp  expend iture  of  moneji.  —Sir Mac- 
kenzie Bowell  remarked  that  it  might  not  be 
strictly  within  the  rules  if  M.  re  Transportation 
on  the  Great  Ijikes  involved  an  ex])enditure  of 
money,  and  hoped  M.  would  bo  withdrawn. 
M.  withdrawn,  691. 

Motion,  Withdrntcalof. — Withdraw  M.  on  ground 
that  matter  before  the  House  is  a  matter  of 
fact  and  therefore  not  debatable ;  Sir  Macken- 
zie Bowell  states  if  not  debatable  should  not  be 
on  the  order  sheet,  if  it  is  it  can  be  voted  on  ; 
M.  voted  on,  294. 

Prejudicing  ease  before  Courts. — See  : 
"Odell  Divorce  Case,"  (above). 

Ottawa  "  Citizen,"  erroneous  bepobt. 
Quos.  of  Privilege  ;  reix>rt  of  debate  on  rebate  to 
manufacturers  of  exix)rted  goods,  185. 

Ottawa  Electric  Light  Co.,  cost  op  power. 
See : 

"Fisheries  Act  Amt.  B.  (67)." 
Post  Office  DKHCIT.    See: 

"  Rebate  on  Ex|)ort8." 
Prince  Edward  Island  Railways.    See: 

"Railway  Communication  in  P.E.I." 
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Printinq  and  fgblishisg  offices  in  Canada. 
See: 

"  Copyright  Law." 
Prodccb,  oarriagb  of.    See  : 

"  Tittnaportation  in  the  Great  Lakes. " 
Prohibition.    See : 

"  Rebate  on  Exports." 

See  also,  "  Revenue  on  Excise  and  Customs." 

Pkotktion.    See  : 

"  Tariff  and  Trade  matters. " 
See  also,  "  Rebate  on  Exports." 

Public  Works,  betence  from.    See  : 

"  Rebate  onExports. " 
PcBLiSHEHS,  Canadian.    -See; 

"Copyright  Law." 

PcTNAM,  PUBUSHER,  TIEWS  OF.     See: 
"  Copyright  Law." 

Railway  Communication  in  Prince  Edward 
Island. 
On  M.  (Mr.  Prowse)  for  copies  of  all  petitions 
praying  fcr  railway  extension,  also  the  chief 
engineer's  report  thereon,  also  estimated  earn- 
ings on  the  P.E.I.  Ry .,  which  will  be  effected 
by  the  operation  of  proposed  branches,  541-542. 
On  Mr,  Prowse's  speech :  why  the  railway  does 
not  pay,  54C-546.  Annual  loss  on  F .  E .  I.  Ry . , 
633 ;  advisability  on  constructing  branches, 
553 ;  comparative  train  mileage,  553.  On  Sir 
Mackenzie  Bowell's  speech  :  remark,  free  trade, 
655. 

Railways,  transportation  ok  frieght.    See: 

"  Transportation  on  the  Great  Lakes." 
Rebate  on  Exports. 
M.  for  return  showing  loss  to  revenue  occasioned 
by  the  payment  of  rebate  of  customs  duties  on 
articles  exported,  166. 
Explanatory  remarks  :  re  giving  more  favourable 
terms  to  foreigners  for  the  purchase  of  agricul- 
tural machinery  than  to  people  in  the  North- 
west Territories,  166  ;  commerriiU  policy  of  the 
country,  106  ;  reciprocity  and  free  trade,  167  ; 
the  Massey  Manufacturing  Cc's  industry,  167  ; 
price  and  duty  on  iron,  167  ;  export  rebate  on 
agricultural  implements,  168 ;  gauging  the  value 
of  wheat,  168 ;  benefits  of  free  trade,  168  ;  put 
a  rebate  of  duty  on  everything,  169  ;  policy  of 
Great  Britain,  169  ;  commercial  centres,  169  j 
sugar  industry  in  Germany  and  France,  result 
of  export  bounty,  consuming  jxiwerof  Germany 
and  England,  169 ;  effect  of  the  rsbate  policy, 
170 ;  abolition  of  duties  on  the  necessaries  of 
life  and  all  that  enters  into  the  industries  of 
the  people,  170 ;  how  the  revenue  could  be 
raised  under  free  trade,  170171 ;  duty  on  sugar, 
171-172;  excise  and  duty  on  spirits,  manufac- 
ture and  consumption,  172  ;  importation  and 
duty  on  wine,  172  ;  duty  on  ale  and  beer,  172  ; 
re  prohibition,  173  ;  release  labour  and  industry 
from  taxation,  173 ;  excise  and  duty  on  tobacco, 
173 ;  duty  on  tobacco  in  England,  174  ;  taxation 
on  rite  and  clothing,  174 ;  revenue  derived 
from  spirits  and  tobacco  in  Canada  and  Eng- 
land, 174-175 ;  sources  of  revenue,  175 ;  post  office 
deficit,  175  ;  duty  on  spirits  in  Great  Britain, 
176  ;  protection  taxes  the  necessaries  of  life, 
176  ;  dutjron  tea,  176 ;  England's  revenue,  176; 
British  Board  of  Trade  returns  imports  and 
exports,   176-177 ;    no  want  of   prosperity   in 


BOULTON.  Hon.  OharleB  A^— Continued. 

Rebate  on  Exports — Continued. 

Great  Britain,  177  ;  instances  cited  of  two 
farms,  one  in  Canada,  one  in  Scotland,  showing 
prosperity  of  latter,  177 ;  price  of  coal  oil, 
177-178 ;  revenue  from  public  woiks,  178 ;  the 
deficit,  178 ;  mills  shut  down  during  18SM,  178- 
179 ;  deficit  from  Government  railways,  179 ; 
earnings  of  C.P.R.,179;  revenue  from  Dominion 
lands,  179  ;  duty  on  silks,  179  ;  revenue  from 
dried  fruits,  nuts  and  ooffee,  ITS' ;  duty  on  gross 
imports,  180 ;  re  taxation  on  the  necessaries  of 
life,  180.  To  Mr.  Kaulbach  :  farm  referred  to 
in  Scotland  devoted  entirely  to  feeding  cattle 
and  sheep,  180.  To  Mr.  Maclnnes :  corrects 
impression  that  hon.  gentleman  from  H^ifax 
inspired  M.,  182. 

Rkciproctty.    See : 

"Rebate  on  Exports." 

Rkhedial  legislation.    See : 
"  Manitoba  School  Question," 

Revence  from  Excise  amd  Customs. 
M.  that  in  the  opinion  of  the  Senate  if  the 
excise  on  spirits,  beer  and  tobacco,  were  n<ade 
equal  to  the  protective  duty  in  the  same,  an 
increase  in  revenue  would  result,  etc,  282. 
Object  in  bringing  matter  up,  282  :  increased 
revenue  ;  average  (Quantity  of  spirit  entering 
into  consumption,  with  excise  and  import  duty, 
282;  cost  to  the  omsumer;  effective  increaed 
duty,  283;  distilleries  in  Canada,  283;  consump- 
tion iier  head  fallenoff,  but  not  revenue,  284  ;  In- 
land Revenue  Returns,  284 ;  To  Mr.  Power, 
increased  duty  would  not  increase  smuggling, 

284  ;  'To  Mr.  Read,  Quinte,  reason  for  ckising 
of  distilleries,  over-production,  etc.,  284;  manu- 
facture of  whisky  at  different  places  last  year, 

285  ;  To  Sir  Frank  Smith,  no  whisky  made  in 
Toronto  last  year,  W&  ;  beer  manufactured  last 
year,  malt  used,  excise  on,  num  ber  of  breweries, 
&c.,  286 ;  price  of  beer,  285  ;  effect  of  throwing 
the  country  open  to  oomjietition,  285 ;  tobacco, 
importation  of,  excise  on,  eta,  286 ;  cigars, 
manufacture  of,  duty  on,  etc.,  286 ;  effect  of 
increasing  the  excise  to  the  protective  duty, 
286-7 ;  To  Mr.  Scott,  duty  on  com,  smuggl- 
ing, 288 ;  No  attempt  made  to  confute  state- 
ment, 292 ;  method  in  Great  Britain,  2!6 ; 
criticism  of  Mr.  Drummond's  speech,  292; 
West  Indies  trade,  292,  293  ;  to  Sir  Mackenzie 
Bowell,  whisky  would  be  manufactured  here, 
293  ;  com,  dutv  on,  etc,  293  ;  cheapening  cost 
of  production  does  not  decrease  populstion, 
293 ;  no  desire  to  impose  resolution  if  House 
will  permit  its  withdrawal,  293  ;  withdraw  M. 
on  ground  that  ques.  before  the  House  is  a 
matter  of  fact  ana  not  deliatable,  2SM ;  ques.  is 
not  whether  we  shall  adoptsystem,  but  \vhether 
by  pursuing  a  certain  course,  such  a  result  will 
follow,  294. 

&c  also,  "Rebate  on  Exports." 
Revenue  and  taxation.    See : 

"Tariff  and  Trade  matters." 
Sec  also,  "  Rebate  on  Exports." 
See  also,  "  Revenue  from  Excise  and  Customs." 
Rice,  Duty  on.     Sec: 

"  Tariff  and  Trade  matters." 

See  also  "  Rebate  on  Exports." 
Sawdust  in  the  Ottawa  River. 

On  M.  (Mr.  Clemow)  for  copies  of  all  reports, 
etc.,  104.     Who  enforces  the  Act   in   these 

See  also  "  Fisheries  Amt.  Act,  B.  (67). 
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BOULTON,  Hon.  Oharles  A.— Continued. 
Seizdhb  or  Music  .    Sec : 

"Copyright  Law." 
Silks,  Duty  on.    See  : 

"  Rebates  on  Exports . " 

Smvooung.    See  : 

"  Revenue  from  Excise  and  Customs. " 
Spibits,  ExcisB  AND  DcTY  OS.    See  : 

"  Rebate  on  Exports, " 

See  also  "  Revenue  from  Excise  and  Customs." 

State  Insurance.    -See  ; 
"  Insurance  on  lives  of  children . " 

Steamship  LINES  TO  Fbance.    -See.- 

"  Commercial  TreatitjS  Act." 
SnoAB  Industbv,  in*  Germany  and  France.    See  .■ 

"Rebate  on  Exports." 
SwrraEBLAND's  Treaty  with  France.    See  : 

"  Commercial  Treaties  Act." 

Tack  Indcstby.    *«  ; 

"  Tariff  and  Trade  matters . " 
Tariff  and  Trade  Matters. 

On  the  Addreu. — Tre.ity  with  France,  27  ;  trade 
relations  with  Australia  and  other  self-govern- 
ing colonies  of  the  Empire,  27  ;  free  trivae  and 
protection,  27-8 ;  reducing  taxation  and  in- 
creasing revenue,  38  ;  the  result  of  protection, 
38 ;  reduction  in  value  of  imports  and  exports, 
38-9 ;  price  of  wheat,  38  ;  taxation  multi])liea 
as  a  consequence  of  protection,  39  ;  further  re- 
duction of  the  tariff,  39 ;  the  manufacturing 
industries,  exporting  power,  production,  capital 
invested,  40 ;  taxation  on  necessaries  of  life, 
41 ;  duty  on  rice,  41 ;  duty  on  agricultural 
implements.  41  -2  ;  cost  of  production,  42-3 ; 
selling  prices,  43-4 ;  artificial  value  placed  on 
goods,  44 ;  nail  and  tack  industry,  43  ;  Imperial 
protection,  4fi ;  protective  taxation  on  necessaries 
of  life,  47  ;  productions  of  the  North-west,  47  ; 
Copyright  Act,  48  ;  lejiort  of  the  Comirission 
on  Freight  Kates,  48. 

In  DelxUe  on  the  Addreai. — On  Mr.  Ferguson's 
speech :  emigration  from  England ;  duty  on 
tea,  10001 . 

Ta8s£,  Hon.  Senator,  I>eath  of. 
In  debate  on  Address  in  reply,  26-  7. 

Taxation  and  Revenue.    See  ; 
"  Tariff  and  Trade  matters." 
See  also,  "  Rebate  on  Ex))orts." 
See  also,  "  Revenue  from  Excise  and  Customs." 

Tea,  Duty  on.    See; 

"Rebate  on  Exports." 
Thompson,  Sir  .John,  Death  of. 

In  debate  on  Address  in  reply,  26-7. 
on  Copyrioiit  CiUESTios.    See  ; 

" Copyright  Law." 
Tobacco,  Excise  and  Duty  ox.    Sec  : 

"  Rebate  on  Exports." 

See  also,  "  Revenue  from  Excise  and  Customs." 

Transportation  on  the  Great  Lakes. 
M.  on  accepting  invitivtion  of  V.  S.  Congress  and 
appoint  three  commissioners  to  meet  three  com- 
mi>Riuneni  appointed  by  the  U.S.  Govt,  to  dis- 
cuss ways  and  means  whereby  ocean  vessels 


BOtTLTON,  Hon.  Oharlea  A.—Conchided. 
Transportation  on  the  Great  Lakes— Ci,nW. 
may  have  access  to  the  head  waters  of  our  inland 
navigation,  etc.,  6(^0 ;  falling  off  in  marine 
interests,  680-1 ;  increase  in  inland  transporta- 
tion, 681 ;  U.S.  Congress,  resolution  of,  1892, 
681 ;  international  arrangement  projxjHed,  6''1 ; 
benefits  of  cheap  trans|>ortation,  682  ;  statistics 
with  regard  to  carriage  of  produce,  682  ;  freight 
to  U.S.  ports,  682-3 ;  rate  of  freight  for  wheat, 
683 ;  on  deepening  the  canals,  683  4 ;  cost  of 
canal  system,  684-5 ;  production  of  com  in 
States  adjacent  to  great  lakes,  685  ;  Chicago's 
canal,  686 ;  on  deepening  the  St.  Lawrence, 
686  ;  coal  lates,  686  ;  on  international  arrai  ge- 
ment,  687 ;  comparative  proportion  of  wheat 
carried  by  the  Erie  canal  compared  with  20 
years  ago,  688 ;  importance  of  expedition,  688 ; 
cost  of  carriajKe  of  standard  goods  if  canal  was 
deepened,  688  ;  On  Mr.  Power's  si)eech :  com- 
parative tonnage  via  railways  and  canals,  ^9  ; 
division  of  the  expense,  690.  Reason  given  by 
hon.  leader  for  falling  off  of  tonnage  satisfac- 
tory, 691.     M.  withdrawn,  691. 

Treaty  of  France  and  Switzerland.    See  : 
"Commercial  Treaties  Act." 

Treaty  with  France.    See: 
"Commercial  Treaties  Act." 
See  aUo  "  Tariff  and  Trade  Matters. " 

United  States,  pcblication  of  books.    See  ; 

"Copyright  Law." 
Waterways  j\nd  Canals.    See  ; 

"Transportation  on  the  Great  Lakes." 
West  Indies  Trade.    See  .- 

"  Halifax  and  Jamaica  Steamboat  .Service." 

See  also  "  Revenue  on  Excise  and  Customs." 

Wheat,  pbiceof.    See  "Tariff  and  Trade  Matters." 

See  al$o  "  Rebate  on  Exports." 
Whisky,  duty  on,  Ac.    See  .- 

"Revenue  from  Excise  and  Customs." 
Williams,  Dr.,  offer  to  Canadian  authors. 

See  "Copyright  Law." 
Wines,  importation  of,  and  duty.    See  : 

"Commercial  Treaties  Act." 

See  alto  "  Rebate  on  Exports." 

Winnipeg  and  Assiniboine  River  Water  Power 
Act  ;  B.  (132). 
Introduced*,  612. 
2nd  R.*,  622. 
3rd  R.*,  689. 

BOWBLIi,  Sir  Mackenzie. 

Address  in  answer  to  Speech  from  the  Throns. 

M.  for  consideration  of  speech  on  22nd  April,  4. 

On  the  Address  in  reply  :  Compliments  to  mover 
and  seconder  of  Address,  IH  ;  thanks  for  per- 
sonal remarks,  16 ;  eulogies  of  past  prime 
ministers,  16-17  ;  death  of  Sir  John  Thompson, 
17  ;  admission  of  Xewfoundland  into  Confeder- 
ation, 17-18 ;  Treaty  with  France,  18 ;  on 
favoured  nations  treaties  between  German 
Zolverien  and  other  countries,  18 ;  Manitoba 
Schools,  18-21 ;  trade  question,  21 ;  effect  of 
the  National  Policy,  2.  ;  bonus  to  the  iron 
industries  of  Ontario  by  Sir  Oliver  Mowat,  21 ; 
on  reduction  of  duties,  22  ;  Liberal  tariff  {wlicy 
when  in  power  and  at  present  time,  22 ;  Con- 
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BOWELL,  Sir  Mackenzie— Continual. 

Adurkss  in  akhwkr  to  Speech  rsoM  the  Throne 
— Continued. 

servative  prinniules,  22 ;  increaae  in  products, 
22 ;  dairy  produce  in  Engliiib  markets,  23 ; 
value  of  fami  jiroiwrty,  23 ;  condition  of  farm- 
ing industry  m  Free  Trade  England,  23;  un 
the  N'orth-w«<t,  23 ;  wheat  production  in  other 
countries,  23 ;  Canada's  position  today  com- 
pared with  other  cnuntrie8,  23. 

On  Mr.  Mclnnen's  (B.C.)(ii)eech  :  representation 
of  British  Co'mnbift  in  the  Cabinet,  24,  2.5. 

On  Mr.  Boulton's  speech  ;  tariff  and  trade  ques- 
tions, 38-9,  4.S-4 . 

On  Mr.  Power's  speech  :  Manitoba  School  ques- 
tion, 51-5. 

On  Mr.  Kaullwch's  :  Australian  meat,  62 ;  sche- 
duling of  American  cattle,  62. 

AlMOlRNMENTS.     Sre  : 
"  Senate,  adjournments  of . '' 

AoRirULTUR.\L    IMPt.EMENTii,    DRAWBACK  OS.     See  : 

"  Rebate  on  Kx|>ort»." 

AGHICCtTURAL  IMI'LEMEXTS,    DUTY  ON.      See  : 

"Customs  Duties  on  Agrio  iltural  Implements." 
AORICULTl'RAL  PRODICTS.     See  : 

"  Taiifl  and  Trade  matters." 
Angers,  Hon.  A.  R.,  resignation.    See : 

"  Manitoba  School  (^iiestion." 
Australian  Trade.    See: 

"  Debate  on  Exports." 
Avthors,  rights  or.    See  : 

"  Copyright  Law." 

Beet-Root  Sugar  Bounty  B.  (148). 

On  Mr.  Power's  retjuest  for  information,  759 ;  ex- 
planation of  B.,  759-60. 

3rd  R.  ;;!.,  768 ;  bounties  i«id  1891-95,  768.  M. 
agreed  to,  768. 

BEHRix(i  Ska  Seal  Fishery.    S(e : 
•'Fur  sealing  in  the  Xorth  Pacific." 

Belgian  (Jovt.,  Removal  ck  Embargo  on  Cana- 
dian Cattle.    Sec.  .- 
"  Montreal  Harbour." 

Board  of  Appraisers,  Appointment  ok.    See; 
"  Customs  Act  Aint. '' 

Boards  ok  Trade  Incorp.   Amt.   Ait  B.  (L).— 
Introduced*,  354. 
2nd  R.  w.  377  ;  explanation  of  B.,  377  ;  M.  agreed 

to,  377. 
lu  Com.  of  the  W.,  430.     B.  reiwrted  from  the 

Com.  without  Amt.  (Mr.  'V'idal),  430. 
3rd  R*,  430. 

Bonuses  to  Isi>c.strie.s.    See: 
"  Tariff  and  Trade  matters . " 

Bounty,  Bket-h<xjt  Stgab.    See: 
"Beet-root  Sugar  B." 

British  Columbia  Penitentiary. 

In  reply  to  Inqy,  (Mr.  Mclmies,  B.C.)  as  to  dis- 
missal of  James  Fitzsimnums  from  Deputy  | 
Wardenship  and  i-eapiK)intment,  69  ;  iucon- 
venience  arising  from  questions  of  this  char- 
acter ;  relieved  of  duties  jwnding  investigation 
and  reinstated,  69-70. 


BO'WELL,  Sir  Maokenzie-OotKiniial. 
British  Columbia  Penitentiary' — Conlinued. 

In  reply  to  Inqy,  (Mr.  Mclnuea,  B.C.)  as  to  n>- 
appomtment  of  Arthur  McBride  and  William 
Keary  to  Wardenship  and  Accountantship, 
136 ;  not  the  intention  of  the  (Jovt  to  reajv 
]x>iut  Arthur  McBride  and  'William  Keary  on 
account  of  unsatisfactory  rucords,  135. 

In  reply  to  Inqy.  (Mr.  Mclnnes,  B.C.I  was  it  on 
the  leoommendation  of  a  n.ember  of  the  Domi- 
nion Parliament  from  British  Columbia  that 
James  Fitzsimmons  was  reap^xiinted,  135; 
Deputy  Wardens  in  Canadian  penitentiaries 
are  apjuinted  on  the  recommendation  of  the 
Minister  of  Justice  and  not  on  the  recommen- 
dation of  a  member  of  Parliament.  This  course 
was  followed  in  the  case  of  James  Fitzsimmons, 
135  6. 

On  M.  (Mr.  Mclnnia  B.C.),  for  iiapem  in  connec- 
tion with  inquiry,  148  ;  no  objection  to  bring- 
ing down  i>apers,  &c.,  149. 

On  M.  (Mr.  Mclnnes,  B.C.),  foi-  instponeuient 
of  M's.  until  July  2nd,  376  ;  re  delay  in  bring- 
ing down  returns,  377. 

On  M.  (Mr.  Mclnnes,  B.C.),  for  copies  of  letters 
1  to  5,  cheques  A.  B.  C,  also  letter  of  Re« . 
Mr.  Morgan,  marked  exhibit  E.,  all  referring 
to  Mr.  .Tustice  Drake's  report  of  1894.  377 :  no 
objection  to  attaching  these  returns  to  others 
m.  for,  377. 

Motions  postponed  ;  calling  attention  to  reintt 
of  .Tudge  Drake,  &c.;  dismissal  of  James  Fitz- 
simmons, ttc,  in  the  public  inti-rest,  499:  cer- 
tain iiaiiers  laid  on  the  Table,  499.  Ms.  were 
allowed  to  stand  until  Monday  next,  499. 

In  reply  to  Inqy.  (Mr.  Mclnnes,  B.C.),  calling 
attention  to  tne  report  of  Judge  Drake ;  the 
present  event  of  the  grand  jury,  also  to  the 
anntutl  reports  of  J.  G.  Moylan,  tc,  587  ;  on 
M.  Mr.  -Mclnnes,  (B.C.)  siieech  :  Article  in 
Torcmto  Glolje  sulwtantiallv  correct,  587 ;  neees- 
sity  of  reading  Justice  Drake's  report,  587  ;  on 
Moylan's  report,  596 ;  on  the  alleged  irrt^oilari- 
ties,  608  ;  fly-sheet  circulated  by  an  ex-convict, 
603 :  Moylau's  letter  to  Senator  Mclnnes, 
(B.C.),  (M;  on  the  evidence,  604-5;  Judge 
McCreight's  habits,  &c.,  605 ;  the  Orphan's 
Home,  605-  6 ;  irregularities  not  due  to  Fitz- 
simmons altogether,  606  ;  Moylan's  report  after 
superannuation,  (506-7 ;  McBride's  health, 
(K)7  ;  Mr.  Davie's  connection  with  the  matter, 
apix)intment  to  Chief  Ju8tioeshi|i,  etc.,  608  ; 
ques.  of  order.  608  ;  Reply  to  Inqy.,  not  Govt's 
intentii  ii  to  dismiss  Fitzsimmons  until  further 
investigation ;  not  the  intention  to  ap)x)int  a 
coniiuission  to  investigate  the  conduct  of  J.  (i. 
Moylan,  010  ;  on  Mr.  Keary's  di-missal,  611  ; 
violation  of  rules,  etc.,  Oil. 

British  Columbia  Railway  Belt  Lands,  B.  (M.) 

Introduced  *,  487. 

2nd  R.  III..  572.  Explanation  of  B.  572-4.  M. 
agreed  to,  574. 

In  Com.,  of  the  W.  Previous  legislation  :  ex- 
planation of  B.  576. 

3rd  R.,  577. 

British  Columbia,  Representation  ok,  in  the 
Cabinet. 

In  delwite  on  the  Address  in  reply.  On  Mr.  Mc- 
Innes's  speech.  24,  25. 

On  Inqy.,  (Mr.  Macdonald,  B.C.),  calling  the 
attention  of  the  Senate  to  the  coramerciad  and 
financial  ixwition  of  B.C.,  and  asking  if  the 
Govt,  ccmsiders  it  entitled  to  as  full  a  propor- 
tionate representation,  etc,  as  other  province's, 
322;  sectional  differences,  323;  representation 
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BOWBLIj.  Sir  iHeMkenzie— Continued. 
Bbitisr  Columbia,  Repbbsentatiox  or—Contd. 
of  Ontario,  Quebec  and  the  maritime  provinces, 
323 ;  distribution  of  Cabinet  offices  in  England, 
323  ;  filling  of  positions  in  the  newer  provinces, 
324 ;  app<>intment  of  Mr.  Dewdney,  324  ;  steam- 
ship services,  324-.5  ;  route  around  the  globe 
32!) ;  railway  connection  of  B.C.,  with  the  east, 
3X> ;  subftidy  for  Tiada  to  open  up  B.C.,  325-6  ; 
imixirtations  of  maritime  provinces,  Quebec, 
Ontario,  British  Columbia  and  North-west, 
326-iJ27 ;  representation  by  members  equal  to 
other  provinces,  327  ;  postal  revenues  of  B.C., 
327 ;  every  section  should  be  represented,  327  ; 
loyalty  of  B.C.,  to  the  Conservative  party,  327- 
8.  Rise  to  point  of  order,  objects  to  ^lr.  Mc- 
Innes  (B.C.),  making  another  speech,  328;  on 
Mr.  Mclnnes's  (B.C.l,  politics,  329. 
See  aim,  "Vacancy  in  the  Cabinet." 

Britlsh  Columbia  Riclb  Range. 
In  reply  to  Inqy.  (Mr.  Molnnes)  res|)ecting  rifle 
range  for  use  of  militia  in  Victoria,  B.C.,  147  ; 
no  action  taken  towards  providing  a  rifle  range, 
no  report  from  local  officers  as  to  necessity  tor 
one,  when  that  is  done,  matter  will  receive  con- 
sideration, 148. 

BiiiTiHH  Pacific  Ry. 
Reply  to  Inqy.  (Mr.  Mclnnes,  B.C.):  noa|)pli- 
cation  made  for  usual  railway  subsidy  of  93,200 
per  mile,  136. 

BROTHKRHOOn  01'  RAILROAD  TkAINMEN,  IN»URAN'CB, 
ETC.     See  : 
"Insurance  Act  Amt.  B.  (14.5). 

BURN'8,  THE  LATE  HON.  .SENATOR. 

Decease  announced  ;  eulogy,  387. 

BUTTEK  I.V  THE  ENGLISH  MARKET.      See  : 

"  Tariff  and  Trade  matters." 

CaBISET  OkKU'E.S,  REPRESENTATION.      See : 

"  British  Columbia,  representation  in  Cabinet." 

Canau*  ano  Waterways.    See: 

"  Trans|x>rtati(m  on  the  Great  Lakes." 

Cattle,  removal  op  rmbarro  by  BEL(aA.N  Govt. 
See  "Montreal  Harlwur." 

Cheese  in  the  E^Jglish  market.    See  : 
"  Tariff  and  Trade  matters." 

Civil  Service  Act  Amt.  B.  (130). 

Introducefl*,  612. 

2nd  R.  m.,  0!»7 ;  explanation  of  B.,  (SiC.  Com- 
ments on  Mr.  Maclunes's  (Burlington)  8i>eecli, 
710 ;  misconstruction  placed  on  provisions,  710 ; 
on  ai>pointment  of  writers  to  take  the  place  of 
third  class  clerks,  710 ;  working  after  hours, 
710-11 ;  explanation  of  the  new  provision,  711 ; 
system  of  apixiintments,  711  ;  promotion  by 
merit,  712  ;  pensioning  civil  servants,  712-13  ; 
some  types  of  civil  servants,  713 ;  effect  of  the 
employment  of  writers,  713  ;  the  English  sys- 
tem, 713 ;  employment  of  temporary  clerks, 
713  ;  the  IT.S.  system.  71314. 

In  Com.  of  the  W.— On  cl.  1 :  Rules  of  debate, 
717  i  on  the  amt.  (Mr.  Power),  717 ;  dismissal 
of  temporary  clerks,  717 ;  det«iLs  of  measure 
pro[xjeed,  717-18.  On  amt.  (Mr.  Clemow),  no 
objection,  718. 

3rd  R.,  718. 


BO  WELL,  Sir  Mackenzie-  Con<inu«f. 
Civil  Service  Supbhanncatiok. 
On  M.  (Mr.  Power)  for  returns  showing  names  of 
persons  who  have  been  superannuated  since  1st 
November  last,  etc.,  622-623;  no  objection  to 
M.,  629 ;  the  superannuation  law,  629 ;  super- 
annuations in  1874-1X78,  62x  ;  superannuation 
in  Secretary  of  State's  Dipt.,  630  ;  on  the  prin- 
ciple of  sui^erannuation,  <>30 ;  difficulty  of 
economizing,  (>30  ;  increases  in  salary,  630  ; 
expenditure  increased  with  expansion  of  coun- 
try, 630-1;  Mr.  Morgan's  case,  6.'«]-2;  on 
the  system  of  appointment  to  the  public  service, 
632  ;  the  Knglisn  system,  (jS2  ;  Morgan's  case, 
ap|x>intment  of  a  commission  of  inquiry,  etc.. 

Committees,  appointment  op.    See  "Senate." 


Stanoikg,  appointment  ok. 

"Order  and  Procedure." 


See: 


Commercial  Treaties  Act  ;  B.  (126). 

Introduced*,  586. 

2nd  R.  »!.,  639.  On  Mr.  McCallum's,  affirming 
principle  of  B.,  639.    M.  t^rreed  to,  «39. 

M.  that  House  resolve  itself  into  Com.  of  the  W., 
643 ;  explanation  of  B. ;  ratification  of  French 
Treaty ;  reason  of  delay,  643-4.  On  amt.  «i. 
(Mr.  JlcCallum)  for  six  monthn'  "hoist,"  (545; 
line  of  steamers  to  France,  6.51,  653-4 ;  on 
wines  imijorted  from  France,  654  ;  on  reciprocal 
agreements,  654 ;  steamship  subvention,  and 
rrauction  of  duty  on  Frencti  Ixmks,  etc.,  655; 
on  the  lumber  trade,  (i55  :  on  the  effect  of  the 
treaty,  etc.,  6.'>6. 

CONFEOEBATION,  MEMORIALS  TO  THE   FOUNDERS  OF. 
Sec: 
"  Memorials  to  the  Founders,  etc." 

Copyright  Act  Amt.,  B.  (F). 
On  M.  (Mr.  Angers)  for  2nd  R. :  a.sked  to  have 
2nd  R.  iK>stiioned ;  remarks  deferred,  139. 

Copyright  Law. 
On  M.  (Mr.  Bonlton)  for  return  of  corresixjudi-nce 
in  regard  to  international  mpyright  during  past 
year,  212.  Remarks:  ToMr.  Boulton,  rightof 
(Canadians  to  publish  ;  ques.,  the  effect  in  the 
r.S.,  217 ;  sale  of  tlie  copyright,  218. 
In  resumed  delmte. — On  Mr.  Boulton's  speech  : 
before  jiresent  U.S.  copyright  law  was  juissed, 
238 :  publication  and  i>rintingof  books  in  U.S., 
238 ;  what  the  publishers  and  printers  ask  for 
in  Canada,  238-!t :  re  control  of  the  Canadian 
market,  240  ;  rights  of  imblication  in  the  U.S., 
241. 

Cbiminal  Code  Act  Amt.,  1892;  B.  (51). 

Introduced*,  730. 

2nd  R.  »».,  753.     M.  agreed  to,  753. 

In  Com.  of  the  W.— On  sec.  673 :  Mr.  Power's 
amt. ;  verdict  in  four  hours  by  eleven  jurors, 
755 ;  personal  remarks  on  Mr.  rower's  work  in 
the  Senate,  etc.,  755. 

3rd  R.  m.,  7(K. 

Customs  Act  Amt.  B.  (140). 

1st  R.,  721. 

2nd  R.  m.,  721 ;  explanation  of  object  of  B.,  721 ; 
power  of  the  Customs'  Board,  721 ;  svstem  in 
the  I'.S.,  722 ;  apjiointuient  of  board  of  apprais- 
ers, 722;  imputation  of  jwrtiality,  722  3;  out- 
line of  proposal  in  case  of  seizures,  723.  On 
Mr.  Scott's  siieech  :  position  of  assistant  com- 
missioner, 724  ;  U.S.  system,  724.  On  Mr. 
Anger's  suggestion  :    prolonged  settlement  of 
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BOVTTBIiIj,  Sir  Mackenzie— Contintitd. 
Customs  Act  Amt.  K—CntUimied. 

seizure,  725;  importance  of  expediency,  725; 
illuBtratiuns  of  differences  in  duty,  725  ;  on 
giving  bimdii  pending  decision,  726 ;  depositing 
the  duty,  72<i ;  regulations  in  reference  to  rate 
of  duty  imposed,  727-8. 

i!rd  R.*,  730. 
Customs  Duties  on  Agricultural  Ihflemekts. 

Reply  to  Inqy.  (Mr.  Landry),  ujwn  what  scale  of 
prices  do  customs  officers  base  themselves  in 
collecting  duties  on  agricultural  implements, 
etc. ;  have  the  customs  officers  received  instruc- 
tions on  this  subject,  etc.,  266.  Not  considered 
inqy.  yet ;  general  law  regulating  value  of  an 
article  for  duty,  266  ;  ba»is  on  which  the  duty 
is  collected,  'MS ;  instructions  to  the  customs 
officials,  266-  7. 
Customs,  Okkcials,  Reflkctioss  o.v.    See: 

"  Customs  Seizures  at  Montreal." 
Customs  Seizures  at  Moxtreal. 

Rejjy  to  Inqy.  (Mr.  Bellerose) :  Controller  of 
Customs  searching  for  papers,  145 ;  Inqy.  post- 
[x>ned,  14.5. 

Further  replies  on  Inqy.  bein^  resumed  :  Officials 
unable  to  find  papers  relatmg  to  book  entitled 
"  Fruits  of  the  Confessional  ;  Ixioks  detained 
at  Montreal ;  date  of  detention  and  name  of 
officer  ;  consignee,  200 ;  no  prosecution,  201 ; 
legal  opinion,  release  books,  201.  To  Mr. 
Bellerose :  Mr.  Auibrosse  (Customs  officer)  a 
Protestant,  206 ;  on  Mr,  Bellerose's  speech  : 
reflections  cast  on  Customs  officials ;  no  distinc- 
tion made  in  the  importation  of  books  as  to 
language  i>rinted  in,  2i)7  ;  an  instance  in  ix>int 
of  books  ini[H>rted  containing  extracts,  and 
legality  of  seizing  same,  207  -8 ;  Controller  of 
Customs'  action,  208.  To  Mr.  Masson  :  unable 
to  give  an  opinion  on  book,  208. 

Replytofurther  Inqy.  (Mr.  Bellerose);  not  neces- 
sary for  Govt,  to  introduce  any  Amt.  giving 
measure  greater  interpretation  until  construc- 
tion intended  to  be  placed  on  it  is  found  to 
require  it !  not  the  province  of  Dominion  Govt, 
to  enter  action  ;  local  authorities  should  do  so 
in  the  courts,  277-8. 

See  alto  "  Sale  of  Obscene  Literature." 

Customs  Tariff  Act  Amt.  B.  (146). 
Ist  R.,  760. 
2nd  R.  m.,  760 ;  explanation  of  changes  in  tariff, 

760 ;  manufactured  boards  exported  into  U.S., 

761. 
3rd  R.,  761. 

Dairy  Produce  in  E.ngland.    See  : 

"  Tariff  and  Trade  matters." 
Davie,  Chief  .Justice.  Appointment  of,  &c.   See.- 

"  British  Columbia  Penitentiary." 

Deschene's  Bhii)c;e  Co.'s  I.ncorp.  Act  B.  (30).— 
Mr.  McLaren. 
On  M.  for  2iul  R.  (Mr.  McLaren),  144.    Reply  to 
Mr.  Cleniow  :  provision  with  respect  to  mter- 
provincial  bridge  at  Ottawa,  144. 

Desjardins's  Case. 
Reply  to  Inqy.  (Mr.  Bellerose)  as  to  what  date 
did  the  (Tovemor  General  in  Council  order  the 
discharge  of  Frederick  Desj-irdins,  imprisoned  | 
in  t^uebec  jail,  itc,  for  having  sold  immoral 
books,  and  what  were  the  reasons  that  decided 
such  discharge,  353 ;   release   made  on   15th 
February  last  on  the  recommendation  of  the 
Minister  of  Justice ;  reasous  for  release,  353. 
See  alto  "  Sale  of  Obscene  Literature." 


BOWBLL,  Sir  Mackenzie— OnUmunf. 
Dbwdney,  Lt.-Gtov.,  Appointment  of.    See: 
"  British  Columbia,  representation  of  in  Cabme-" 

Dominion  Atlantic  Rt.  Co.'s  B.  (48).— Mr.  Power. 
On  Amt.  m.  (Mr.  McClelan)  on  M.  (Mr.  Power) 
for  3rd  R.,  380;  not  aware  either  of  roads  i« 
bogus ;  aulwidy  of  roads ;  politics  in  matter, 
on  amalgamation  of  roads,  384  ;  guage  of  rcaul, 
384  ;  steamboat  subsidy,  385 ;  distance  of  roads 
apart,  385  ;  advises  House  not  to  adopt  Amt., 

Dominion  Elections  Act  Amt.  ;  B.  (68). 
Introduced*,  656. 
2nd  R   m.,  679.     Explanation  of  B.,  679.    M. 

agreed  to,  679. 
In  Coui.  of  the  W.— Explanation,  693. 
3rd  R.,  69X. 

Drake,  Justice,  Report  op.    See : 
"British  Columbia  Penitentiary." 

Dominion  Lands  Amt.  Act  ;  B.  (116). 
Introduced*,  449. 
2nd  R   m.,  487.     Explanation  of  B.,  487.    M. 

agreed  to,  487. 
In  Com.  of  the  W. — m.  amt.  in  regard  to  selling 

school  lands  to  the  Cochrane  Ranch  Co.,  4!i!$; 

explanation,  498. 
Additional  cl.,  498  ;  explanation  of  d..  498-9. 
M.  for  concurrence  in  Aiots.  made  in  Com.  of 

the  W  ,  538.     M .  agreed  to,  638. 
3rdR.  ni.,538.     M.  agreed  to,  538. 

Dominion  Notes  Amt.  Act.  ;  B.  (22). 

Introduced*,  376. 

2ndR.  »!.,  386;  explanation  of  B .,  386 .  B.  pas- 
se<l  through  Com .  of  the  W . ,  reaid  3rd  time  and 
passed,  under  Busfiension  of  the  rule,  386. 

Duties,  regulation  op.    Sec : 
"  Customs  Act  Amt." 

Elections  Act  Amt.    5a.- 
"Dominion  Elections  Act." 

Embargo  on  Canadian  cattle  removed.    See: 
"  Montreal  Harbour." 

English  system,  civil  sbrvicb.    See : 
"  Civil  Service  Act  Amt." 

EsguiMAULT  and  Xan.umo  Rr.  Subsidy. 
Reply  to  Inqy.  (Mr.  Mclnn^  B.C.) :  Mr.  Duns- 
muir  has  made  application  for  a  subsidy  of  $3,- 
200  per  mile.  Government  does  not  contem- 
plate granting  any  cash  subsidies  to  railways 
this  session,  136. 

E.\cisE  Duty.    See  "Inland  Revenue  Act  Amt." 
Farm  property,  value  of.    See : 

"  Tariff  and  Trade  matters." 
Pavo  red  Nations  Treaty.    See  .- 

"  Tariff  and  Trade  matters." 

FiTZSIUMONS,    James,     alleged     IBRSOULARfTIES. 
Sec ; 

"  British  Columbia  Penitentiary." 
Fisheries  Act  Amt.  ;  B.  (67). — Mr.  Angers. 

On  M.  (Mr.  Angers)  for  2nd  R,  434  :  resumed 
debate,  502.  On  Mr.  Boulton's  speech ;  re- 
ceipts of  the  lumbermen,  532.  On  Mr.  Perley  a 
siM-ech  ;  B .  applies  to  all  lumbermen,  537 . 

In  Com .  of  the  w  .  —On  cl .  1,  law  applies  to  all 
streams,  563 ;  exemption  of  streams,  etc,  563-4. 
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BOWBIilj,  Sir  Mackenzie— Con/mueti. 
Flocr,  rocting  or  from  wistbrn  fointei.    See  : 

"  Halifax  and  Jamaica  Steamboat  Service." 
FrBNCH  BOOKE,  RBDCmON  OP  DCTY  ON.     Sec  : 

"Commercial  Treaties  Act." 
Frrxch  Trratt.    See: 

"Conunercial  Treaties  Act." 
"  Frcits  of  thb  C0KFB88IONAL."    See  ; 

"  Customs  Seizures  at  Montreal." 
FcR  Sbal  Fuhing  in  the  North  Pacific. 
Reply  toinqy.  (Mr.  Macdonald,  B.C.).  cabled  to 
High  Commiagioner  to  impress  upon  Imperii 
Go\  t.  not  to  proceed  with  B.  until  submitted  to 
Canadian  Govt, ;  matter  closely  watched,  220. 
Reply   to  further  inqy.  (M.   Macdonald,  B.C.), 
cablegram  received  from  Sir  Charles  Tupper, 
Imperial  Act  simply  renews  Fisheries  North 
Pacific  Act  1893,  which  expires  July  1st,  etc., 
234  ;  to  Mr.  Power,  agreement  between  Russia, 
Canada    and   the  U.S.  as  to  certain  sealing 
restrictions,  more  favourable  to  British  sealers, 
234. 

General  Inspkction  Act  Amt.  ;   B.  (122). 
Intioduced*  499. 
2nd  R.  m.,  S39.    Explanation  of  B.,  539-41.  M. 

agreed  to,  641. 
Srd  R.*,  674. 

Gold  smelting,  boni-s.    See  : 
"  Silver  Lead  Smelting  Act." 

Grain  Trade  at  Port  Ahthcr. 
On  M.  (Mr.  Boulton)  for  returns  of  number  of 
bushels  of  wheat  delivered  to  the  electors  at 
Fort  William  and  Port  Arthur,  and  the  grade  ; 
the  nationality  and  destination  of  the  vessels 
carrying  the  grain  ;  also  a  copy  of  the  condi- 
tions of  the  grade  as  fixed  by  Board  of  Inspec- 
tors assembled  for  purpose  of  fixing  the  grade 
for  ]8.<t4,  116. 

Great  Northern  Ry. 

In  reply  to  inqy.  (Mr.  Boulton)  re  starting  point 
of  Railway  :  question  of  a  legal  character,  184. 

In  reply  to  further  Inqy.  (Mr.  Boulton),  if  state- 
ment is  correct  that  plans  and  profile  have  been 
approved  by  Dept.  of  Railways  and  Canals  and 
transmitted  tu  the  Company,  and  have  they 
been  submitted  to  and  approved  by  Governor 
Genei-al  in  Council,  267 ;  right-of-way  plans, 
profiles  and  books  of  reference  received  and 
certified,  not  approved  of  by  Dept.,  267  ;  not 
sent  in  for  subinis»ion  to  Governor  General  in 
Council,  but  merely  for  certificate  of  deposit, 
287  ;  railway  not  going  on  under  the  direction 
or  control  of  the  Govt.,  267.  To  Mr.  Power, 
re  accumulated  rtist  on  rails,  and  departing 
from  old  location  of  C.P.R.,  268. 

Halifax  and  Jamaica  Steamboat  Service. 
In  reply  to  Inqy.  (Mr.  Dever),  steamship  service 
between  .Tamaica,  Porto  Rico  and  Hayti  and 
Halifax  to  include  St.  John,  2(J8 ;  contract 
entered  into  before  resolution  of  St.  John 
Board  of  Trade  vna  received;  difficulties  in 
entering  into  contracts,  210 ;  sugar  and  tea 
trade  forced  by  legislation  to  Halifax  ;  reduc- 
tion of  customs  and  excise  on  rum.  To  Mr. 
Boulton :  Flour  to  maritime  provinces  not 
sent  via  Boston,  210. 

Harbour.    See; 
"  Montreal  Harbour  Commission." 


BOWBLL,  Sir  Mackenzie— CbiUtnuerf. 

Harbour  Cohmibsionrrs  of  Three  Rivers  Amt, 
Act,  B.  (US). 
Introduced*,  499. 
2nd  R.  m.,  638;  explanation  of  B.,  638  9.    M. 

a««ed  to,  539. 
Sid  R»,  674. 

Hudson  Bav  Railway  Subsidy. 
On  M.  (Mr.  Miller)  for  all  Orders  in  Council,, 
letters  and  other  papers  relating  to  any  subsidy, 
loan  or  guarantee,  126-8. 

iNDBinrmr,  Members,  B.    S'ee; 
"  Senate  and  House  of  Commons  Act  Amt." 

Independent  Order  of  Fokestebs,  B.  (84). 
On  M.  (Mr.  Clemow)  for  suspension  of  41st  rule, 

731 ;  suggests  allowing  2na  R,,  and  then  have 

a  full  discussion  in  Com.,   733 ;  expenses  of 

management,  733  ;  effect  in  case  of  an  epedemic, 

733  ;  H.  of  C.  passed  B.,  733. 
On  M.  (Mr.  Clemow)  for  2nd  R.,  766  ;  expenses 

of  management,  75G . 
On  withdrawal  of  B.  and  M.  (Mr.  Clemow)  for 

remission  of  fee,  769 ;  propriety  of  introducing 

Bills  in  Senate  first,  769. 

Indian  Act  Amt.,  B.  (G). 

Introduced*,  129. 

2nd  R.  m.  B.  explained,  139-43.  To  Mr. 
Macdonald,  (B.C.)  an  enfranchised  Indian  ia 
pi  >ced  in  same  position  as  white  man  and 
holds  his  property  in  his  own  name }  informa- 
tion re  regulations  governing  disposition  of  an 
Indian's  property  in  B.C.  ;  powers  of  Suiierin- 
tendent  General,  142-3.    M.  agreed  to,  144. 

In  Com.  of  the  W.— On  cl.  1:  alteration  of 
wording,  164  ;  reply  to  Mr.  Kaulboch,  Superin- 
tendent ( ieneral  is  the  Minister  of  the  Interior ; 
white  men  lessees  of  Indian  lands,  165 ;  reply 
to  Mr.  Power,  leasing  of  Indian  lands,  166 ; 
reply  to  Mr.  Bernier,  leasing  land  with  consent 
of  the  band,  but  with  holder  s  consent ;  amt.  is 
tliatSuiierintendent  General  may  lease  property 
for  benefit  of  Indian  not  desiring  to  live  on  it, 
166  6. 

In  Com.  of  the  W.  resumed.— On  cl.  1 :  On  Mr. 
Power's  Amt.,  leasing  of  lands,  191-3. 

On  cl .  2 :  method  of  obtaining  money  standing 
to  credit  of  Indians,  193. 

On  cl.  3 :  In  answer  to  Mr.  Power,  value  in  title 
of  life  title  of  chief,  193. 

On  cl .  6 :  eradication  of  customs  connected  with 
dances,  orgies  and  festivals,  194 . 

On  cl.  8  :  On  Mr.  Powers  suggested  amt . ,  yearly 
return  of  reductions  in  purchase  money  and 
rents,  196. 

M.  errors  in  B.,  be  not  now  read  the  third  time 
butreferredhack  toCom.  of  the  W.,  199.  M. 
agreed  to,  199. 

Com .  of  the  W .  resumed.  To  Mr.  Macdonald, 
(B.C.)  Songhees  reserve  case,  discretionary 
power  of  agent  to  relieve  destitution,  agent 
authorized  to  expend  l$60  in  this  case,  199. 

3rd  R.*,  1!»9. 

Inland  Revenue  Act  Amt.  B.  147. 
1st  R.*,  769. 

2nd  R.  m.  759 ;  explanation  of  B.,  759  ;  M. 
agreed  to,  769. 

Insolvency  Act,  1895,  B.  (A). 
B.  introduced  and  explained  and  read  first  time,* 

106. 
M.  to  print  1,260  copies  English  and  500  French 

extra,  128 ;  M.  agreed  to. 
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BO  WELL,  Sir  Maokensrie— Coniinued. 
lN80lv«NT  Act,  18,95— Continued. 
2nd  R.  m. :  In  answer  to  Mr.  McCallum,  ex- 
plained alterations  in  B.  were  more  in  the  ver- 
oiege  than  affectinjrthe  principal,  149 ;  cencenaus 
of  opinion  against  B.  ;  not  the  sentiment  of  the 
Canadian  community ;  late  premier's  promise 
to  present  B.  ;  consideration  of  B.  by  the 
Commons,  159 ;  effect  of  the  B.  in  England  ; 
provisions  not  applying  to  the  province  of 
Queliec ;  legitimacy  of  the  B.,  IfiO ;  iwlitical 
opinions  and  honest  sentiments ;  toting  the 
question  at  the  (mils  ;  reason  for  placing  Act  on 
statute-book  ;  mortgaging  book  debts,  161  ; 
object  of  the  B.  ;  Act  applying  to  all  classes ; 
law  of  exemption  ;  six  nionths'  hoist,  162  ;  the 
foreign  creditor  iind  the  local  creditor,  163 ;  in 
answer  to  Mr.  Scott :  referring  to  Ontario  Act 
re  distribution  of  estates  not  English  Act,  163  ; 
in  answer  to  Mr.  Bellerose  :  English  law  desig- 
nates them  as  debtors  no  matter  who  they  are, 
163. 

Insckaxce.     See : 

"  Indeijendent  Order  of  Foresters." 
IssuKANCE  Act  Amt.  B.  (92). 

In  Com.  of  the  W.— On  cl.  1 :  Language  of  B. 
correct,  466. 

Iksurakoe  Act  Amt.  B.  (145). 
Introduced*,  730. 
2nd  R.  »!.,  743 ;  explanation  of  B.,  745-6;  M. 

agreed  to,  746. 
3rd  JR.,  746. 

Irrigation.    Sec: 

"N.  W.  Irrigation  Act." 

Judges  of  Pkovinciai.  Courts  Act  Amt.  B.  (127). 

Introduced,*  612. 

2nd  R.  m.,  637;  Explanation,  637.  M.  agreed 
to  637. 

In  Com.  of  the  W.— Salaries  i>aid  to  two  Mon- 
treal judges,  643. 

3rd  R.,  643, 

Judges,  superakn'Catios.    See : 

"  Superannuation  of  Judges  B." 
Juries.    See : 

"  Criminal  Code  Amt." 

Keary,  accountant,  dismissal  of.    Sec  : 
"  British  Columbia  Penitentiary." 

IiKgalization  of  Payments  in  the  North-west 
Tekritokies.    B.  (I.S4).     Mr.  Angers. 
2nd  R.  m.,  585 ;  object  of  B.,  585  -6  ;   M.  agreed 
to,  580. 

Liberal  record  when  in  power.    See: 
"  Tariff  and  Trade  matter." 

Lobster  Fishery  Act  Amt.  ;  B.  (91). 

Introduced',  577. 

2nd  R.  »».,  577  ;  explanation  of  B.,  577-8  ;  size  of 
slats,  578 ;  regulation  re  boats  and  gear  bear- 
ing owner's  name  and  number  of  boat,  rejwal- 
ed,  378  ;  stamping  of  cases,  578.  M.  agreed  to, 
585. 

In  Com.  of  the  W.  Packing  out  of  season,  612  ; 
license  fee,  614  77 ;  labelling  of  cans,  615  ; 
stamping  of  cases,  615  ; 

On  subjection  3 ;  stamping  the  year  on  the  cans, 
617,  610 ;  the  close  sea-son,  619 ;  remarks  re 
familiarity  with  lobster  business,  622. 


BOWELL,  Sir  Mackenzie— Condntwd. 
Lobster  Fishery  Act  Amt.— Condnuei 

In  Com.  of  the  W.,  resumed,  G38  leaving  oS  the 
name  and  date,  638;  words  "48  lbs.'  added, 
638. 
.3rd  R.  m.,  640  ;  on  amt.  (Mr.  Power) ;  can  better 
^arantee  than  name,  641 ;  stamping  on  date 
nijures  sale  of  article,  641. 

LouisBouRG,  Monument  proposed  at.    Set : 
"  Monument  proposed." 

See  also  "  Ordnance  Lands  in  Nora  Scotia  and 
Ca)»  Breton." 

Lumber,  reciprocity  IN  tariff.    Sr^.- 

"  Customs  Tariff  Act  Amt." 
Lumber  trade  with  France,  Ac.    See: 

"  Commercial  Treaties  Act." 
McBride,  Warden,  state  of  health,  *c.    Sre. 

"  British  Columbia  Penitentiary." 
McCreight,  Judge,  evidence  op,  &c     Sec  ■ 

"  British  Columbia  Penitentiary." 

Manitoba  Road  Allowance  Act  Amt.  B.  (114). 
Introduced*,  650. 
2nd  R.  »».,  679 ;  explanation,  679.     M.  agreed  to, 

679. 
In  Com.  of  the  W.— Explanation  of  B.,  693-4. 
3rd  R.,  694. 

Manitoba  School  Question. 

In  debate  on  the  Address,  18,  21. 

Message  presented  from  His  Ex.  transmittii^  the 
report  of  the  proceedings'  of  the  Judicial  Coui- 
mi'tee  of  the  Privv  Council  prepared  by  ap- 
pellants' solicitor  in  London,  129 ;  Message 
read  in  English,  129 ;  (Mr.  Belleroee),  custom- 
ary to  read  these  messages  in  French  as  well  u 
English,  129  30 ;  Message  read  in  French,  l.'*!. 

On  ^l.  (Mr.  Bernier)  for  copies  of  all  correspond- 
ence and  telegrams  that  have  passed  between 
the  Government  and  the  Archbishop  of  Rupert's 
Land,  etc.,  4.')6 ;  no  objection  to  bringing  .io»-n 
papers,  464. 

In  reply  to  Inqy.  (Mr.  Scott)  as  to  any  more  im- 
portant legislation  this  session,  especially  with 
reference  to  the  ManitoV>a  school  question,  577; 
be  enabled  to  give  definite  information  on  Mon- 
day ;  no  new  legislation  of  any  importanoe,577. 

In  reply  to  further  Inqy.  (Mr.  Scott) :  Govt,  de- 
cided not  to  ask  Parliament  to  de^  with  reme- 
dial legislation  this  session ;  Manitoba  will  be 
communicated  with  at  once ;  session  next 
January,  686  7. 

In  reply  to  Inqy.  (Mr.  Scott),  as  to  rumoured  re- 
signation ;  not  in  a  position  at  present  to  reply, 
622. 

In  reply  to  further  Inqy.  (Mr.  Scott)  as  U' 
rumoured  resignati<ms,  etc.,  639 ;  not  in  a  posi- 
tion to  answer;  promise  to  do  so  by  three 
o'clock  to-morrow  ;  (>arliamentary  practice,  639. 

In  reply  to  further  Inqy.  (Mr.  Scott),  in  regard 
to  rumored  resignation,  OiiO ;  the  lion.  Minister, 
of  Public  Works  and  Postmaster  General  con- 
sent to  remain  in  the  Govt,  on  the  assurance 
that  should  Manitoba  refuse  to  grant  legisla- 
tion reii  oriiig  to  the  minority  of  Manitoba  the 
rights  of  which  they  were  deprived,  etc.,  that 
remedial  legislation  will  be  introduced ;  Min- 
ister of  Agriculture  asks  for  remedial  legislation 
at  once,  and  refuses  to  re-enter  Cabinet  unless 
Govt,  concede,  657-8. 

Further  remarks,  in  reply  to  Mr.  Anger's  ex- 
planation ;   resents  personal  remarks,  b68 ;   on 
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BOWELL,  Sir  Maxikenzie— Continued. 
Manitoba  Schoof.  Question— Oonlmucd. 

outside  influence,  etc.,  66K ;  Manitobn  rights  to 
seiiarate  schools,  G09 ;  manner  in  which  the 
LiWral  (inrty  obtained  power  in  Manitoba, 
66i(;  decision  of  Privy  Council  in  Kngland, 
66!) ;  provincial  rights,  66!) ;  newspaper  reports, 
66!) ;  Mr.  Tarto  on  the  question,  669-70  ;  refer- 
ring to  members  of  other  House,  670 ;  on  Mr. 
O'Donohoe's  remarks,  670 ;  language  used  in 
reply  to  Mr.  Angers'  letter  of  resignation,  670 ; 

g ledge  given,  ,670;  on  Manitoba  Govt,  not 
eing  in  a  jKieition  to  deal  with  the  question, 
etc.,  670-1 ;  views  of  the  answer  of  the  Mani- 
toba Govt,  671 ;  on  the  remedial  order,  671-2; 
wishes  of  the  Roman  Catholics  of  Manitoba, 
671  ;  the  question  for  decision,  672  ;  on 
appointment  of  a  commission  of  invi^tigation, 
6i2;  Manitoba's  attitude,  672;  effect  of  reme- 
dial legislation.  673.  After  recess  ;  request  for 
consideration,  G73 ;  declaration  made  in  the 
Senate,  674  ;  power  of  the  Parliament  of  Can- 
a<lft,  674  ;  counter-proiKisition  made  in  council, 
674-5;  approval  of  Govt's  course  expressed, 
675-  0 ;  on  giving  name  of  writer  of  letter, 
676 ;  on  unity,  676  ;  Mr.  Angers's  course,  676  ; 
jurisdiction  of  the  Dominion  Parliament,  677 ; 
on  answering  questions  put  off-hand,  678 ; 
meaning  of  the  term  "  reasonubly  satisfactory," 
678. 

MaBITIHE  PROVINCEa,  lUPOBTATtOSS  oc     See  : 

"  British  Columbia,  represientation  of  in  Cabinet." 
Markland  Mortgark  Act  ;  6.  (136). 
Introduced*,  1560. 
2nd  K.,  m.,  678.    Kxplanation,  678  9.    M.  agreed 

to,  679. 
In  Com.  of  the  W. — Extract  from  rejwrt  of  the 
Com.  of  tha  Privy  Council,  6S(2 ;  report  of  the 
Com.  on  Public  Accounts,  693. 
3rd  R.,  6!)3. 

Massbv  MANfP.\('n;RiXG  Co.    See: 

"Rebate  on  Exports." 
Memorials  to  the  Focndehs  ok  Coxkedskation. 
On  Inqy.  (Mr.  Bellerose)  whether  it  is  the  inten- 
tion of  the  govt,  to  erect  monuments  in  the 
parliament  grounds,  on  the  death  of  each  of  the 
founders  of  confederation,  633  ;  suggests  one 
grand  statue,  636 ;  on  the  action  of  some  of  the 
delegates,  636. 

Militia  Rifle  Range.    See  : 
"  British  Columbia  Militia  Rifle  Range." 

MiNIXd  LICENSE,  REVBNL'B  FOR.      See  : 

"British  Columbia  Railway  Belt  Lands  B." 
Ministerial  Cuangks. 
In  answer  to  Mr.  Power,  acquaints  the  House 

with  facts,  103-4. 
See  alto  "Vacancy  in  Cabinet." 

MONDMBNT,  proposed,  AT  Loi'ISBOl'RO. 

Reply  to  In<iy.  ( Mr.  Poirier) :  scheme  for  the 
erection  of  monument  originated  with  an  his- 
torical s<x;iety  formed  in  Boston,  of  which 
Canadian  (iovemment  has  no  knowledge,  nor 
was  consent  asked.  Government  has  no  know- 
ledge of  inscription  to  be  placed  on  monument. 
The  Department  of  Militia  and  Defence  has  no 
proix-rty  at  lyjuisbourg,  nor  has  it  any  know- 
ledge to  whom  the  property  belongs  vipon  which 
the  proposed  monument  is  to  be  erected,  138-9. 

See  al-to  "  Ordnance  Lands  in  Nova  Scotia  and 
Cape  Breton." 


BOWELIj,  Sir  iSaolcenzie— Continued. 
Montreal  Harbour  Commission. 

On  M.  (Mr.  Desjardins)  for  copy  of  all  memorials, 
repre.sentation8  and  correspondence  concerning 
finances,  cost  of  works  in  progress  or  proposed 
for  enlargement  of  Montreal  harbour,  etc.:  no 
objection  to  bringing  down  papers;  everything 
ixws'ble  should  he  done  to  increase  facilities  of 
harbour;  extending  the  harbour  eastward,  199. 

Reply  to  Inqy.  (Mr.  Desjardins)  asking  when 
documents  m.  for  will  be  brought  down,  353 ; 
have  not  inquired  about  it,  will  make  inquiries, 
notice  sent  over  to  dept.  which  has  them  for 
preparation,  354. 

Reply  to  further  Inqy.  (Mr.  Desjardins),  574;. 
will  try  to  hurry  up  jiapers,  674-5. 

Reply  to  Inqy.  (Mr.  Desjardins)  re  removal  of 
embargo  on  Canadian  cattle  by  Belgian  Govt., 
729'  30 ;  had  information  on  subject ;  cable  from 
Sir  Charles  Tupper,  730 ;  reason  to  believe  no 
such  disease  in  Canada,  730. 

Morgan,  H.  .7.,  Case  ok.    See  : 

"  Civil  Service  Superannuation." 
Mortgages.     See  "  Markland  Mortgages  B." 
Moylas,  Inspector,  Reports  of,  etc.    See  : 

"  British  Columbia  Penitentiary. " 
National  Policy,  The.    See  .- 

"  Tariff  and  Trade  matters. " 

See  alto  "  Rel>ate on  Exports." 

See  alto  "Railway  Communication  in  P.E.I." 

Newfoundland  Confederation. 
In  debate  on  the  Address,  in  reply,  17-18. 
See  also  "  Union  with  Newfoundland."' 

New  Westminster  Penite.vtiary.    &e.- 

" British  Columbia  Penitentiary." 
North  Pacific,  Seal  Fishing.    See; 

"Fur  Seal  Fishing  in  North  Pacific." 

NOBTHUMBERLAND  StRAITS,  NAVIGATION  OF.      See  ; 

"Railway  Communication  in  P.E.I." 
North-west,  Condition  of.    See  : 

"  Tariff  and  Trade  matters." 
North-west  Irrigation  Act  ;  B.  (120). 

Introduced  *,  730. 

2nd  R.  in.,  757  ;  explanation  of  changes  in  B., 
767-8.     M.  agreed  to,  758. 

3rd  R.,  758. 

North-west  Territories  Act  Amt.  B.  (186). 
l8t  R.*,  612. 
2nd  R.*,  612. 
In  Com.  of  the  W.— On  cl.  3 :  as  to  members  of 

local  legislature  resigning,  637. 
3rd  R.  m,  639.     M.  agreed  to,  639. 

Obscene  Literatuhe. 
.SV<"SaIeof." 

Odell  Divorce  Case. 
On  consideration  of  9th  report  of  Com. ;  no  in- 
jury to  petitioner  by  allowing  Supreme  Court 
to  decide  rights,  duty  of  Senate,  effect  of  the 
decision  of  the  Supreme  Court,  vote  for  amend- 
ment. 228. 

Order  anu  Procedure. 
Bill,  diteuuing  principle  in  Com. — According  to 
authorities  discussion  must  be  confined  to  the 
clause  before  the  Com.  for  consideration,  717. 
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BO  WELL,  Sir  Mackenzie— Continued. 
Order  akd  Pbocedure — Continued. 

OnindR.  Commercial  Treatiet B.—Wc.  McCaUum 
observed  that  he  wanted  to  move  a^inst  B. 
whtfn  it  comes  up,  639  ;  said,  can  move  against 
it  l)efore  going  into  Com.  of  the  W.  and  it  will 
be  understood  he  does  not  affinn  the  principle 
of  the  B.  by  consenting  to  2nd  R.  now,  639. 

BiUt,  Kithdraiml.—'ii.T.  Clemow  explained  reason 
for  withdrawal  and  said  it  was  the  fault  of  the 
system,  7(58 ;  propriety  of  introducing  bills  in 
Senate  first,  769. 

Committee  Report,  deferring  eontideration  of  peti- 
tion.   See  : 

"  Odell  Divorce  Case"  (above). 

Com.  on  Rfft.,  Telegraph!  and  Harbours. — Irregu" 
larity  in  organization  of  Com.  and  comments  on 
appointment  of  Chairman,  110-13. 

Committee,  Standing,  appointment  of. — As  to  intro- 
duction of  M.  before  passage  of  tiie  Address,  48. 

ComtittUional  quettiont.  See  debates  on  the  fol- 
lowing bills  and  motions  : — 

Behring  Sea  Seal  Fishery. 

British  Columbia  representation  in  the  Cabinet. 

Commercial  Treaties  B. 

Copyright  Ijaw. 

French  Treaty. 

Insolvency  B. 

Manitoba  School  (^estion. 

Newfoundland  Confederation. 

North-west  Territories  representation  in  the 
Cabinet. 

Vacancies  in  the  Senate. 

Critit,  practicr  in  caMi  of.  Mr.  Scott  in  inquiring 
re  rumoured  Cabinet  resignations  observed  that 
it  is  the  usual  practice  in  the  British  Parlia- 
ment and  our  Parliament  when  any  crisis 
arises,  that  both  Houses  are  taken  into  the  con- 
fidence of  the  Oovt.,  639 ;  stated  hon.  gentlemen 
was  correct  as  to  parliamentary  and  constitu- 
tional practice,  but  was  not  in  a  poxition  to 
answer  inquiry,  639. 

Debate,  quoting  tpeechet  made  inothcr  Chamber. — 
Mr.  Masson  questions  right  to  refer  to  utter- 
ances of  members  in  H.  of  C,  state  have  been 
deprecating  practice,  670. 

Defxite,  speaking  tm'w.— Ques.  of  order  against 
Mr.  Mclnnea  (B.C.)  making  second  speech,  3S8. 

Inqv.  irregjilar. — Mr.  Biiulton's  inqy.  re  starting 
point  of  Great  Northern  Ky.,  not  regular  to 
put  on  order  pa|>er  as  a  question,  184. 

Legislation,  state  o/.— Mr.  Scott  inquires  if  there 
IS  any  more  important  legislation  this  session, 
esjiecially  with  reference  to  the  Manitoba  School 
question,  reply  :  no  new  legislation  of  any  im- 
portance, definite  information  on  Monday  re 
Manitoba  Schools,  fi77. 

Motives,  attributing.— On  Mr.  Mclnnes  (B.C.) 
rising  to  ques.  of  order ;  hon.  member  no  right 
to  attribute  motives  to  any  other  member  of 
House ;  withdrew  statement  if  out  of  order  or 
unparliamentary,  608. 

Afotire',  tmp«t<«»</.— Called  Mr.  Scott  to  order  for 
making  insinuations  reflecting  on  the  govt., 
776.     Apology,  7«2. 

Motion  inrolring  expenditure  of  monejf.— Re- 
marked that  it  might  not  be  strictly  within  the 
rules  of  M.  (Mr.  Boulton)  re  Traiisiwrtation  on 
the  Great  Lakes  involved  an  expenditure  of 
money,  and  hoped  M.  would  be  withdrawn. 
M   withdrawn,  691. 


BOWULL,  Sir  Mackenzie— CbiUinixri. 
Orosb  and  Pbooidcrb — Continued. 

Motion,  mthdraiPcU  of. — Mr.  Boulton  stated  that 
he  would  withdraw  his  M  -.  on  ground  that  mat- 
ter before  the  House  is  a  matter  of  fact  and 
therefore  not  debatable  ;  if  not  debatable  should 
not  be  on  the  order  sheet,  if  it  is  it  can  be  voted 
on  ;  M .  voted  on,  294 . 

PrejudieifM  Case  More  Courts.    See : 
"Odell  Divorce  Case"  (above). 

QuestioTU  ptU  off-hand. — On  Mr.  McKay  object- 
ing to  questions  being  put  and  answered  off- 
hand ;  stated  had  no  objection  to  answer  quev 
tions,  677-8. 

Reports,  reading  of  in  debtUe. — Thought  it  a 
dangerous  practioe  to  simply  hand  reports  to 
reporters ;  if  report  is  to  be  included  in  Debates 
it  must  b  ■  read,  687 . 

Ordinakck  Lands  in  Nova  Sootia  and  Cam 
Brkton. 
Reply  to  inqy.  (Mr.  Poirier)  as  to  a^reemeot 
entered  into  between  Imperial  and  Canadian 
authorities  re  transfer  of  ordnance  lands  to  the 
latter.  What  ordnance  lands  are  now  in  pos- 
session of  the  Dominion  Govt,  in  Nova  Scotia 
and  Cape  Breton,  also  is  the  Dominion  Govt, 
not  entitled  to  the  possession  of  site  of  old  for 
tifications  at  Louisbourg,  332 ;  properties  owned 
in  maritime  provinces  and  known  as  ordnance 
lands,  336-7 ;  site  of  the  old  fortifications  at 
Louisbourg  not  included,  .137  ;  remarks  at  the 
unveiling  of  the  monument,  337  ;  epitome  of  the 
battle,  338  ;  sentiments  re  preservation  of  old 
fortresses,  etc.,  338 ;  promises  of  Ministeru,  etc, 
338.  To  (Mr.  Alwon)  did  not  make  the  pro- 
mises, 338. 

Pknitbntiaries  Act  Amt.  ;  B.  (131). 

1st  R.,  728. 

2nd  R.  m.,  728  ;  explanation  of  general  principle 
of  B.,  uniformity  in  salaries  uf  officers,  72^. 
M.  agreed  to,  729. 

In  Com.  of  the  W. — On  3rd  d.  :  principal  object 
in  establishing  a  system  of  uniformity  in 
salaries,  736  ;  on  the  position  of  surgeon,  736 : 
pay  of  clergymen,  736-7 ;  extracts  from  re- 
txjrt  of  inspector  of  penitentiaries,  737  ;  duties 
and  responsibilities  of  wardens,  737-8 ;  princi- 
ple fi(  Libert^  Conservatism,  738 ;  salaries  of 
wardens  at  different  penitentiaries,  etc,  739; 
experience  of  Mr.  Stewart,  7401  ;  on  the 
alleg^ed  extravagance  of  the(iovt.,741  ;  salaries 
and  duties  of  the  chaplains,  741 ;  on  surgeons 
being  confined  to  the  practice  of  the  institution, 
742  ;  salaries  of  chaplains  six  years  ago,  742. 

On  rejiarks  (Mr.  Power)  re  prerogative  of  Senate, 
742  ;  imputation  unjustified,  742-743  ;  on  sub- 
serviency to  H.  of  C,  743. 

On  cl.  7.  Substitution  ;  sections  1,  3  and  6  shall 
apply  only  to  persons  hereafter  appointed,  etc, 
743.     Amt.  agreed  to,  743. 

3rd  R.  7/1.,  744.  B.  read  the  3rd  time  and  passed 
under  a  suspension  of  the  rule,  744. 

Pensioning  civil  servants.    See  : 
"Civil  Service  Act  Amt." 

Policy  ok   the  Government.     See  "Rebate  on 
Exijorts." 

Political  appointments.    See: 
"  Civil  Service  Act  Amt." 

Postal  revekuks  frou  British  Coldcbia.    &t  ; 
"  British  Columbia,  representation  of  in  Cabinet." 
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BCWBLL,  Sir  Mackeii2!ie—  Continued. 
Post  Oppicb  Skbvick  in  Vioiobu,  B.C. 
Reply  to  Inqy.  (Mr.  McTnn(») :  not  the  intention 
of  the  (ioveminent  to  do  away  with  provisional 
allowiuice,  when  that  decision  is  come  to  a  Hcale 
of  Mlaiy  commensurate  with  positions  will  be 
adopted,  147. 

PwNCK  KuwABi)  Island  Railways.    See  : 

"  Railway  Communication  in  P.E.I." 
PaiKTiso,  Delays  in,  and  Qdantitiks  or. 
M.  for  1250  English  and  500  French  copies  of 
Insolvency  B.,  128.  To  Mr.  Kaulbach  :  changes 
not  of  auliicient  importance  to  justify  repiint, 
128. 

Phistino,  Public. 

On  M.  (Mr.  Power)  for  Return,  detail  of  cost  of 
printing,  1883-93,  for  comparison  of  contract 
and  Govt,  systems,  688  (1894) ;  Return  laid  on 
table ;  difficulty  of  preparing  returns  in  de- 
tail, 185. 

In  reply  to  Inqy.  (Mr.  Power)  calling  attention 
to  unsatisfactory  return  iiresented  on  31»t  May 
last,  of  sums  p-iid  for  public  printing,  1883-93, 
etc.,  718 ;  desire  of  Govt,  to  comply  with  con- 
ditions of  orders  as  nearly  as  possible,  720 ;  vol- 
uminous character  of  return  if  wording  of 
resolvtion  is  stvictly  adhered  to,  720 ;  compara- 
tive exijenditiire,  720 ;  how  to  arrive  at  a  correct 
conclusion,  720-1. 

Phivilkoe,  Question  oc. 
On  the  attention  of  the  House  being  called  (Mr. 
Mclnnes)  to  a  letter  which  appeared  in  the 
Ottawa  Citizen,  and  taking  exception  to  his 
name  being  associated  with  that  of  his  newphew 
(Thomas  Mclunes)  who  is  referred  to  in  said 
letter  as  a  refugee  in  the  U.S.,  in  consequence 
of  irregularity  in  British  Columbia  peniten- 
tiary ;  attention  called  to  the  fact  that  when  a 
question  of  order  is  raised  it  is  the  duty  of  the 
speaker  to  sit  down  until  it  is  decided ;  not  a 
question  of  privilege,  134  ;  disapproves  of  par- 
enthetical sentence  put  into  the  report  of  Mr. 
Sloylan,  explained  Minister  of  Justice  had 
struck  it  out  but  it  had  unaccountably  crept  in, 
reprehensible  on  the  Jiart  of  a  public  servant  to 
associate  a  gentleman's  name  with  that  of  an- 
other who  had  done  wrong,  Mr.  Moylan  offend- 
ed similarly  l)efure,  no  control  over  him,  regret 
of  Minister  of  .Justice,  no  law  to  justify  Govt, 
in  withholding  jiensionH,  135. 

Pboposei)  Monument  at  Louisboobg.    See  : 
"Monument,  proposed,  at  Louisbourg." 
Sec  alto  "'  Ordnance  Lands  in  Nova  Scotia  and 
Cape  Breton." 

PBOBOfiATION  OK  PaBLIAMENT. 

In  reply  to  Inqy.  (Mr.  Power)  when  Parliament 
is  likely  to  jiroro^ue,  691  2 ;  deiwnd  on  action 
of  the  Opposition  m  the  H.  of  C. ;  a  week  from 
Monday,  692. 

Public  Wobks  Act  Amt.  B.  (123). 
Introduced*,  4<M. 
2nd  R.  m.,  541.     Explanation  of  B.,  541.    M. 

agreed  to,  641. 
B.  reixjrted  from  Com.  of  the  W.  wdtbout  Amt., 

(Mr.  Perley),  674. 
B.  allowed  to  stand  over  until  tomorrow  for  3rd 

R.  until  it  is  ascertained  whether  the  word 

"  worlu  "  covers  land  as  well  as  buildings,  574. 
3rd  R.  M.,  676 ;  wording  of  B.  correct,  676.    M. 

agreed  to,  576. 


BOWELL,  Sir  Mackenzie— Cbn^muec^ 
Publication  of  Books,  Oaxapian  Rights.    See.- 
"  Copyright  Law." 

Railways  Act  B.  (— ). 
Introduced*,  4. 

Railways  Com.,  Chaibhanship  ok.    See  : 
"  Senate." 

Railway  Commcnicatios  in  Phisck  Edwakd  Is- 
land. 

On  M.  (Mr.  Prowse)  for  copies  of  all  petitions 
praying  for  railway  extension,  also  tne  chief 
engineer's  report  thereon,  also  estimated  earn- 
ings on  the  P.E.I.  Ry.,  which  will  be  effected 
by  the  operation  of  the  proposed  branches, 
541-2.  On  Mr.  Prowse's  8|>eech  :  remarks  re 
_Mr.  Davies,  MT.  Comments  on  Mr.  Powse's 
speech,  653-4 ;  on  carrjring  out  the  terms  of 
the  unioUj  554  ;  navigation  of  the  Northumber- 
land Straits,  554  ;  increased  facilities,  554  ;  on 
the  connection  of  roads  with  main  line,  554 ; 
policy  of  the  govt.,  i>54-5  ;  statement  of  Minis- 
ter of  Railways,  555 ;  P.E.I.  built  her  own 
railways,  565  ;  the  interests  of  the  Dominion  as 
a  whole,  565-  6.  On  Mr.  Power's  s))eecb  : 
on  reference  to  speeches  made  in  the  other 
chamber,  556  ;  on  advocacy  of  tunnel  before  the 
last  election,  556  ;  remark  :  you  are  out  bidding 
me  altogether  557. 

Rebate  on  Expobts. 

On  M.  (Mr.  Boulton)  for  returns  showing  loss  to 
revenue  occasioned  by  the  payment  of  rebates 
of  customs  duties  on  articles  ex|>orted,  166 ;  re 
Massey  Manufacturing  Co.,  moving  to  U.S., 
167  ;  to  Mr.  Power  :  speeches  on  general  ques- 
tion of  free  trade  and  protection,  170  ;  to  Mr. 
Boulton :  Ques.  duty  on  sugar,  171 ;  to  Mr. 
Power  :  Keiiiarks  taken  from  Globe,  re  Austra- 
lian trade,  182  ;  on  the  M.  keeping  members  to 
questions  before  the  House,  182 ;  re  drawback 
on  agricultural  implements,  182-3  ;  the  reason 
the  drawuack  is  ^^nnuited,  183  ;  in  reply  to  Mr. 
O'Donohoe  :  |X)licy  of  the  government  to  put 
raw  material  and  what  was  not  produced  in 
this  country,  on  the  free  list,  184. 

Registebeo  tonnage  of  Canada.    See  ; 
"  Transportation  on  the  Great  Lakes." 

Remedial  legislation.    See: 
"  Manitoba  School  Question." 

Reprehkntation  ok  Bbitish  Columbia  in  Cabi- 
net.   See  : 
"British  Columbia." 

Rkvknue  kbom  Excise  and  Customs. 

Comments  ou  Mr.  Boulton's  speech,  291 ;  effect 
of  »i.,  291 ;  comments  on  Mr.  Power's  speech, 
291 ;  comments  on  Mr.  Wark's  speech,  292  ;  to 
Mr.  Boulton,  ques.  where  would  the  whisky 
come  from  1  293 ;  on  Mr.  Boulton's  offer  to 
withdraw  m,,  294. 

Rifle  Range.    See  : 

"  British  Columbia  Militia  Rifle  Range." 

Road  Allowances  in  Manitoba.    Sec: 
"  Manitoba  Road  Allowance." 

Rum,  bkduction  ok  customs  and  excise.    See  .- 
"  Halifax  and  Jamaica  Steamboat  Service. " 
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BCWBLIj,  Sir  Mackenzie-  Continued. 

St.  Cai<h.'1Binb8  and  Niagara  Central  Rt.  Co.'8 
Act  ;  B.  (60). 
On  M.  (Mr.  Sanford)  for  3rd  R.,  and  Amt.  (Mr. 
Power),  487-8  ;  not  in  jxwition  to  give  promise 
asked  by  Mr.  McCallum,  496  ;  emoodying  pro- 
vincial laws  in  Dominion  Acts  a  dangerous 
principle,  4!H> ;  objects  of  the  Ry.  Ck>mmittee, 
etc.,  4!Mi-7  ;  municii>al  assistance  to  railways, 
45)7 ;  a  general  law  wanted,  497. 

St.  John  Board  of  Tbahe  RKsoLCTroN.    Sec  : 
"  Halifax  and  Jamaica  Steamboat  Service." 

Salaries  of  Montreal  JtixiE-s.    See : 
"Judges  of  Provincial  Courts  Act  Amt." 

SALARIE.S  ok  PeXITENTIAHV  OFFICIALS.      See  : 

"  Penitentiaries  Act  Amt." 

Sale  of  Obscene  Literature. 

On  M.  (Mr.  Bellerose)  for  coi)ies  of  all  judgments, 
correspondnnce  and  letters  of  record  relating 
to  fine  or  imi)risonment  of  Frederick  Desjar- 
dins  for  sale  of  books  of  an  indecent  or  immoral 
character,  etc.,  331 ;  no  objection  to  bringring 
down  papers  ;  re  discharee  of  prisoner,  332. 

RejJy  to  Inqy.  (Mr.  Bellerose)  wliether  the 
Minister  of  Justice  before  ordering  the  release 
of  Frederick  Desjardins,  referred  the  petition 
for  release  to  the  judge,  etc.,  487  ;  the  case  was 
referred  to  the  judge,  but  in  all  cases  the  judge's 
report  ia  considered  private  and  confidential 
for  the  use  of  the  department,  487. 

See  also,  "  Desjardins's  case." 

See  also,  "  Customs  seizure  at  Montreal." 

Salmon,  Free  Importation.    See: 

"  Customs  Tariff  Act  Amt." 
Saw-dcst  in  the  Ottawa  River.    See  : 

"FUheries  Act  Amt.;  B.  (67)." 
Seal- fishing  in  North  Pacific.    See: 

"  Fur  Seal-fishing." 
Senate  Committees,  Appointment  of. 
M.   for  appointment  of   Com.   of    Selection  to 

nominate  Standing  <Joms.,  48. 
M.  for  adoption  of  reix>rt  of  Com.  of  Selection 
nominating   Senators    to   serve   on  Standing 
Corns.,  108. 

Senate  and  Holse  of  Commons  Act  Amt.  ;  B. 
(143). 
On  2nd  R.    m    (Mr.    Ferguson),   746  ;  sessional 
indemnity  ;  system  in  Australia,  746. 

Senate,  V.^cancies  in.    See  ; 

"Senate." 
Silver-Lead  Smelting  Act  ;  B.  (142). 
In  Com.  of  the  \V.— On  sec.  1 :  in  reply  to  ques. 
(Mr.   Power),  any  smelting  of  gold  done  in 
Canada  comes  under  the  B.,  750. 

Sittings  of  House,  Extra. 
M.  for  two  distinct  sittings  uixjn  each  day  for 
remainder  of  session,  729.    M.  agreed  to,  72it. 

Spirits,  Increased  Duty  on.    See: 

"  Customs  Tariff  Act  Amt." 
Sugar,  Change  in  Dutt.    See : 

"  Customs  Tariff  Act  Amt." 

Sugar,  Duty  on.    See.- 
"  Rebate  on  Exports." 


BO'WEIjL,  Sir  Mackenzie— C^m/inued. 
Sugar  Trade  from  West  Indies.    See : 

"  Halifax  and  Jamaica  Steamboat  Service." 
Superannuation  op  Civil  .SERvaNTS.    .See.- 

"  Civil  Service  Superannuation." 
Superannuation  op  Juikjes  B.  (129). 
1st  R.,  694. 
M.  for  2nd  R.  to-morrow,  694.      KxpUnation  of 

B.,  694.    M.  agreed  to,  694. 
2nd  R.  m.,  714.    Explanation  of  B.,  714-5.     M. 

agreed  t<>,  715. 
B.  then  |)assed  through  Com.  of  the  W.  without 

amt.,  715. 
3rd  R.,  715. 

Supply   Bill,    for  Fiscal   Year   ending  SOth 
June,  1895.    B.  (IS). 
1st  R.*,  431. 
2nd  R.*,  431. 
3rd  R.*,  431. 

Supply  Bill  for  Fiscal  Year  enkinc  30th  Jcsi 
1896.    B.  149). 
1st  R.*.  769. 
2nd  R.',  769. 
3rd  R.*,  769. 

Tariff  and  Trade  hattbrs. 
On  the  Address :  Treaty  with  France,  18  ; 
favoured-nations  treaty,  18  ;  bonuses  to  indus- 
tries, 21 ;  results  of  removing  the  duties,  22; 
policy  of  the  Liberals  when  in  power,  22 ;  home 
market  established  for  agrictiltnnil  products, 
22 ;  importation  of  the  product  of  the  hog,  23 ; 
Canadian  butter  and  cheese  in  the  English  mar- 
ket, 22  ;  consumption  of  dairy  produce  in  Eng- 
land, 23;  comparison  of  the  value  of  Canadian 
farm  property  with  free  trade  England,  23: 
Lord  Salisbury  on  the  condition  of  agricultural 
interests  in  England,  23  ;  annual  productiun  of 
wheat  in  the  North-west,  23 ;  Canada's  position 
under  the  National  Policy  compared  with  oth«T 
countries,  23.  In  debate  on  the  Address .  On 
Mr.  Boulton's  speech  ;  reduction  in  value  of 
imimrts  and  expfirts,  38  9  ;  price  on  agrienl- 
tural  implements,  43-4. 
On  Mr.  Kaulbach's  8i>eech  :  Australian  meat,  62: 
scheduling  of  American  cattle,  62. 

TassS,  Hon.  Senator,  Death  ok. 
On  M.  to  adjourn,  remarks,  26-6. 

Tea  Trade  wrrn  West  Indies.    See; 
"Halifax  and  Jamaica  Steamboat  Service." 

Third  Class  Clerkships,  abolishment.    Set: 
"Civil  Service  Act  Amt." 

Thompson,  Sir  John,  death  ok. 
In  debate  on  the  Address,  in  reply,  17. 

Transportation  on  the  Great  Lakes. 
On  M.  (Mr.  Boulton)  re  accepting  invitation 
of  U.S.  Congress  and  appoint  three  commis- 
sioners to  meet  three  oommissioners  appointed 
by  the  U.S.  govt.,  to  discuss  ways  and  means 
whereby  ocean  vessels  may  have  access  to  the 
head  waters  of  our  inland  navigation,  et*.,  680. 
On  Mr.  Boulton's  siieech  :  on  deepening  the 
canals,  ti87 ;  standard  goods,  688.  Decrease  of 
the  registered  tonnage  of  the  coimtrj-,  680-1: 
on  investigating  the  waterways  of  the  country, 
691  ;  on  the  appointment  of  the  Canadian  com- 
missioners, 691 ;  suggests  withdrawal  of  M., 
691. 
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BO'WBIjL,  Sir  Mackenzie— Co»Um««rf. 
Trkatt  with  France.    Su: 
"  Commercial  Treaties  Act." 
See  alao  "  TarifE  ami  Trade  matters." 

Tri.\l  by  Jury.    See  : 

"Criminal  Code  Act  Amt.  B." 
TuNNELL TO  P . E . I      See: 

"Railway  Communication  in  P.E.I." 

TuppBR,  Sir   Chakleh,    Cable   re  Rehoval  of 
EuBAKGO  O.N  Canadian  C.\ttle  by  Belgian 
Govt.    Sec : 
"  Montreal  Harbour. " 

Union  with  XEWFOiNOLAsn. 
On  suggestion  (Mr  Wnrk)  calling  attention  to 
the  unsuccessful  negotiations  and  suggesting 
advisability  of  opening  a  correspondence  with 
Im|>erial  (lovt.  and  propose  such  joint  assist- 
ance as  would  enable  Newfoundland  to  enter 
thin  Dominion  unembaraased  by  financial  diffi- 
culties, 342;  compliments  Mr.  Wark,  350;  in 
regard  to  the  terms  of  union,  350 ;  treatment 
accorded  the  Newfoundland  delegates,  350 ; 
tenns  offered  to  New^foundland,  351 ;  re  English 
assistance,  851 ;  the  Bond-Blaine  treaty,  361 ; 
Mr.  Blaine's  attitude  during  previous  negoti- 
ations, 351-2;  the  trade  policy  of  Mewfound- 
land,  352 ;  financial  position  of  Newfoundland, 
352-3. 

United  States,  Commission  on  Canals,  etc.  See: 
" Trans|x>rtation  on  the  Great  Lakes." 

I'nitei)  States,  system  ok  appbaising  and  appeal. 
See: 
"Customs  Act  Anit." 

United  St.\te.s  system,  civil  service.    Sec: 
"Civil  Service  .\ct  Amt." 

Vacancy  in  the  Cabinet. 
In  reply  to  Inqy.  (Mr.  Mclnnes,  B.C.)  calling 
attention  to  vacancy  in  Cabinet  and  inquiring 
if  it  is  the  intention  to  fill  it  up  by  appointing 
a  representative  from  B.C.,  694;  will  disclose 
name  of  jiarty  when  choice  approved  of,  696 ; 
comments  on  Mr.  Mclnnes 's  (B.C.)  reinarks. 
096 ;  confounding  of  Seuators  from  Victoria  and 
New  WestminstiT,  696-  7 . 

Vacancies  in  Senate. 
In  reply  to  Inqy.  (Mr.   Miller)  why  vacancies 
have  wen  allowed  to  remain  so  long  unfilled, 
196  ;  will  endeavour  at  earliest  moment  to  liave 
vacancies  filled,  195-7. 
Voters'  List  ok  1«»5  Act;  B.  (69). 
Introduced",  612. 
2nd  R.  m.,  636.     Explanation  of  B.,  636-7 ;  M. 

agreed  to,  637. 
3rd  R.*,  639. 
Wheat  Inspectors,  salaries  ok.    See : 

"Insiiection  Act  Amt." 
Whisky,  increased  tax.\tion  on.    See : 
"Revenue  from  Excise  and  Customs." 
Winding-up  Act  Amt.  ;  B.  (144). 
Introduced*,  730. 
2nd  R.  )ii.,  744;  explanation  of  B.,  744-5;  M. 

agreed  to,  745. 
3rd  R.,  745. 
Windsor  and  Annapolis  Ry.  Co. 'a  B.  (49).— (Mr. 
Power. ) 
1st  R.,  3i30.    Company  commuting  their  claim 
with  govt,  for  duty,  330. 
53 


BO'WELL,  Sir  MaxOienzie— Concluded. 
Wines,  importation  of,  from  France.    See: 

"  Commercial  Treaties  Act." 
Winnipeg  Great  Northern  Ry.  Co.'s  B.  (150). 

In  reply  to  Inqy.  (Mr.  Scott)  as  to  whether  it  is 
the  intention  to  bring  down  legislation,  622 ;  no 
further  legislation  of  any  important  character, 
622. 

On  M.  to  adjourn  the  House,  gave  explanation 
regarding  legislation  to  be  brought  down  this 
session  in  connection  with  the  Hudscm  Bay  Ry., 
71.'>-16. 

1st  R.  m.,  769.  On  Mr.  Scott's  speech  :  position 
of  creditors,  770;  printing  of  B.,  770;  Mr. 
Scott's  remarks  irrelevant,  771 ;  change  regard- 
ing the  mode  of  payment,  771 ;  ques.  what  file? 
773 ;  building  of  the  C.P.R.,  774;  on  subsidy, 
775  ;  calls  Speaker's  attention  to  irrelevant  re- 
marks, 776 ;  ques.  of  order,  imputing  motives, 
776.  Repudiation  of  insinuations  on  govt., 
777 ;  proposition  is  to  divide  the  subsidy,  777  ; 
what  the  B.  proposes,  777-8  ;  transferring  sub- 
sidy, 778 ;  security  of  bondholders,  778.  On 
Mr.  Power's  speech  :  remarks  re  Mr.  Scott,  779. 
Decision  not  to  prorogue  House  until  defeat  or 
otherwise  of  B.,  781  ;  asserting  dignity  of 
Senate,  781 ;  statement  as  to  course  intend  to 
take,  781.  After  recess  :  aiK>logy  for  late  utter- 
ances, 782.  On  Mr.  Clemow's  si")eech :  earning 
of  the  subsidy,  788-9.  Amt.  reject^,  792.  No 
obloquy  cast  on  Opposition  for  opiKising  B., 
792  ;  M.  for  adjournment  of  Hou.se,  793. 

2nd  R.  m.,  793  ;  on  the  point  of  order  raised  (Mr. 
Power),  interfering  with  private  legislation  in 
a  public  B.,  794 ;  on  the  ruling  of  the  Chair  in 
reference  to  particular  clause,  796.  M.  agreed 
to,  796. 

M.  for  suspension  of  4l8t  rule.    M.  agreed  to,  796. 

In  Com.  of  the  W. — On  1-t  cl. :  explanation  of 
the  intentions  of  the  B.,  797 ;  on  the  oppositions 
to  the  B.,  798 ;  on  the  printing  of  the  B.,  798 ; 
aid  not  to  apply  to  the  40  miles  already  built, 
801. 

On  3rd  cl.  On  Mr.  Power's  proposed  amt.,  addi- 
tion of  "'incorporated"  before  " company ," 802. 

Additional  cl.  Request  that  amt.  (Mr.  Ferguson) 
be  withdrawn,  803. 

M,  for  suspension  of  41st  rule,  803. 

3rd  R.  OT.,  803. 

See  aJiKi '"  Winnipeg  and  Hudson  Bay  Ry." 
Winnipeg  and  Hudson  Bay  Ry. 

Reply  to  Inqy.  (Mr.  Power)  re  jirorogation,  761- 

B.  explained  and  particulars  of  construction,  761 ; 
what  is  proposed  under  the  B. ,  762 ;  on  discus- 
sion of  measure,  762  ;  additional  issue  of  bonds, 
762.  M.  that  when  House  adjourns  it  stands 
adjourned  until  2.30  ]).m.,  763 ;  supply  of  rails 
by  English  capitalists,  763  ;  security  on  the  40 
miles,  763  ;  ques.  is  that  a  iiortion  of  the 
£80,000  ?  764 ;  the  situation  of  the  line,  765. 

See  also  "  Winnipeg  Great  Northern  Ry.  Co." 

Writers,  kmpixjyment  of.    See: 
"  Civil  Service  Act  Amt." 

BURNS.  Hon.  K.  P. 
Senator  Burns'  Decease. 
Announcement  by  Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell,  387. 
Remarks  :  Messrs.  Scott  and  Dever,  387. 

OASGRAIN,  Hon.  Charles  Eusebe. 
Fisheries  Act  Amt.  ;  B.  (67). 

On  M.  for  2nd  R.  (Mr.  Angers),  434.  Resumed 
debate,  502.  On  Mr.  Primrose's  speech  : 
pamphlet  issued  by  mill-owners,  528. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


834 


I. — Index  to  Senators. 


OASG-BAIN,  Hon.  Charles  Vi—C<mcltuUd. 
Saw-dcst  in  the  Ottawa  River.    See  : 

" Fisheries  Act  Amt. ;  B.  (67)." 
Temiscouata  Ry.  Co.  Act,  B.  (70). 

Introduced*,  268. 

2nd  R.*,  280. 

3rd  R.*,  372. 

OLEMOW,  Hon.  Francis. 

Abbott,  late  Sib  John,  on  Saw-dust  Ncisascb. 
See; 
"Fisheries  Amt.  Act;  B.  (167)." 
Addison,  Wu.,  EviuKNCE  ok.    5ee; 

"  Fisheries  Amt.  Act ;  B.  (67)." 
Address  in  bkplv  to  Speech  fbom  the  Thbokb. 
On  M.  (Mr.  Primrose)  for:    On  Mr.  Boulton's 
speech :  Manitoba  Schools  question,  37. 

Arnoldi,  Mb.,  Evidence  of.    See: 
"Fisheries  Amt.  Act;  B.  (67)." 

Bankers  Life  Association  of  Canada,  ikoobp. 
Act. 
On  report  of  B.  from  Com.  on  Banking  and  Com- 
merce (Mr.  Allan),  389  ;  companies  with  same 
name  likely  to  do  business  in  Canada,  389-90. 

Bekb,  price  or.    See  : 

"  Revenue  from  Customs  and  Excise." 
Bihserer,  Me.  evidence  of.    See : 
"Fisheries  Amt.  Act ;  B.  (67)." 
Bicycles  on  Parliament  S<icabe. 
Attention  of  Senators  directed  to  the  danger  of 
allowing  the  practice,  211. 
Bowie,  Capt.,  evidence  of.    See ; 
"Fisheries  Amt.  Act;  B.  (67)." 
Bbophi,  Mb.,  evidence  of.    See  ; 
"Fisheries  Amt  Act ;  B.  (67)." 
Canadian  Ordeb  of  Fobesters  Incorp.  Act  ;  B. 
(47_j.— (Mr.  Sanford.) 
On  Order  of    the  Day,  consideration  of  amts. 
made  by  Standing  Com.,  449  ;  explained  pro- 
moters   not    satistied    with    amts.  and    aslced 
permission  to  withdrawB., 449;  B. dropped,  449. 

Chute  Divorce  Case. 

On  M.  (Mr.  Kirchhoffer)  for  adoption  of  Com. 
report,  185  ;  should  discourage  practice  of  pro- 
ceeding in  lomia  pauperii,  report  should  be 
adopted  under  circumstances,  186 ;  precedents, 
186 

Introduced*,  280. 

2nd  R.*,  342. 

3rd  R.*,  497. 
Civil  Service  Act  Amt.  ;  B.  (130). 

On  M.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  for  2nd  R.,  697. 
On  Mr.  Power's  speech :  B.  does  not  efifect 
present  employees,  705.  Nature  of  the  examina- 
tion, 707  ;  on  system  of  appointments,  707  ; 
pension  fund,  708 ;  types  of  civil  servants,  708; 
improviiment  of  the  service,  708. 

In  Com.  of  the  W.— Amt.  m.  that  Act  shall  not 
take  effect  until  January  1st  next,  718.    Amt. 
agreed  to,  718. 
Colton,  William  Wallace  ;  Divorce  B.  (B). 

Introduced*,  113. 

2nd  R.*,  131. 

On  M.  (Mr.  Kirchhoffer)  for  adoption  of  Com. 
report,  189;  printingandcirculationof  evidence, 
188. 


OLBMOW,  Hon.  Franoia— Continued. 
Customs  and  Excise.    Sec  : 
"Revenue  from." 

DE8CHS.VE  BBIIXiE  Co.*s  Ikcobp.  ACT;  B.  (30).— 
Mr.  McLaren, 
On  M.  (Mr.  McLaren)  for  2nd  R. :  Bridgioj^of 
the  Ottawa  a  matter  of  grave  consideratiw : 
one  bridge  available  for  all  parties ;  not  V' 
impede  or  affect  navigation  ;  provisions  shouM 
be  made  statutory,  144. 

Divorce  cases.    See  ; 
"  Chute." 
"Colton." 
"Falding." 
"Jarvis.'" 

Dominion  ok  Canada  Trcst  Co.'s  B.  (100). 
1st  R.,  730. 
M.  for  suspension  of  41st  rule,  730.    M.  aerefJ 

to,  730. 
2nd  R.,  m.,  731.    M.  agreed  to,  731. 
3rd  R.*,  744. 

DvNNiNG,  Mr.,  evidence  of.    See  : 
"  Fisheries  Amt.  Act ;  B.  (67)." 

Examination,  civil  sbrtice.    See  : 
"  Civil  Service  Act  Amt." 

Falding,  Mart  Bbadshaw  ;  Divorce  B.  (C). 
Introduced*,  114. 
2nd  R*,  131. 

3rd  R.  m.,  220.  Lack  of  prompitude  in  printing 
reports,  220. 

Fisheries  Amt.  Act  ;  B.  (67)— (Mr.  Angers). 

On  M.  (Mr.  Angsrs)  for  2nd  R.,  434  ;  plan  of 
Ottawa  River  effect  by  dumping  saw-dust,  436 ; 
report  of  engineer  Grey  not  brought  down; 
atntement  of  nuisance ;  petitons  pro  and  oon 
B.,  437  ;  dilatory  action  of  mill  owners,  438: 
fish  in  the  Ottawa  River,  438 ;  saw-dot  imped- 
ing navigation,  438  ;  Mr.  Abbott's  reply  to  M. 
of  address  for  copy  of  Mr.  Grey's  report,  438-9 : 
report  of  Com.  appointed,  439  ;  Mr.  Abbott  on 
the  report,  439  ;  evidence  of  Mr.  Gray,  440-1 ; 
evidence  of  Mr.  Brophy,  441 ;  evidence  of  Mr. 
Amoldi,  441-4;  evidence  of  Robert  Surteee. 
444  -5 ;  evidence  of  Mr.  Lett,  445-7  ;  evidenw 
Mr.  Wise,  447  ;  evidence  of  Mr.  Dunning,  447- 
8 ;  evideco*  of  Mr.  Ratte,  448-9. 

Debate  resumed,  470.  Evidence  of  John  Henev, 
470-1 ;  evidence  of  T.  C.  Reefer,  471-4 ;  eWdenoe 
of  John  Tilton,  476-7 ;  Wm.  Addison,  474-5 ; 
Mr.  Besserer,  476-6  :  John  Mather,  478  ;  Hon. 
Mr.  Glasier,  478-9  ;  Capt.  Bowie,  479-80;  report 
of  Com.,  480 ;  inqy.  of  March  29th,  1889,  4*0: 
Mr.  Abbott's  reply,  480-1;  engineer  Gtev's 
report,  481 ;  M.  of  2lHt  Jan.,  1890,  for  all  re- 
ports, etc.,  481 ;  remarks  on  the  occaainn,  481 ; 
dilatoriness  in  bringing  down  papers,  48I-i; 
last  year  B.  and  proceedings,  482;  law  not 
complied  with  by  mill-owners,  482  ;  petition  of 
Antoine  Ratte,  482-3  ;  Act  of  the  Ontario  gov- 
ernment, 483 ;  accusations  imputing  motives, 
483 ;  dilatoriness  of  mill  owners,  484  ;  destrov- 
ing  the  refuse,  484 ;  esprit  de  corps  of  mill- 
owmers,  484 ;  saw-dust  choking  the  channel, 
484-5  ;  no  desire  to  injure  trade,  eta,  485. 

On  resumed  debate,  502.  On  Mr.  Vidai's  speech ; 
the  injurious  effects  of  throwing  saw-dust  into 
the  river,  610.  On  Mr.  Primrose's  speech; 
evidence  of  mill-owners  before  Com.  of  House 
in  1888,  523.  On  Mr.  SuUivan's  speech ;  on 
explosions,  534. 
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OLBMOW,  Hon.  Pranols— Con<inu<rf. 

F1SHSRIE8  Amt.  Act — Conttnrted. 
In  Com.  of  the  W.— On  cl.  1.    Attention  culled 

to  report  in  Journal,  664.     Amt.    proposed  ; 

change  of  date,  569.     Amt.  Icwt  on  a  division, 

668.     On  cl.  2.     Amt.  m.  that  all  after  the 

word  "  council "  in  36th  line  of  subnection  2  ; 

he  struck  out,  etc.,  66i>-70 ;  on  the  violation  of 

the  law,  571.  Amt.  lost,  572. 
On  M.  (Mr.  Angers)  for  3rd  R.,  675  ;  unnecessary 

to  continue  further  opposition,  etc.,  675. 

GiLMOUE  &  HUQHSON,  IsoOBP.  Act,  B.  (79). 
Introduced,  *,  294. 
2nd  R.*,  314. 

On  B.  reported  from  Banking  and  Commerce, 
Com.  with  Amendments.,  (Mr.  Allan)  342.    M. 
that  amts.  be  concurred  in,  342.    M.  agreed  to, 
342. 
'     Srd  R*.  376. 

Glasier,  Hon.  Mb.,  bvidb.vcb  or.    See  .- 
"Fisheries  Amt  Act,  B.  (87)." 

Gbbat  North-west  Central  Rt.  Co.  Act  B.  (46). 

Introduced  *,  268. 

2nd  R.*,  280. 

M.  for  concurrence  in  amts.,  made  by  the  Stand- 
ing Com.,  on  Railways,  etc.,  376.  M.  agreed 
to.  375. 

Srd  R.*,  375. 

Gbet,  knoinekr,  kbpobt  and  evidence  ok.    See: 

"  Fisheries  Amt.  Act,  B.  (67)." 
Henbt,  John,  evidence  of.    See : 
"  Fisheries  Amt.  Act,  B.  (67)." 
Hudson  Bat  Railway  Subsidy. 
On  M.  (Mr.  MilW)  for  all  letters,  papers,  etc. 
Manitoba  and  North-west  Ry.,  in  the  hands 
of  a  receiver,  119. 

Indepekdemt  Ordeb  of  Fobestebs,  B.  (84). 

Ist  R.,  731. 

M.  for  suspension  of  4lBt  rule,  731;  increasing 
the  amount  of  policies,  732 ;  annual  pajrments, 
732 :  in  case  of  epidemics,  783.  M.  that  B.  be 
read  the  2nd  time  at  the  next  meeting  of  the 
House,  733.    M.  agreed  to,  733. 

2nd  R.  m.,  766 ;  on  statement  of  expenses  sub- 
mitted, 757.    M.  agreed  to,  757. 

B.  withdrawn,  768  ;  reasons  for  withdrawal,  768- 
769.  M.  for  remission  of  the  fee,  less  expense 
of  printing,  769.     M.  agreed  to,  769. 

Insolvency  Act,  B.  (A). 
On  M.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  for  2nd  R.,  149 ; 
last  session  opinion  of  House  favourable  to  an 
Insolvency  Law  ;  country's  credit  injured  in 
England  ;  m.  adjournment  of  debate,  156 ;  M. 
agreed  to,  164. 

Insurance.    See : 

"  Independent  Order  of  Foresters." 
Jabtik,  Helen  Woodburn,  Divorce  B.  (D), 

Introduced  *,  114. 

2nd  R.*.  131. 

M.  for  adoption  of  13th  report,  250. 

Srd  R.,  250. 
KSEFER,  T.  C,  EVIDENCE  OF.     See : 

"Fisheriee  Amt.  Act  B.  (67)." 
Laee  Manitoba  Rt.  and  Canal  Co.'s  Act  Amt., 
B.  (75). 

1st  R.*,  73il. 

2nd  R.*,  733. 

Srd  R.*,  744. 
53^ 


OLEMOW,  Hon.  Francis— ContmiMrf. 
Lett,  Mr.,  evidence  ok.    See  : 
"Fisheries  Amt.  Act,  B.  (67)." 

Lindsay,  Halibvkton   and   M.'^ttawa    Rt.  Co. 
B.  (80). 
M,  for  concurrence  in  the  amts.,   made  by  the 
Standing  Com.  on  Railways,  etc.,  377. 

Manitoba  School  Question. 
In  debate  on  Address  in  reply  :  On  Mr.  Boulton's 
speech,  37. 

Matheb,  John,  evidence  of.    See: 
"Fisheries  Amt.  Act,  B.  (67)." 

Mill-owner's,  destborikg  heki'se,  ionorinothe 
LAW,  etc.    See: 

"Fisheries  Amt.  Act,  B.  (67)." 
Odell,  Lcke  Sewell,  Divorce  B.  (E). 

On  report  of  Com.  (Mr.  Lougheed)  counter 
petition  6«d,  other  prooeedineii  pending,  re- 
commends both  parties  appear  before  Com.  and 
show  cause  why  proceedings  should  be  continued 
nr  stayed,  as  case  may  be.  Reading  of  B.  post- 
poned, 114. 

On  consideration  of  9th  report  of  Com.  ;  on  amt . 
(Mr.  Landry)jjpo8ition  of  Senate  in  regard  to 
trying  case,  226 ;  new  evidence,  the  Hart  case, 
rights  of  the  Senate,  226 . 

On  remarks  (Mr.  Clemow)  re  commencing  pro- 
ceedings next  year  at  place  where  they  termin- 
ated this  year ;  to  Mr,  Miller,  it  has  been  done 
(before,  279  ;  on  Mr.  Landry  rising  to  question 
of  order,  nothing  out  of  the  way  at  all  in  this 
discussion,  understood  report  was  to  be  taken 
into  consideration  to-da^,  279 ;  precedent  in 
Middleton  case,  279 ;  if  it  cannot  be  done,  do 
not  desire  to  press  it,  279. 

Order  and  Pkocedvre. 
Bin,  amt.  not  gemtane  to,  etc.     Amt.  (Mr.  Ogilvie) 
not  out  of  order,  can  be  m.  at  Srd  R.  of  B.,  330. 
B.   reported   from    Com.   without   amt,   (Mr. 
Vidal)330. 

Bill,  mthdraval.  Explained  reason  of  with- 
drawal and  said  it  was  the  fault  of  the  system, 
768. 

Committee  report,  deferring  comideration  of  peti- 
tion. See: 
"  Odell  Divorce  Case  "  (above). 
Debate,  qae$.  of  order,  nothing  hefore  the  Chair.  On 
Mr.  Landry  rising  to  ques.  of  order,  there  be- 
ing before  the  Chair  ;  stated  nothing  at  all  in 
the  discussion  which  continued,  279. 

Divorce  procedure.    See : 
"Odell  Case  "(above). 

Prejudicing  caw  hefore  courti     See : 
"  Odell  Divorce  Case  "  (above). 

Proceedimji,  continuation  next  year  where  termi- 
nated thit  pear. — Intended  to  move  an  amt. 
(Odell  Divorce  Case)  that  proceedings  should 
be  taken  up  next  year  where  left  off  this.  Mr. 
Miller  stated  could  not  do  so  without  Act  of 
Parliament.     Did  not  press  matter,  279. 

Ottawa   and   Aylubr   Rt.  and   Bridge   Co.'s 

Inoorp.  Act,  B.  (64). 
Introduced*,  233. 
2nd  R.  ni.,  250.     Explanation  of  B.     Hope  two 

companies  will  agree  on  one  bridge,  instead  of 

two  separate  structures,  2S0-1 . 
Srd  R.*,  294. 

Ottawa  "Journal,"  Inacccbate  Report.    See: 
"Fisheries  Amt.  Act,  B.  (07)." 
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OLEMOW,  Hon.  Frsmcia—Ckintimud. 

Ottawa  Lan'd  and  Seccbity  Co.  I.soorp.  Act,  B. 
(105). 
Ut  R.*,  733. 
2nd  R.*,  73a 
3rd  R.»,  744. 

Ottawa  Rivbb,  Dumpiko  ok  Saw-ucst.    See  : 

"Fisheriefi  Amt.  Act,B.  (67)." 
Penitentiaries  Act  .\mt.,  B.  (131). 
In  Com.  of  the  W.— On  3rd  cl. :  about  600  con- 
victs at  KingBton,  735  ;  asuistaiiti)  to  wardens  in 
small  peniteutiarieH,  737  ;  duties  and  salaries  of 
surgeons  and  chajilains,  738-9 ;  salaries  at 
different  |>enitentiaries,  73!) ;  should  be  a 
schedule  according  to  servioei.  performed,  739. 

Pension  Fund,  Civil  Service.    Src: 

"  Civil  Service  Act  Amt." 
Printing,  Delays  in. 

On  M.  for  3rd  R.      Falding  Divorce  B.  j  lack  of 
promptitude  in  {irinting  evidence,  220. 

Ql'EBEC,  MoXTMORENOV  AND  CH.\RLEV0IX  RY.  CO.'S 

Act,  B.  (98).    (Mr.  Clemow). 
1st  R.*,  733. 
2nd  R.*,  733. 
On  re|x>rt  of  B.  with  amts.  (Mr.  Dickey)  from 

Com.  on  Kys.,  eta,  744  ;  M.  for  concurrence  in 

anits.,  744.     M.  agreed  to,  744. 
3rd  R.,  744. 

Ratt*,  Mr.,  Evide-Vce  or.    See: 

"Fisheries  Amt.  Act,  B.  (67)." 
Rebate  on  Exports. 
On  M.  (Mr.  Boulton)  for  returns  showing  loss  to 
revenue  occasioned  by  payment  of  rebates  of 
duties  on  customn  articles  ex|x>rted,  16G.  To 
Mr.  B<julton :  consumption  of  toliaccn  in 
England,  174. 

Revenve  from  Ccstoms  and  Excise. 

On  Mr.    Boulton's  sjieech :  remarks  re  price  of 
beer  ;  there  must  be  a  mistake,  285. 

St.  Catharines  and  Niagara  Centr.\l  Ry.  Co.'s 
Act,  B.  (60). 
On  M.  (Mr.  Sanford)  for  3rd  R.,  487.      To  Mr. 
Maclnnes  (Burlington),  H.   of  C.    agreed    to 
amts.,  488. 

Salaries  of  Penitbntiakv  Okkicials.    See : 

"Penitentiary  Act  Amt,  B.  (131)." 
Saw-dcst  in  the  Ottawa  River. 

M .  for  copies  of  all  reports,  profiles  or  other  evi- 
dence re  intention  to  have  amt .   to  Fisheries 
Act  rejiealed  or  amended,  104-5-6. 
M.  for  survey  to  lie  made  of  Ottawa  River  from 
Chaudiere  Falls  to  mouth  of  (iatineau  River  to 
ascertain  depth  and  extent  of  deposit  of  saw- 
dust, 107-8. 
Sfcalso,  "Fisheries  Amt.  Act;  B.  (67)." 
Seditious  and  inlawiul  associations .\Nn oaths. 
See  "  Tenth  chapter  of  the  Consolidated  Statutes 
for  Liiwer  Canada  Amt.  Act." 
Si'BTEES,  RoBT.,  evidence  OF.    Ste : 

"Fisheries  Amt,  Act. ;  B.  (6T)." 
Tenth  Chapter  of  the  Consolidated  Statites 
FOB  Lower  Canada  Asrr.  Act,  respecting  se- 
ditious and  unlawful  associations  and 
oaths.  B.  (7). 
In  Com.  of  the  W.  :  on  Amt.  t«.  (Mr.  Ogilne), 
330;  Amt.  not  out  of  order,  can  be  moved  at 
3rdR.  of  B,  330. 


OliliMOW,  Hon.  Traaoia— Concluded. 
Third  Class  Clerkships,  .vbolishxent.    See  .- 

"Civil  Sernee  Act  Amt." 
Tilton,  John,  evidence  of.    See  : 

"Fisheries  Amt.  Act;  B.  (67). 
Tobacco,  consumption  of  in  England.    Set  .- 

"  Rebate  on  Exports." 

Trail  Creek  and  0>lciibia  Rt.   Co.   Iscosp. 
Act;  B.  (57).— Mr.  Maclnnen (Burlington I. 
On  Report  of  B.  from  Com.  (Mr.   Vidal)  »ith 
Amt. ;  notice  brings  B.  in  conformity  with  Rail- 
way Act,  233. 

Trans-Canadian  Ry.  Co.'s  Incobp.  Act;  B.(46). 

IstR.*,  7S3. 

2nd  R.*,  733. 

3rd  R.*,  744. 
Winnipeg  Great  Xorthkbn  Ry.  Co.'s  B.  (130). 

On  M.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bo  well)  for  l»t  R,  769; 
misapprehension  from  want  of  information, 
787 ;  operation  of  the  road,  787-8 ;  reason  for 
secondmg  resolution*  (Mr .  Maclnnes,  Burling- 
ton), 788;  protest  against  placing  bills  befi)r» 
Senate  at  the  last  hour,  788 ;  poHition  of  the 
contractors,  788-9. 

I     Wise,  Mb.,  evidence  of.    See  : 
"  Fisheries  Amt ,  Act;  B.(67)." 
Writers,  employhent  of.    &«.• 
"  Civil  Service  Act  Amt." 

DeBOITCHERVILIjE,Hon.  C.  E.  Boucher. 
O.M.a. 

Divorce  Comhitteb. 
On  M.   (Mr.  Miller)  for  adjt.  of  House,  $>5; 
on  Mr.  Mclnnes'  (B.C.)  speech  :  remark  in  rv- 
gard  to  Roman  Catholic  judge  trying  divort»- 
case— it  would  be  against  the  law,  303. 

Manitoba  School  Question. 
On  Inqy.  (Mr.  Scott)  as   to  rumored    Cabinet 
resignations,  656.     On  Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell's 
speech :  ques.  as  to  date  of  counter  proposition. 
674. 

Remedial  Legislatton.    See  : 
"Manitoba  School  Question." 

Seditious    and    unlawful    associations    and 
oaths.     See: 

"  Tenth  Chapter  of  the  Consolidated  Statute  for 
Lower  Canada  Amt.  Act." 

Tenth  Chapter  of  the  Consolidated  Statutes 
FOR  Lower  Ca.vada  Amt.  Act. 

On  M.  (Mr.  Maclnnes,  Burlington)  for  2nd  R., 

313;  asks  explanation,  314. 
On  M.   (Mr.  Maclnnes,  Burlington)  that  House 

resclve  itself  into  Com.  of  the  W.  on  B.,  329; 

asks  for  explanation;   understanding   of  the 

effect  of  B.,  329. 

DESJARDINS,  Hon.  Alphonse. . 

Bankers'  Life  Assckiation  of  Canada  Incorp. 
Act. 

On  re]X)rt  of  B.  from  Com.  on  Banking  and  Com- 
merce (Mr.  Allan),  384  ;  title  misleading,  890; 
re  companies  coming  from  U.S.  bearing  similar 
names,  391. 

Belgium  Govt.,  Removal  of  Embargo  on  Cana- 
dian Cattle.    See  : 
"  Montreal  Harbour." 
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DBSJABDINS,  Hon.  Alvihonae— Concluded. 

British  Colcmbia  Pen-itentiabv. 

On  Inqy.  (Mr.  Mclnnes,  B.C.),  calling  attention 

to  report  of  Judge  Drake,  etc.,  and  axking  if  a 

commigiiioii  of  investigation  is  to  be  ap|x>inted, 

597 ;  attributing  motives,  608. 

Cattle,  Embargo  OK  Removed.    See: 
"  Montreal  Harbour." 

Chambre  de  Commerce  nv  District  de  Mo!iTR£^L 
Act.  B.  (117). 
Introduced*,  612. 
2nd  R.*,  622. 
3rd  K.*,  666. 

Emb.\rgo  on  Canadian  Cattle  Removed.    See  : 

' '  Montreal  Harbour. " 
Harbour,    ^e; 

"  Montreal  Harbour  Commission." 
Montreal  Gazette,  Extract  from.    See  : 

"  Montreal  Harbour  Commission." 
Montreal  Harbour  Commission. 

M.  for  copies  of  all  memorials,  petitions,  re{>re- 
sentations  and  correspondence,  concerning 
finances,  cost  of  works  in  progress  or  proposed, 
for  enlargement  of  Montreal  harbour,  etc  ; 
Harbour  Commi^ioners  petition  for  aid  ;  aim 
of  the  Commissioners ;  conflict  of  opinion  re- 
garding harbour  extension  ;  facilities  for 
handling  trafBc  lacking  ;  the  harbour  contract- 
ed, 198.     M.  agreed  to,  198. 

Inqy.  :  when  documents  i?t.  for  will  be  brought 
down,  353. 

Further  Inqy.  :  quotations  from  Montreal  Gazette 
and  re  documents  asked  for,  574. 

Further  Inay. :  call  attention  to  fact  that  docu- 
ments laid  on  table  are  not  complete ;  document 
missing,  729. 

Inqy. :  removal  of  embargo  from  Canadian  cattle 
by  Belgian  Govt.,  729  30. 

Ottawa  Citizen,  Embargo  remo^-ed  prom  Cattle. 
See: 
"Montreal  Harbour." 

DEVBR,  Hon.  James. 

Best  Root  Suoah  Bocntv,  B.  (148). 
Report  of  B.  from  Com.  of  the  W.  without  amt., 
700. 

BCRNM,  THE  lATE  HON.   SENATOR. 

Remarks  on  decease  ofj  387. 
Champagne,  Importation  of.    See : 

"  Commercial  Treaties  Act." 
Customs  Act  Amt.  ;  B.  (140). 
On.  M.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  for  2nd  R.,  721 ; 
regulations  on  the  value  of  goods,  728. 
Commercial  Treaties  Act  ;  B.  (12<>). 
On  M.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  that  House  resolve 
itself  into  Com.  of  the  W.,  643 ;  amt.  m.  (Mr. 
McCallum)  fornix  months'  hoist,  645 ;  on  reduc- 
tion of  duty,  662-3 ;  on  injury  of  measure,  653 ; 
imiHirtation   of   champagne,  653 ;  exports  to 
France,  653. 

Customs  Duty  and  Excise.    See  ; 

"Rebate  on  Exjiorts." 
Customs  Duties,  Regulations  as  to  Valuation. 

Sec; 
"  Customs  Act  Amt." 


DBVEB,  Hon.  Jaxaea— Concluded. 
Customs  Tariff  Act  Amt.  ;  B.  (146). 

On  M.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  for  2nd  R.,  760  : 
advantages  of  changes  of  duty  on  salmon  and 
lumber,  760. 

Distilleries,  closing  op.    See : 
"Revenue  from  Excise  and  Customs." 

Dominion  Elections  Act  Amt.  ;  B.  (68). 
Reported  B.  without  amt.  from  Com.  of  the  W., 
693. 

French  Treaty.    See : 

"  Commercial  Treaties  Act." 
Haufax  and  Jamaica  Steamboat  Service. 
Inqy.  :  steamship  service  between  Jamaica,  Fort 
Rico  and  Hayti,  and  Halifax  to  include  St. 
John,  208 ;  reason  for  applying  for  subsidy  ; 
articles  imported  ;  the  whisky  trade,  exports  to 
West  Indies,  209.  To  Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell, 
restriction  on  spirits,  210. 

Hamilton  Distillery  Co.'8  B. 
On  2nd  R.  m.  (Mr.  Maclnnes,  Burlington):  effect 
of  the  B.  in  connection  with  trade  with  West 
Indies,  231. 

Jamaica  Steamboat  Service.    See : 

"  Halifax  and  Jamaica  Steamboat  Service." 

Lumber.  Reciprocity.    See : 
"Customs  Tariff  Act  Amt." 

North-west  TKRKrroRiBS  Representation  B.(121). 
Reported  B.  from  Com.  of  the  W.  without  amt., 
763. 

Penitentiaries  Act  Amt.  ;  B.  (131). 
Reported   B.   with  amt.  from  Com.  of  the  W. 
which  was  concurred  in,  743. 

Rebate  on  Exports. 
On  m.  (Mr.  Boulton)  for  returns  shewing  loss  to 
revenue  occasioned  by  iwyment  of  rebates  of 
duties  on  customs  articles  exported,  166.  To 
Mr.  Boulton :  making  the  customs  duty  and 
excise  the  same,  175. 

Revenue  from  Excise  and  Customs. 
On  Mr.  Boulton's  speech  :  explanation  of  closing 
down  of  distilleries,  284  ;  on  the  combine,  284. 
Remarks :  on  smu^ling,  289  ;  too  much  duty 
on  spirits,  289  ;  pnce  of  tobacco,  289  ;  sugges- 
tion for  the  projection  of  a  tariff,  289.  To  Mr. 
Power,  do  not  agree  wholly  with  hon.  gentle- 
man from  Marquette,  290. 
St.  John,  steamship  service.    See : 

"Halifax  and  Jamaica  Steamboat  Service." 
Salmon,  free  importation.    See  : 

' '  Customs  Tariff  Act  Amt. " 
Spirits,  dctj-  on.    See : 

"  Revenue  from  Excise  and  Customs." 
Spirits,  restriction  on.    See  .• 

"  Halifax  and  Jamaica  Steam1x>at  Service." 
TOB.ACCO,  duty  on.    See : 

"  Revenue  from  Excise  and  Customs." 
Treaty  with  France.    See : 

"  Commercial  Treaties  Act." 
West  Indies,  exports.    See: 

"  Halifax  and  Jamaica  Steamboat  Service." 
Whisky  trade.    See: 

"  Halifax  and  Jamaica  Steamboat  Service. 
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DIOKEY,  Hon.  Robert  B. 

Bankers  Like  Association  ok  Canada,  incx>bf. 
Act,  B.  (26). 
On  M.  (Mr.  Longheed)  for  concurrence  in  Amt. 
as  to  title ;  and  Amt.  (Mr.  Soott)  that  B.  be 
referred  back  to  Com.  with  instructions  to 
select  another  name,  4C7  ;  quite  consonant  with 
parliamentary  practice  that  the  title  be  amend- 
ed without  referring  the  B.  back,  467. 

DoMiNio.v  Atlantic  Rv.  Co.'s  B.  (48).— Mr. 
Power. 
On  Amt.  M.  (Mr.  MoClelan)  on  M.  (Mr.  Power) 
for  3rd  R.,  380;  noixilitics  in  B.,  381 ;  explains 
geographical  situation  of  the  two  railways, 
381-2 ;  explains  reasons  why  Amt.  should  carry, 
382. 

Penitektiabies  Act  Amt.,  B.  (181). 

In  Com.  of  the  W.— On  3rd  cl.  ;  on  uniformity 
of  salaries,  738 ;  effect  if  Amt.  (Mr.  Power) 
were  carried,  738. 

Quebec,  Montmobbncy  and  Chablevoix  Ry.  Co.'s 
Act,  B.  (98). 
Reported  B.  with  Amts.  from  Com.  on  Railways, 
etc.,  744 ;   which  on  M.  (Mr.  Clemow)  were 
concurred  in,  744. 

Salaries  of  Pb,nitentiaby  OKKicuui.    See; 
"Penitentiary  Act  Amt." 

DOBSON,  Hon.  John. 

Lindsay,  Halibl'bton  and  Mattawa  Ry.  Co., 
B.  (80). 

Introduced*,  288, 
2nd  R.*,  272. 
3rd  R.,  380. 
OsHAWA  Railways  Co.'s  Act  ;  B.  (90). 
Introduced*,  430. 
2nd  R.*,  449, 
3rd  K*,  574. 

DBXTIOMOND,  Hon.  George  A. 

Langenbubo  and  Southern  Ry.  Co.  iscobp.  Act, 
B.  (55). 
On  M.  (Mr.  Longheed)  for  3rd  R.,  296  ;  remarks : 
favours  B.,  no  interference  with  English  bond- 
holders, 300  ;  facta  re  180  miles  section,  300  ; 
the  mortgage  bond,  301 ;  circumstances  of  the 
case,  3U1 ;  frightening  away  capital,  301. 

Newkounulani)  C0NKBDEB.W10N.     See  ; 
"  Union  with  Newfoundland." 

Revenue  from  Customs  and  Excise.     Comments 

on  the  nature  of  the  M.,  287  ;  on  the  profits  of 

the  distiller,  287  ;  the  effect  of  too  high  taxa- 

•  tion,  287 ;   comments  on  Mr.  Boulton's  views, 

288. 

Union  with  NEWFOUNPLANn. 
On  suggeston  (Mr.  VVark)  calling  attention  to 
the  unsuccessful  negotiations  and  suggesting 
advisability  of  openmg  a  correspondence  \»'ith 
Imperial  dovt.,  and  propose  such  joint  assist- 
ance as  would  enable  Newfoundland  to  enter 
this  Dominion  unembarrassed  by  financial  diffi- 
culties, 342 ;  question  affecting  empire  at  lar^, 
349-  50 ;  importance  of  re-opening  negotia- 
tions, 350. 

Whisky,  increased  taxation  on.    See  : 
"  Revenue  from  Customs  and  Excise. " 


FEBO-USON,  Hon.  Donald  (P.B.I.) 
Agbiccltural  Products.    Sec  .- 
"  Tariff  and  Trade  matters. " 

American  Ikdustbirs,  Developmsnt  of.    Set: 

"  Tariff  and  Trade  matters." 
Antigosish  Election. 

In  debate  on  the  Address,  in  reply,  97. 
Bbitish  Columbia,  Representation  in  Cabinet. 
In  debate  on  the  Address,  in  reply,  101. 
On  Inqy.  (Mr.  Macdonald,  B.C.)  calling  the  at- 
tention of  the  Senate  to  the  commercial  and 
financial  position  of  B.C.,  and   asking  if  the 
Govt,  considers  it  entitled  to  as  full  a  propor- 
tionate representation,  etc.,  as  other  provinces, 
314  ;  ques.  re  estimate  of  the  imports  of  P.E.L, 
317. 

Census  and  Deficit.    S<je.- 

"  Tariff  and  Trade  matters." 
Cbiuinal  Code  .4ct  Amt.  B.  (51). 

On  M.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  for  2nd  R.,  766 ; 
remark  :  that  refers  to  civil  cases,  767. 

Deficit.    See : 

"  Tariff  and  Trade  mattere." 
Farming  Population.    See: 

"Tariff  and  Trade  matters." 
Fbee  Trade.    See: 

"  Tariff  and  Trade  matters." 
Imports  at  diffebent  Ports  ok  Entry.    See : 

"  Tariff  and  Trade  matters." 
Indemnity,  Members',  B.    See  .- 

"Senate  and  House  of  Commons  Act  Amt." 
Kerosene  Oil,  Prick  ok.    See  .• 

"  Tariff  and  Trade  matters." 
Liberal  Party,  Position  op,  1878.    See  .- 

"  Tariff  and  Trade  matters." 
Lobster  Fishing  Act  Amt.  B.  (91)'.    (Sir  Mac- 

On  M.  (Sir  Makenzie  Bowell)  for  2nd  R,  STT: 
on  the  stamping  of  the  case,  583  ;  on  the  label- 
ling of  the  cans,  583. 

Manitoba  School  Question. 

In  debate  on  address  in  reply,  89-93. 
National  Policy,  efkeot  of  the.    See: 

"Tariff  and  Trade  matters." 

North-west  Territories  Repueskntation  Act 
B.  (121). 

Introduced*,  730. 

2nd  R.  m.,  750 ;  explanation  of  B.  ;  voting 
requirements,  750.    M.  agreed  to,  751. 

In  Com.  of  tlieW. — On  cL  2:  provision  for  hav- 
ing name  placed  on  voting  list,  751 ;  provision 
for  removing  name«,  752  ;  facilities  for  haWng 
names  placed  rai  list,  752-3;  B.  simply  to 
amend  the  time  in  which  voters  can  have  their 
names  placed  on  the  list,  753. 

3r<l  R.*,  753. 

Order  and  Procbdurf, 
Debate,  rentarkt  nol  relevant.  Mr.  Powei  holds 
discussion  of  dairy  question  out  of  order  in 
connection  with  matters  under  consideration 
(Railway  Communication  in  P.E.I.),  560 :  mis- 
conception of  remarks,  560. 
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FERGUSON,  Hon.  Donald  (P.E.I.)-Cbntd. 

Pbnitkntiahirs  Act  Amt.  B.  (131). 

In  Com.  of  the  VV.— On  Srd  cL  :  on  uniformity 

of  salaries,  740 ;  on  the  recommendations  of  the 

Dept.  of  Justice,  740;  B.  does  not  apply  to 

present  officials,  741. 

Princk  Edwahd  IsiANP,   IMPORTS  OK.     See: 
' '  British  Columbia,  representation  of  in  Cabinet. " 

Princk  Edward  Island  railways.    See : 
"  Railway  Communication  in    Prince   Edward 
Island.'" 

Pbotkction.    See  .• 
"Tariff  and  Trade  matters." 

Pi'Buc  Works,  DtsruKsioN  ok  bekore  elbction, 
See: 
"  Railway   Communication   in  Prince  Edward 
Island.^' 

Railway  Commcnicatios  in  Prince  Edward 
Island. 
On  M.  (Ml.  Prowse)  for  copies  of  all  petitions 
(•raying^  for  railway  extension,  also  the  chief 
engineer's  reixjrt  thereon,  nl»o  entimnted  in- 
creased earnings  on  the  P.E.I.  Ry.,  which  will 
be  effected  by  the  operation  of  the  proposed 
branches,  541-2 ;  ooni]>arative  treatment  re- 
ceived by  P.E.I,  under  the  Liberal  and  Liberal 
Conservative  nifpimes,  558 ;  the  steamboat 
service,  S58 ;  reduction  of  winter  rates  on 
steamer,  559  ;  facility  of  communication  with 
the  world,  66i)-fiO ;  railway  to  Cajie  Travers, 
5.59 ;  Hon.  Mr.  Mackenzie's  statement,  650  ; 
twenty  thousand  dollars  a  year  placed  to  the 
credit  of  P.E.L  in  1886.  559 ;  the  dairy  indus- 
try, 559 ;  queston  of  public  works  on  the  eve  of 
an  election,  560. 

Rebate  on  E.xports. 
On  M.  (Mr.  Boulton)  for  returns  showing  loss  to 
revenue  occasioned  by  payment  of  rebates  of 
duties  on  customa  articles  exported,  166.    To 
Mr.  Boulton  :  Ques.:  re  tea,  176. 

Representatio.v  ok  British  Columbia  in  Cabinet. 
See  "  British  Columbia." 

Salaries  or  pknitkntiaby  okkicials.    See : 
"Penitentiary  Act  Amt;  B.  (131)." 

Senate  and  Hocsb  ok  Commons  Act  Amt.;  B. 

(143). 
M.,  that  41st  nile  be  suspended  with  respect  to 

this  B.,  730. 
2nd  R.,  m.,  746;   explanation  of   B.,  sessional 

indemnity,  746.     M.  agreed  to,  748. 
3rd  R.,  748. 

Silver-Lead  Smelting  Act  ;  B.  (142). 

Introduced*,  730. 

2nd  R.,  m.,  748;  explanation  of  B.;  encourage- 
ment of  silver-lead  smelting,  748-9 ;  m.  for  sus- 
pension of  41st  rule,  750.    M.  agreed  to,  750. 

3rd  R.,  750. 

Steamboat  Service  with  mainland.    See : 
"  Railway  Communication  in  Prince  Edward  Is'd. " 

SlT.AR,  DUTJ-  ON.     Ner  : 

"  Tariff  and  Trade  matters." 

Si-RPLUS,  the.    See : 
"  Tariff  and  Trade  matters." 


PBBQUSON,  Hon.  Donald  (P.E.I.)— Ccmtd. 
Tabikk  and  Trade  matters. 
On  the  Address  :  the  trade  ixilicy  not  entirely  the 
point  at  issue  at  the  Antigonish  election,  97  ; 
price  of  kerosene  oil,  Vi  ;  free  trade  versus  pro- 
tection, 98  ;  development  of  American  indus- 
tries, 98 ;  the  effect  of  the  National  Policy,  ^ ; 
helpless  position  of  Liberal  Party  in  1878,  99  ; 
falling  off  of  farming  population,  99 ;  imxwrta- 
tion  and  eximrtation  of  agricultural  products  in 
1877  compared  to  the  present  time,  99- 100 ; 
census  ana  deficit,  100 ;  duty  on  tea  and  sugar, 
101 ;  surplus  during  last  sixteen  years,  101 ; 
comparison  of  imports  and  duties  paid  in  at 
different  ports  of  entry,  102  3. 

Tea  and  sugar,  duty  on.    See  .- 

"Tariff  and  Trade  matters." 
Tea,  duty  on.    See; 

"Rebate  on  Exports." 
Thompson,  Sir  John,  death  ok. 

In  debate  on  the  address  in  reply,  103. 
Tri  A  L  BY  J  cry.    See : 

"  Criminal  Code  Act  Amt.  B." 
Voters'  Lists.    See : 

"N.W.T.  Representation  Act." 
Winnipeg  (Jhkat  Northern  Rt.  Co.'s  B.  (150). 
On  M.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  for  1st  R.,  769. 
On  Mr.  Scott's  siieech  :  comments  of  the  Mon- 
treal (iazettt,  776.     On  Mr.  Power's  s|>eech  :  on 
assigning  bonds,  780.    Coniments  on  Mr.  Scott's 
speech,  784 ;  lateness  of  bringing  down  B. ,  784-6; 
very  slight  changes,  785  ;  security  for  running 
road,  78o ;  bondholders  of  old  road  not  injured 
by  this  B.,  780  ;   the  Lake  Dauphin  district, 
7H6 ;  country  through  which  the  line  will  run, 
787  :  ruling  of  the  Sjieaker  in  regard  to  inter- 
ference with  private  legislation,  78( .   On  alleged 
obloquv  cast  on  members  of  Opiwsition,  793. 
On  M.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  for  2nd  R.,  793; 

on  point  of  order,  cl.  objected  to,  795. 
In  Com.  of  the  W.    On  Ist  cl.  :   regarding  the 
route  and  paying  the  subsidy,  799 ;  interest  of 
)x)ndholders,  799-800 ;  number  of  miles  neces- 
sar}'  to  construct  to  earn  subsidy,  800 ;  the 
route,  801. 
Amt.  proixised  ;  provision  a  general  one,  802. 
Winnipeg  and  Hudson  Bay  Ry. 
On  M.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  re  adjournment, 
763  ;  route  of  line,  764 . 

FEBOITSON,  Hon.  John  (Niagara). 

Addrkss  in  answer  to  speech  krom  thk  Throne. 
On  M.  (Mr.  Primrose)  for  :  comments  on  the  sub- 
jects referred  to  in  the  Speech  from  the  Throne, 
89 ;  criticism  of  Mr.  Scott's  speech  on  the  Mani- 
tolia  School  question,  8<)  90  1  2  3;  the  Anti- 
gonish contest,  97  ;  price  of  kerosene  oil,  97  ; 
the  trade  question  and  fiscal  jxilicy,  98  ;  the 
sugar  industry ,il8 ;  the  operation  of  the  National 
Policy,  98-9 ;  on  the  farming  industry,  99  ;  the 
census,  100 ;  the  deficit,  101 ;  duty  on  tea,  101 ; 
returns  thanks  for  congratulations  on  entry 
into  the  Cabinet,  101 ;  representation  of  Britien 
Columbia  in  the  Cabinet,  IMl ;  comparison  of 
imports  and  duties  (laid  in  at  different  ports  of 
entry,  102-  3 ;  on  death  of  Sir  .Tohn  Thompson 
with  eulogistic  remarks. 

Bankers  Like  Association  ok  Canada  Incohp. 
Act. 
On  report  of  B.  from  Com.  on  Banking  and  Com- 
merce (Mr.  Alhkn),  389  ;  title  misleading,  390. 
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GOWAN,  Hon.  James  Robert,  O.M.a. 

Childrbn,  ikschance  on.    See  : 

"  Insurance  on  Lives  of  Children." 
Criutnal  Cook,  1892. 
On  M.  (Mr.  Augers)  for  apiiointnipot  of  hon. 
gentlemen  to  a  joint  committee  of  both  Houses 
to  report  upon  B.  (51)  intituled  :  "An  Act  fur- 
ther to  amend  the  Criminal  Code,  1892  "  ;  for- 
mation of  a  joint  committee  best  course  that 
can  be  taken,  271. 

F18HEBIE8  Am   Act  ;  B.  ((57)— (Mr.  Angers). 

On  resumed  debate  on  M.  (Mr.  Angers)  for  2nd 
R.,  470  ;  Act  of  Parliament  ignored,  485  j  free- 
ing mill-oivners  from  liability  for  breach  of  law, 
4St5  ;  effect  of  the  nuisance,  48C  ;  iiamphlet  put 
forward  by  mill-owners,  486;  1  emitting  fines, 
injury  perpretated,  etc,  487. 

In  Com.  rf  the  W. — On  cl.  1.  On  the  proposed 
amt.  (Mr.  Perley),  664-5. 

On  cl.  2.    Enforcement  of  penalties,  570. 

IN8UBANCK  ON  LlVES  OC  CHILnREN. 

On  inqy.  resumed  (Mr.  McClelan),  attention  of 
Senate  directed  to  crimes  from  practice  of  in- 
suring children  and  asks  if  Govt,  intend  to  take 
any  measures  to  restrict  such  practices,  251. 
Comments  on  Mr.  McClelan 's  speech,  260; 
opinion  in  favour  of  life  insurance,  280 ;  systems 
of  insurance  in  Canada  and  the  U.  S.,  260 ; 
evils  referred  to  not  romuion,  261. 

Order  and  Procedure. 
Joint  Committcet,  appointment  of. — On  (Mr, 
Power)  directing  attention  to  establishment  of 
an  objectionable  pi«oed«nt  and  departure  fron. 
usual  parliamentary  jirocedure  in  appointing 
joint  Cijmmiitees  to  consider  amts.  (Criminal 
Code,  1892);  foundation  of  joint  committee 
best  course  to  adopt,  271. 

St.  Catharines  and  Niagara  Central  Rt.  Co.'s 
Act  ;  B.  (60). 
On  M.  (Mr.  Sanford)  for  3rd  R.,  and  amt.  (Mr. 
Power),  487-8  ;  local  legislative  laws,  adoption 
of,  491 ;  vote  against  anit.,  491. 

Saw-dust  nuisance  in  the  Ottawa  River.    See : 
"  FUheries  Amt.  Act.  ;  B.  (67)." 

KAniiBAOH,  Hon.  Henry  A.  W. 
Address  in  answer  to  speech  frou  the  throne. 

On  M.  (Mi.  Primro>!o)  for.— On  Mr.  Scott's 
speech ;  remark,  15 ;  on  Mr.  Mclnnes'  speech  ; 
remark,  represeutation  in  Cabinet  of  British 
Columbia,  24 ;  on  Mr.  Boulton's  speech  ;  Man- 
itoba School  question,  34-5 ;  trade  question, 
39 ;  on  taxation  and  necessaries  of  life,  41 ;  agri- 
cultural implements,  42-3-5;  Great  Britam's 
Policy,  4(5.  On  Mr.  Power's  speech  ;  the  deficit 
compared  with  that  under  the  Mackenzie 
regime,  57. 

On  the  Address  :  Manitoba  School  question,  61 ; 
French  Treaty,  61  ;  Australian  trade,  61 ;  on 
Antigonish  election,  62;  conmients  on  the 
Lil)eriil  jiartv's  record,  6.3;  state  of  the  country 
under  the  Mackenzie  regime,  63 ;  effects  of  the 
National  Policv,  63-4;  comparative  expendi- 
ture of  the  Liberal  and  Ctmservative  adminis- 
tions,  64 ;  the  deficit,  64 ;  admission  of  New- 
foundland into  the  Dominion,  64  ;  Insolvency 
Act,  65  ;  compliments  to  mover  and  seconder 
of  address,  65 ;  late  date  of  summoning  Parlia- 
ment, 65 :  eulogy  on  the  late  Sir  .John  Thomp- 
son, 65 :  complimentary  remarks  to  Sir  Alac- 
ken/.ie  Bowell,  65 ;  Manitoba  Schools  question, 


KAULBAOH,  Hon.  Henry  A-W.-Corrii/. 

Address  in  answer  to  Spebth  from  the  Thbom 
Continued. 

66,  75 ;  rights  of  the  minority.  66 ;  on  th- 
National  Policy,  li'.  TO ;  trade  and  the  tshff. 
67-8;  the  Liberal  jiolicy.  6S-9,  70-1 ;  figurw 
showing  increase  in  productive  indujitrirs,  71 ; 
pubbc  debt  of  Canada,  72 ;  free  trade  policy. 
72 ;  on  the  manufactnring  interests,  72-3 :  tfri 
cultural  implements.  73 :  effects  of  a  FreeTraik 
Policy,  73-  4 ;  fishing  industry,  74 ;  shippini;  in- 
dustry, 74  ;  on  present  and  |<a8t  premiers,  75. 
On  Mr.  Bemier's  speech  :  Manitoba  School  ques- 
tion, 82,  85. 

Adjournments.    See  : 
"  Senate,  adjournment  of." 

Antigonish  buiction. 
In  debate  on  the  address  in  reply,  62. 

Australian  Thaiie.    See : 

"  Tariff  and  Trade  matters." 
AfTHOHS,  RIGHTS  OF.     See  : 

"  Copyright  Law." 
Boards,  Manckactured,  adhission  into  U.S. 

"Customs  Tariff  Act  Amt." 

Board  of  Appraisers,  appointmknt  of.    Sc  : 
"Customs  Act  Amt." 

Bowell,  Sir  Mackenzie,  complimentary  remark^. 

In  debate  on  Address  in  reply,  65. 

British  Columbia  FKNiTKNTiABr. 
On  Inqy.  (Mr.  Mclnnes,  B.C.),  calling  attention 
to  reix)rt  of  iTudge  Drake,  etc.,  and  ask  if  i 
commission  of  investigation  is  to  be  apiiointed. 
597  ;  right  of  the  press  to  comment  on  ahat  i^ 
said,  etc.,  609-10. 


.\TioN  IV  Cabinet. 
On  Mr.  Mclnne-'* 

.  B.C.)  calling  tW 
the  commercial  aud 
,  and  asking  if  the 
to  as  full  a  pruivr- 
,  as  other  pro^ct--. 


British  Columbia,  represent. 
In  debate  on  the  Address : 

(B.C.)  speech,  24. 
On   Inqy.    (Mr.    Macdonald, 

attention  of  the  Senate  to 

financial  (Msition  of  B.  C 

Govt,  considers  it  entitled 

tionate  representation,  etc 

314 ;  re  Nova  Scotia,  319. 

Canals  and  Waterways.    See  : 
"  Transportation  on  the  Great  Lakes." 

Children,  insurance  on.    See : 
"Insurance  on ^Lives  of  Children." 

Chute  Divorce  Case. 
On  M.  (Mr.  Kirchhoffer)  for  adoption  of  Com. 
Report,  185  ;  objects  to  creating  another  pre«- 
dent  for  suing  in  forum  pauper  it,  186-6 ;  t" 
Mr.  Clemow,  does  not  deny  l)etitioner's  inability 
to  get  money,  lt!6  ;  one  case  quoted  as  a  prwr^- 
dent,  186;  on  precedents,  187-8;  to  Mr 
Primrose,  proven  U)  whole  Com.  petitioner  m 
in  circumstances  to  obtain  relief  except  in 
forma  pauperis,  189. 

Civil  Service  Act  Amt.  ;  prooebdings  in  cases 
of  irbboulakity  and  fraud  at  examinations 
B(E). 
In  Com.  of  the  W.    To  Mr.  Angers,  extension 
of  power,  130. 
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KAULBAOH,  Hon.,HenryA.W.— Co/i<rf. 
Civil  SERrios  Act  Amt.  ;  B.  (130). 
On  M.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  for  2nd  R,  697  ; 
B.  in  the  line  of  economy,  708  ;  employment  of 
temporary  writers,  708 ;  political  patronage, 
709 ;  appointmenta  by  commifwioo,  709 ;  em- 
ployetM  unfitted  for  pooitiong,  709. 

Civil  Bkbvicb  Superannuations. 

On  M.  (Mr.  Power)  for  return  nliowing  names  of 
persons  suiierannuated  since  1st  Xovember  last, 
eta,  622  3 ;  incompetent  men  in  service  and 
should  be  dismissed,  628-  9 ;  on  political 
patronage ;  Morgan's  case,  629.  On  Sir  Mac- 
kenzie Bowell's  speech  :  increase  of  expenditure 
and  ground  covered  in  Post  Office  Dept.,  631. 

CoLTON  Divorce  Bill. 
On  M.  (Mr.  Kirchhoflfer)  for  adoption  of  Com. 
report,   18!) ;    re  adoption  of   report    without 
putting  evidence  before  House,  life. 

OOMHEHCIAL  TREATIES  ACT;  B.  (126). 

On  M.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  that  House  resolve 
itself  into  Com.  of  the  W.,  643 ;  amt.  m.  (Mr. 
McCallum)for  six  months' hoist,  640;  comments 
on  Mr.  Boulti>n's  theories,  647  ;  the  Spanish 
treaty,  647  ;  on  combination  of  Messrs.  McCal- 
lum  and  Boulton  to  defeat  B.,  648  ;  articles 
admitted  at  at  a  reduced  duty,  648. 

COHUIBSIONEHB,  CiVIL  SERVICE  APPOINTMENTS  BY. 
Ste : 
"Civil  Service  Act  Amt." 

COKTINOT.  AOCTS.  COM.      5«  ; 

"  Internal  Economy." 
Copyright  Law. 

On  M  (Mr.  Boulton)  for  return  of  correspondence 
in  regard  to  international  copyright  during  past 
year,  212.  Remarks :  indemnity  to  British 
author,  216  ;  effect  of  Act  of  1889,  217  ;  posi- 
tion of  the  U.S.  towards  Canada,  218;  the 
author's  attitude,  218. 

Debate  resumed,  234  ;  on  Mr.  Boulton 's  speech  : 
cjuotations  from  any  Canadian  authors  or  pub- 
lishers, 238 ;  re  monopoly  of  Canadian  marKets 
by  U.S.,  240 ;  publisiiing  and  printing  in  V.S., 
240-1;  advantagesdf  U.S.  authors,  243;  speech 
in  debate :  asks  authority  for  Mr.  Boulton 
assuming  (XMition  of  mouthpiece  of  Canadian 
authors  ai  d  publishers,  244  ;  quotation  of  Earl 
Grey's  statement,  244  ;  fair  reciprocity  wanted, 
245;  Mr.  Boulton 's  action  in  1891,  245;  iKwi- 
tion  in  the  U.S.,  246  ;  compared  with  Canada, 
245 ;  the  present  condition  of  things,  245 ; 
comments  on  Mr.  Boulton 's  siieech,  245-C. 
Cotton  and  Woollen  industrirs.    See : 

"  Tariff  and  Trade  matters." 
Criminal  Code  Act  Amt.  ;  B.  (61). 

In  Com.  of  the  W.— On  Sec,  673:  On  Mr. 
Power's  amt,  753  ;  lateness  of  session  for  con- 
sideration of  amt. ,  754  5;  favourable  to  amt., 
75.'>. 

On  M.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  for  2nd  R.,  766; 
on  verdict  of  majority  of  the  jury,  767-8. 

ClsTOMS   HKIZURE.S   .^T   MoNTHKAI- 

On  Inqy.  (Mr.  Bellerose)  re  certain  books  entered 
at  Montreal  and  detained  as  indecent,  200-1. 

On  Mr.  Bellerose 's  speech :  criminal  law  does 
not  cover  case  ;  giving  publicity  to  book,  206. 

Customs  Act  Amt.  ;  B.  (140). 
On  M.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  for  2nd  R.,  721 ; 
appointment  of  Board  of  Appraisers,  726  ;  ap- 
peal from  decision  of  Board,  726. 


KAULBAOH,  Hon.  Henry  A.  W.—Conid. 
Customs  Taripk  Act  Amt.  ;  B.  (146). 
On  M.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  for  2nd  R.,  760; 
admission   of   manufactured   boards  into  the 
U.S.,  760-1. 

Debates,  Committee  Reports. 
1st  Report. — OnM  (Mr.  Bellerose)  for  adoption  ; 
ques.  ;   duties  of  Mr.  Smith  ;   advisability  of 
incurring  additional  exjienditure  ;  unnecessary 
expenditure,  will  not  get  value,  129. 

Debt,  public,  of  Canada.    See  : 

"  Tariff  and  Trade  matters." 
Dekicit,  the.    See  .- 

"  Tariff  and  Trade  matters." 
Deprbs!)ION,  the.    See  : 

"  Tariff  and  Trade  matters." 

Divorce  Cases.    See  : 
"Chute." 
"Colton." 
"Odell." 

Divorce  Committee,  Resignation  ok. 

On  report  presented  (Mr.  Kirchboffer)  signed  by 
Messrs.  Kirchhoffer,  Read,  LoiighetS,  Mc- 
Kindsey,  Mclnnes,  Frininiee  and  Ver^son, 
stating  that  they  hare  decided  to  decline  to 
serve  any  longer  on  the  Com.,  and  giving 
reasons  theretor,  and  on  M.  that  report  be 
taken  into  consideration  immediately,  268-70  ; 
re|iort  cannot  be  considered  to-day,  time  must 
be  given,  proposes  Friday  next,  270. 

On  M.  (Mr.  Primrose)  to  defer  consideration  of 
conmiunication  from  certain  members  of  the 
Standing  Com.  on  Divorce,  313.  Ques.  to  Mr. 
Primrose,  why  till  Thursday  ?,  818. 

On  M.  (Mr.  Miller)  for  adjnnit.  of  House, 
855  ;  on  Mr.  Scott's  speech,  rr  suing  in  fortna 
pauperin,  360 ;  on  Mr.  Mclnnes's  speech,  cor- 
rection as  to  vote,  362 ;  allegations  in  report 
disproved,  365 ;  the  Odell  case,  366  ;  the  judg- 
ment of  Roman  Catholic  members,  366  ;  in  the 
Dillon  case,  366-7 ;  comments  on  rei>ort  of 
Com.,  Sffi  ;  re  onerous  duties  of  Com.,  366-7  ; 
views  of  the  minority,  368  ;  divorce  courts,  368. 

DoMiNio.v    Atlantic    Ry.    Co.'s    B.    (48).— Mr. 
Power. 
On  Amt.  M.  (Mr.  McClelan)on  M.  (Mr.  Power) 
for  3rd  R.,  380 ;  explains  situation  and  opposes 
amalgamation,  383. 

Drawbacks.    See: 

"  Rebate  on  Exiwrts." 
Expenditvbe,  Regarding  the.    See  : 

"  Tariff  and  Trade  matters." 

Exports.    See  : 
"  Tariff  and  Trade  matters." 
See  aim  "  Rebate  on  Exports." 

England,  Foreign  Competition  in.    See  : 

"  Tariff  and  Trade  matters." 
Iron  Industry.    See  : 

"  Rebate  on  Exports." 
Failures  and  Losses  in  1875.    See  : 

"  Tariff  and  Trade  matters." 
Falding  Divorce  B.  (C). 

On  M.  (Mr.  Clemow)  for  3rd  R. ;  lack  of  promp- 
titude in  printing  reports,  220. 
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KAULBAOH,  Hon.  Henry  A.  "W.—Contd. 
Female  Okfendkbs  in  Nova  Scotia  B. 
On  2nd  R.  m.  (Mr.  Power).  Q>ie».,  extension  of 
sentence,  281-2. 

Fisheries  Amt.  Act  ;  B.  (67).    Mr..  Angers. 

On  M.  (Mr.  Anger's)  for  2nd  R.,  434  ;  effect  of 
aaw-dust  on  the  fish,  435. 

On  resumed  debate,  502.  On  Mr.  Vidal's  speech  : 
rivers  not  injuriously  affected,  510 ;  proof  as  to 
injury  to  fish,  512.  Comments  on  Mr.  Vidal's 
speech,  513 ;  fisheries  protection,  513  ;  applica- 
tion of  the  law  to  all  streams,  513-14  ;  the  posi- 
tion of  the  mill-ownere,  514 ;  manufacture  of 
the  lumber,  514;  the  refuse  a  benefit  to  the 
(leople,  514-15 ;  Ratte'scase,  515 ;  vested  rights, 
515 ;  exemption  of  rivers,  615-16.  On  Mr. 
Bjulton's  speech  :  price  of  water  jMjwer,  .5,33. 

"  Fmheries  Amt.  Act  ;  B.  (74).    Mr.  Angers. 
On  M.  for  2nd  R.  (Mr.  Angers),  385.    tjues.  as 
to  officer  appointed  to  take  evidence  in  alleged 
fishing  bounty  frauds,  385. 

Fishing  Industry.    See  : 
"  Tariff  and  Trade  matters." 

Fkee  Trade,  Method  ok  Raising  Revenue  under. 
See: 
"  Tariff  and  Trade  matters." 
See  also,  "  Rebate  on  Exixirts." 

French  Treaty.    See  : 
" Commercial  Treaties  Act." 

Fir  Seal  Fishing  in  the  North  Pacific. 
On  Inqy.  (Mr.  Macdonald,  B.C.)  if  the  Imperial 
(iovt.  have  submitted  a  draft  of  the  proposed 
B.  in  restraint  of,  or  to  further  regulate  aoove, 
and  has  the  Dominion  Govt,  furnished  opinions 
of  experts  on  subject,  and  wherein  proposed 
legislation  and  regulations  nill  differ  from  that 
now  in  operati<m,  219.  Remarks  :  sooner  seals 
killed  off  the  better  ;  destr-jyers  of  fish  ;  claim 
for  damages  from  U.S.,  219.  To  Mr.  Mac- 
donald (B.C.),  codfish  food  fish  ;  seals  are  not. 

"Globe,"  Toronto,  views  or    See  : 

"  Manitoba  School  Question." 
Great  Northern  Ry. 
On  Inqy.  (Mr.  Boulton)  re  starting  point  of  rail- 
way ;  Company  not  required  to  start  at  one 
end,  can  start  at  any  )x>int  between  terminal 
points,  184. 

Grey,  Earl,  on  copyright.    See: 

"  Copyright  Law." 
Hamilton  Distillery  Co.'s  B. 

On  2nd  R.  m.  (Mr.  Maclnnes,  Burlington) ;  liquor 
trade  in  Halifax,  231. 

Harbours  ok  P. E. I.    See: 
"  Railway  Communication  in  P.E.I." 

Hudson  Bay  R.ulway  Subsidy. 
On  M.  (Mr.  Miller)  for  papers  re  subsidy,  loan  or 
guarantee:  on  Mr.  Boulton's  speech:  will 
bonds  float  t  on  Mr.  McCallum's  speech :  a 
national  enterprise  and  should  be  constructed 
in  public  interest ;  would  fill  up  that  section  of 
the  North-west  Territories,  124-  5  ;  Mr.  Laurier 
on  the  matter  ;  Government  committed  to  rail- 
way ;  defiression  at  an  end ;  the  money  simply 
an  advance  ;  will  support  undertaking,  125-6. 

Indemnity,  Members,  B.    See.- 

"  Senate  and  House  of  Commons  Act  Amt." 


KAULBAOH,  Hon.  Henry  A.  W.—Cmitd. 

lNDEPENDE.Tr  ORDER  OF  FOBESTERS,  B.  (84). 
On  M.  (Mr.  Clemuw)  for  suspension  of  41st  mk, 
731 ;  supervision  of  the  financial  condition  of 
the  company,  732. 

Indian  Act,  B.,  (G).— (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell). 
In  Com.  of  the  W.— On  1st  cl.  :  CJues.:  Is  the 

Sujierintendent  General  the  ^linistei   of  the 

Interior?,  165. 
In    Cora,   of  the  W.   resumed,  189 ;  on  cl.  1 ; 

leaving    it    to    discretion    of    Superintendent 

General  re  leasing  of  lands,  190. 

Inland  Transportation.    See  ; 

"  Transportation  on  the  Great  Lakes . " 
Insolvency  Act.    See: 

"  Tariff  and  Trade  matters . " 
Insolvency  Act,  1805,  B.  (A). 
On  M.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  for  addition  to 
regular   number   of   copies  of  Bill :  whether 
changes  in  B.  are  of  sufficient  imjxntance  to 
necessitate  printing  of  a  new  edition,  128. 
On  M.  (Sir  Alackenzie  Bowell)  for  2nd  R.,  149 : 
injury  done  by  old  law  ;  no  necessity  for  B.  ; 
in  favour  of  a  geneird  law  ;  delay  the'B.,  152  3. 
On  Mr.   Powers'  speech :  local  versus   general 
law,  15a 

Insurance.    See : 
"  Independe  t  Order  of  Foresters." 

Insurance  on  Lives  ok  Children. 
On  Inqy.  resumed  (Mr.  McClelan),  attention  of 
Senate  directed  to  crimes  from  practice  of 
insuring  children  and  asks  if  the  (Jovt.  intend 
to  take  any  measures  to  restrict  such  prartict*, 
251.  On  Mr.  McClelan's  speech :  Que.s.  :  eW- 
det.ce  given  before  the  Joint  Committee  in 
Massachusetts,  257. 

Internal  Economy  Committee. 

Loose  manner  in  which  things  are  allowed  to 
be  conducted  in  corridors  ;  endorse  remarks  of 
Mr.  Macdonald  (B  C),  642. 

Iron  Industry  IN  England.    See: 

"  Rebate  on  Exporto." 
Judges  of  Provincial  Courto  Act  Amt.,  B.  (127). 
In  Com.  of  the  W.— Ques.  on  increase  in  number 
of  judges^  643. 
Juries.    See  .• 

"  Criminal  Code  Amt."' 
Langf.nburg  and  Southern  Ry.  Co.  Incobp.  Act, 
B.  (55). 
On  M.  (Mr.  Lougheed)  for  3rd  R.,  296  :  remarks : 

reason  for  voting  for  B.,  298-9. 
On  Mr.  Vidal's  sijeech  :  Ques.  suppose  Allan's 
were  not  asking  for  charter  would  hon.  friend 
have  any  objections,  etc.,  303. 

Liberals,  condition  ok  tbade  under.    See : 
"Tariff  and  Trade  matter»." 

Lobster  Fisheries,  Act  Amt.,  B.  (91).  Sir  Mac- 
kenzie Bowell. 

On  M.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  for  2nd  R.,  377  ; 
deterioration  by  age  of  fish  in  caxta,  579  ;  mark- 
ing of  cans,  579 ;  B.  an  improvement.  579 ; 
stamping  of  tins,  581 :  on  a  close  season,  581-2 ; 
protection  of  lobster  fishery,  582 ;  canning  of 
soft  shell  lobsters,  583. 

In  Com.  of  the  W.— Putting  date  on  cans.  613: 
license  tax,  613-14  :  on  exclusive  right  of  shore, 
614 ;  name  of  the  packer  and  date  on  cans,  615, 
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KAUIiBAOH,  Hon.  Henry  A.  W.—Contd. 
Lobster  Fimhebies,  Act  Ami. — Continued. 
On  subsection  3.— Time  of  commencing  fishing, 

61K. 
On  3rd  R.  M.  (Sir  Mackenrie  Bowell),  640 ;  no 
objection  to  Amt.  (Mr.  Power),  640-1. 

LoUISBOrRO,  NOSUMBST  AT.     See  : 
"Ordnance  Lands  in   Nova  Scotia  and  Cape 
Breton." 

LCMBKRIKG  INDUSTRY,  VESTED  RtOHTS,  ETC.     Ste  : 

"  Fisheries  Act  Amt. ;  B.  (67)." 
Manitoba  School  Question. 

In  debate  on  Address  in  reply  :  On  Mr.  Boul- 
ton's  speech,  34-5.  On  the  Address,  61-2,  76. 
On  Mr.  Bemiers'  ajjeech,  82  5. 

On  Inqy.  (Mr.  Scott)  as  to  rumoured  Cabinet  re- 
signations, 6S6.  On  Mr.  Angers'  speech ;  letter 
of  Sir  ,)ohn  Macdonald,  6(i4. 

On  M.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  for  adjournment, 
803  ;  comments  on  Mr.  Power's  remarks,  804  ; 
on  the  action  of  the  Govt.,  804  ;  views  of  th« 
Toronto  (lloke,  804 ;  no  attitude  taken  by  the 
leader  of  the  Opposition,  804-&.  ' 

Manl'kactdbi.n'g  industries.    See  : 

'•  Tariff  and  Trade  matters." 
Meat  kbom  Orwwn,  etc.    See  : 
'•  Tariff  and  Trade  matters." 
Memorials  to  the  Founders  op  Confederation. 
On  Inqy.  (Mr.  Bellerose)  whether  it  is  the  intention 
of  the  Government  to  erect  monuments  in  the 
Parliament  grounds,  on  the  death  of  each  of 
the  founders  of  ctmfederation,  633 ;    suggests 
addition  to    delegates    to  P.E.I,   conference, 
635 ;  one  grand  monument  to  all,  635. 
Morgan,  H.  J.,  superannuation  of.    See: 

"Civil  Service  Superannuation." 
National  Polict,  effects  of.    See  : 

"  Tariff  and  Trade  matters." 
Newfoundland  Confbdebation. 
In  debate  on  the  Address  in  reply,  64. 
See  also,  "Union  with  Newfoundland." 
North  Pacific,  seal  fishing.    See : 

"  Fur  seal  fishing." 

Nova  Scotia,  rspi-esentation  op  in  Cabinet.  See: 

"British  Columbia,  representation  in  Cabinet." 

Nova  Scotia  Steel  Co.,  Ltd.,  Amt.  Act  ;  B.  (56). 

Mr.  Power. 

On  2nd  R.  m.  (Mr.  Power)  232 ;  ques.  re  assent 

of  majority  Steel  Forge  Co.  to  sale,  232-3.   , 
On  :<rd  R.  w».  (Mr.  Power),  338 ;  discontente  of 
company  that  amalgamated  one-third  of  one 
per  cent,  339-40. 
Odell  Divorce  Case. 
On  M.  (Mr.  Lougheed)  for  adoption  of  re|X)rt  of 
Com.  :  as  to  affecting  first  reading  of  B.,  114. 
On  consideration  of  !)th  Report  of  Com. ;  reason 
for  Divorce  B.  being  asked ;  trial  in  the  civil 
cotirts,  221-2.    To  Mr.  Mclnnes  (H.C.)  adul- 
tery not  proven,  222 ;   expenses  borne  by  the 
petitioner,  223;    on  ques.  of  order,  225.      To 
Mr.  Clemow  :  trial  of  ca.ie  where  issue  is  adul- 
terj-,  226.    To  Mr.  Read  (Quinte) :  question  of 
religion  not  a  reason  for  opixwing  reiwrt,  228. 
The  Hart  case,  229. 
On  remarks  (Mr.  Clemow)  re  commencing  pro- 
ceedings next  year  at  place  where  they  termin- 
ated this  year ;  considered  fully ;  no  lawyer 
would  undertake  to  proceed  again  under  it ;'  he 
would  have  to  commence  proceedings  anew,  279. 


KAULBAOH.  Hon.  Henry  A.  W.— CoreW. 
Order  and  Procedure. 

Bitli,  prirate,  Srd  it.— Same  day  that  amts.  to  B. 
are  reimrted,  objected  to,  280.  Messrs.  Vidal 
and  Aliller  explain  rule  only  applies  to  same 
day  report  is  presented.  B.  read  the  Srd  time, 
280. 

Committee  report,  deferring  consideration  of  peti- 
tion.   See : 

"  Odell  Divorce  "  debates  (above). 

Debate,  premature  diseuttion  of  quet.  In  speak- 
ing on  the  Lobster  Fishery  Amt.  in  Coni.  of 
the  W.,  Mr.  Lougheed  remarked  that  the  ques- 
tion was  not  yet  reached.  Claimed  the  Premier 
had  violated  the  rule  by  going  into  Mr.  Power's 
speech,  61.5. 

Debate,  making  twice  in. — Ques.  of  Order  against 
Mr.  Mclnnes  (B.C.)  speaking  again  on  Odell 
Divorce  Case,  225. 

Divorce  Proeedtire. — See  "Odell "  case  (above). 
Order  and  Procedure— Continuect. 

Com.  on  BailvMyt,  etc. — Irregularity  in  organiz- 
ation of  Com. ;  appointment  of  Chairman,  110- 
13. 

Order,  quet.  of,  immediate  contideraiion  of  re- 
port.—On 'Mi .  Power  rising  to  point  of  order 
on  M.  (Mr.  Kirchhoffer)  for  inmiediate  consid- 
eration of  report  of  Divorce  Com .  resigning ; 
objection  must  be  then  given  according  to  the 
rules  of  the  House,  270 . 

Prejudicing  Case  before  Courtt. — See  "Odell  Di- 
vorce Case  "  (above) . 

Proeeedingt,  contintuition  next  year  where  term- 
inated this  .wrar.  — Mr.  Clemow  stated  that  he 
had  intended  to  move  an  amendment  (Odell 
Divorce  Case)  that  proceedings  should  be  taken 
up  next  session  where  left  off  this  ;  no  lawyer 
would  undertake  to  proceed  again,  have  to  com- 
mence proceedings  anew,  279 ;  Mr.  Miller  could 
not  be  done  without  Act  of  Parliament ;  mat- 
ter not  pressed,  279. 

Ordnance  Lands  in  Nova  Scotia  and  Cape 
Breton. 
On  Inqy.  (Mr.  Poirier)  as  to  agreement  entered 
into  between  Imperial  and  Canadian  authori- 
ties re  transfer  of  ordnance  lands  to  the  latter ; 
what  ordnance  lands  are  now  in  possessitm  of 
the  Dominion  Gfovt .  in  Nova  Scotia  and  Cape 
Breton,  also  is  the  Dominion  Govt,  not  entitled 
to  the  ix>ssession  of  site  of  old  fortifications  at 
Loui'fbourg,  933 ;  block  houses  at  Lunenburg, 
site  used  for  light  houses,  336. 

Parliament,  Late  i).\te  of  Summoning  . 

In  debate  on  the  address  in  reply,  65. 
Pekitentiarirs  Act,  Amt.  ;  B.  (66).— Mr.  Angers, 

In  Com .  of  the  W .  —On  2nd  cl .  removing  insane 
convicts  into  asylums,  340-1 . 

Penitentiaries  Act  Amt.;  B.  (181). 
On  2nd  R.  m.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  728;  on 

uniformity  of  salaries  of  ofKcers,  728. 
In  Cora,  of  the  W.— On  Srd   cl.,  unifoimity  in 
salaries  of  surgeons  and  chaplains,  7.S5  6 ;  ap- 
prove of  change,  736. 
Political  patronage.    See : 
"Civil  Service  Act  Amt." 
Priehikrs,  present  and^ast. 

In  delmte  on  the  Add^s  in  reply,  75. 
Press,  rights  of  Tw.y  See : 

"  British  Coluinbia/^enitentiary." 
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KAULBAOH,  Hon.  Henry  A.  W.—Contd. 
PniKCE  EnwAKD  Island  Railways.    Set: 

"  Railway  Communication  in  P.  E.  I." 
Printi.vg,  delays  in,  and  quantities  of. 
On  M.  (Mr.  Clomow)  for  3rd  R.,  Falding  Divorce 
B, ;  lack  of  promptitude  in  printing  evidence, 
220. 
On  M.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  for  1250  English 
and  500  French  copies  of  Insolvency  B.,  128  ; 
que8.  to  Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell,  are  anita.  of 
suHicient  imiwrtance  to  juxtify  another  issue  of 
B.,  128. 

Pkivilegk,  Question  ok. 
On  the  attention  of  the  House  being  called  (Mr. 
Mclnnes)  to  letter  which  api>eared  in  Ottawa 
Citizm  and  taking  exception  to  his  name  being 
associated  wth  that  of  his  nephew  (Thomas 
Mclnnes)  who  is  referred  to  in  the  letter  as  a 
refugee  in  the  U.S.  in  consequenct-  of  irregu- 
larity in  British  Columbia  Penitentiary  ;  que*, 
whether  on  a  question  of  privile  e,  hon.  gentle- 
man can  make  a  si)eech  impeaching  character 
of  Mr.  Moylan  simply  on  letter  found  in  a 
newspaper,  132  ;  rose  to  a  question  of  privilege, 
and  asked  ruling  of  Chair,  134. 

PRODUcrrivK  industbiks,  increase  in.    See  : 
"  Tariff  and  Trade  matters." 

Publication  ok  books  in  Canada,  indemnitt  to 
AUTHOURS.     See  : 
"Copyright  Law." 

Pl'BUSHBRS,  BIGHTS  OIT.      See  : 

" Copyright  Law." 

QUABANTINING  OF  AUERICAN  CATTIJt.      See  : 

"  Tariff  and  Trade  matters." 

Railways  Com.,  Chairmanship  ok.    See: 
"Senate." 

Railway  Communication  in  Prince  Edward  Is- 
land. 

On  M.  (Mr.  Prowse),  for  copies  of  all  petitions 
praying  for  railway  extension,  also  the  chief 
engineer's  report  thereon,  also  estimated  in- 
creased earnings  on  the  P.E.I.  Ry.,  which 
will  be  effected  by  the  operation  of  the  pro- 
posed branches,  541-2.  On  Mr.  Prowse'a  speech: 
ques.  does  the  main  railway  pay,  54,5  ;  on  poli- 
tical meeting,  5 18  ;  deficiency  of  harbours,  553. 
On  Mr.  Kaulbach's  speech  :  on  point  of  order 
referring  to  H|>eeches  made  in  the  other  Cliam- 
ber,  556. 

RATTi,  Antoine,  Evidence  and  Claim  of.    See: 
"Fisheries  Act  Amt. ;  B.  (67)." 

Rebate  on  Exports. 
On  M.  (Mr.  Boiilton)  for  returns  showing  loss  to 
revenue  occasioned  by  payment  of  rebates  of 
customs  duties  on  articles  exported,  166  :  To 
Mr.  Power,  re  hearing  Mr.  Boulton  on  revenue 
question,  170;  on  Mi.  Boulton 's  speech  ;  excise 
on  tobacco,  173-4 ;  re  S-cotch  farm,  177.  Com- 
ments on  Mr.  Boultoi.'s  speech,  180 ;  granting 
of  drawbacks  explnii-fed,  180  ;  nn  instance  cited 
(Mr.  Boulton)  of  Sctch  farm  compared  to  farm 
m  North-west  TerH.tories,  180  ;  iron  industnr  in 
England,  compareri  to  the  other  countries,  180. 
To  Mr.  Pow«>j"  oiawback  never  went  into  the 
revenue,  181.  , 

Remedial  Legislation. "^re  .• 
"  Manitoba  School  Question." 


KAULBAOH,  Hon.  Henry  A.  W.— CbnAf. 

Representation   ok   British  Colchbia  ix  the 
Cabinet.    See ; 

"  British  Columbia." 
Revenue  from  Excise  and  Customs. 

On  Mr.  Boulton's  speech:  ques.,  thought  hoc 
friend  said  increased  taxation  would  decresL^e 
consumption,  284  ;  increased  t.ixation  and 
smuggling,  288  ;  too  high  taxation  reduce*  re- 
venue, 288 ;  M.  a  self-evident  proiioeition,  28S : 
West  India  trade,  28a. 

St.  Catharines  and  Niagara  Central  Rt.  CoV 
Act  B  (60). 
On  M.  (Mr.  Sandford)  for  3rd  R.,  and  Amt.  (Mr. 
Power),  487-8.  Quea.,  to  Mr.  McMillan  :  how 
much  more  ?,  489  ;  Ontario  law  with  respect  tT' 
drainage,  490 ;  on  letters  received  by  Mr. 
Power,  490  ;  apply  the  laws  of  Ontario  to  the 
branch  asked  for,  493. 

Salaries  ok  Montreal  Judges.    See  ■ 
"Judges  of  Provincial  Courts  Act  Amt." 

Salaries  or  Pknitentiaht  Okkicials.    i«  ; 
"  Penitentiary  Act  Amt." 

Saw-dust  in  the  Ottawa  River. 
On  M.  (Mr.  Clemow)  for  copies  of  all  reports, 

1>lans,  profiles,  etc.,  104 ;    to  enforce  the  law, 
06. 
See<Um  "Fisheries  Amt.  Act.  B.  (67). 

Scotch  Farm.    See : 

"Rebate  on  Exports." 
Seal  Fishing  in  North  Pacific.    See: 

"Fur  Seal  Fishing." 

Seditious  and   Unlawful    Associations    anii 
Oaths.    See : 
"  Tenth  Chapter  of  the  Consolidated  Statutes  for 
Lower  Canada  Arat.  Act." 

Sen.\teandHouseokCommonsAmt.  Act;  B.11431. 
On  2nd  R.  m.  (Mr.  Ferguson),  746 ;  extra  ses- 
sional indemnity,  747-8. 

Shipping  industry.    See  : 

"  Tariff  and  Trade  matters." 
Silver  Lead  Smelting  Act  ;  B.  (142). 

On  M.  (Mr.  Ferguson)  for  2Dd  R.,  748 ;  on  fm 
trade  and  protection,  730. 

South  Shore  Ry.  Co.'s  B.  (88). 
1st  R.,  730. 
M.  for  susijension  of  41st  rule,  730.     M.  agreed 

to,  780. 
2nd  R.  m.,  730  ;  explanati<m  in  regard  to  debt"  uf 

old  company,  730.    M.  agreed  to,  790. 
3rd  R.*,  744. 

Spanish  TREATY  with  England.    See: 

"  Commercial  Treaties  Act " 
Superannuation  ok  civil  servants.    See : 

"  Civil  Service  Superannuation." 

Tarikk  and  Trade  mattkrs. 
On  the  Address  :  Treaty  with  France,  61 ;  trade 
with  Australia,  steamship  subsidy,  61;  meat 
from  Oregon  and  Washington  Territories,  61-2 ; 
quarantming  of  American  cattle,  62 ;  manufac- 
turing industries  finding  markets  in  Australia, 
62  ;  trade  in  1873-78  and  since,  63  ;  conditions 
under  Liberal  rule,  63  ;  effects  of  the  National 
Policy,  63-7  ;  re  expenditure,  64  ;  the  deficit ; 
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KAUIiBAOH,  Hon.  Henry  A.  'W.—Contd. 

Tabikk  and  Tbaue  MATtKRS—Coittinued. 

Canada  compared  with  England  and  the  United 
States,  64 ;  the  depre88ion,  (M  ;  the  Iniiolvency 
Act,  65  :  Keneral  situation  of  affairs  under  the 
NationiU  Policy,  67-8 ;  the  deficit  and  reducing 
the  tarifT,  68  ;  cotton  and  woollen  industries, 
68 ;  C'rits  asking  for  protection,  68  j  Lil)eral 
election  speeches  made  to  suit  localities,  68-9  ; 
further  comments  on  the  National  Policy,  70  ; 
failureii  and  losses  in  187.?,  71  ;  exportation  in 
18S)3 ;  increase  in  productive  industries,  188-94, 
71 ;  exports  from  1888-94 ;  comparative  table  of 
exports  from  Nova  Scotia  from  1874-94,  71 ; 
puulic  debt  of  Canada,  72  ;  what  method  of 
raising  revenue  under  Free  Trade,  72  ;  foreign 
competition  in  Kngland,  72 :  profits  of  the 
manufacturers,  73 ;  effects  of  a  Free  Trade 
jiolicy,  73 ;  on  the  fishermen,  74  ;  shipping  in- 
dustry, 74. 
On  Mr.  Boulton's  siieech  ;  export  trade,  39 ;  re 
nece.-<8aries  of  life,  41 ;  agricultural  implements, 
42  3;  nail  and  tack  industry,  45;  policy  of 
Great  Britain,  46. 
()u  Mr.  Power's  speech  :  the  deficit,  67. 

Tenth  Chapter  of  the  Conmolidatei)  STATcres 
FOR  Lower  Can.4I)a  Amt.  Act,  kespectino 

SEDITIOl'H  .AND   CNLAWKCL   AH«OCIATION»    AND 
O.VTHM  B.  (7). 

In  Com.  of  the  W. ;  on  amt.  m.  (Mr.  Ogilvie), 
330 ;  re  societies  to  which  amt.  would  apply, 
330. 
Third  Clas.s  clgrkhhip,  abolishment.    See  : 

"  Civil  Service  Act  Amt." 
Thompson,  Sir  John,  death  of. 

In  debate  on  the  address  in  reply,  65. 
ToBAtt-o,  Excise  o.v.    See  : 

"Rebate  on  Exports." 
Transportation  on  the  Great  Lake.s. 

On  M.  (Mr.  Boulton)  re  accepting  invitation  of 
U.S.  Congress  and  appoint  three  commissioners 
to  meet  tnree  commwsioners  apininted  by  the 
U.S.  Govt.,  to  discuss  ways  ana  means  whereby 
ocean  vessels  may  have  access  to  the  head 
waters  of  our  inland  navigation,  etc.,  680.  On 
Mr.  Boulton's  speech  :  cost  of  the  whole  canal 
system,  684;  s|)end  the  fifty  million  dollars  in 
tne  Hudson  Bay  route,  685 ;  re  frozen  waters, 
688.  Proiwr  to  accept  invitation  of  U.S.,  688 ; 
the  attitude  of  the  U.S.,  68!) ;  coasting  trade, 
689  ;  not  in  Canada's  interest  to  give  the  U.S. 
greater  advantages  than  they  already  pos.sess, 

Treaty  with  Fbascb.    See  : 

"  Commercial  Treaties  Act." 

See  also  "Tariff  and  Trade  matters." 
Treaty  with  Spain.    See  ; 

"Commercial  Treaties  Act." 
Triai-  by  .Icby.     See  .- 

"  Criminal  Code  Act  Amt.  B." 
Union  with  Xewfocndland. 

On  suggestion  (Mr.  Wark),  calling  attention  to 
the  unsuccessful  nejgotiations  and  suggesting 
advisability  of  o|)ening  a  corresixindence  with 
Im|)erial  dovt.,  and  propose  such  joint  assist- 
am-e  as  would  enable  Newfoundland  to  enter 
this  Dominion  unemliarrassed  by  financial 
difficulties,  342;  comments  on  Mr.  Power's 
sjieech,  348;  imimrtanceof  union,  348;  iKWition 
of  Newfoundland,  348 ;  the  French  shore  diffi- 
culty, 348  ;  the  fisheries,  348-9 ;  Newfound- 
lancl's  control  of  Labrador  oo.ist,  349 ;  necessity 
of  union,  340. 


KAULBACH,  Hon.  Henry  A.  "W.—Cmwld. 
Uniteh  States,  commission  on  canals,  etc.    See: 

"  Transfiortation  on  the  (>reat  Lakes." 
Watkrw-ays  .\Ni>  Casals.    See: 

"  Transportation  cm  the  Great  Lakes." 
West  India  trade.    See  ; 

"Revenue  from  Excise  and  Customs." 
Whisky,  increased  duty  on.    See  .• 

"  Revenue  from  Excise  and  Customs." 
Winnipeg  Great  Northebx  Ry.  Co.'s  B.  (150). 
On  M.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  for  2nd  R.,  793; 

point  of  order,  4th  ol.,  79(i. 
In  Cora,  of  the  W. — On  Ist  cl.      Incorporated 
company,  797  ;  route  of  railway,  801. 

Winnipeg  and  Hvdbos  Bay  Ry. 
On  explanation  of  B.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell), 
761 ;  no  money  involved  in  present  contract, 
762  ;  the  Dauimin  Valley,  762  ;  paying  of  the 
subsidy,  76.3. 

Woollen  industry.    Sir: 

"  Tariff  and  Trad<>  matters." 
Writers,  employment  of.    See  .• 

"  Civil  Service  Act  Amt." 

KIRCHHOFFER,  Hon.  John  Nesbltt. 

Camp  Harmony  Anglinb  Club  Incobp.  Act;  B. 
(71). 

Introduced*,  210. 

2nd  R.»,  232. 

Adoption  m.  of  amts.  made  by  Com.  on  Rail- 
ways, etc.,  280. 

3id  R.  r/i.,  280. 

Chute  Divorce  Case. 

English  report  of  Divorce  Com.  presented;  not 
relieving  iietitioner  of  all  expenses,  but  recom- 
mending rule  re<iuiring  8200  deposit  be  dis- 
l>en8ed  with,  14*i.  m.  report  be  taken  into  con- 
sideration to-morrow,  146. 

8th  Reiwrt,  adoption  i«.,  185  ;  in  answer  to  Mr. 
Power,  precwients  quoted,  187-8  ;  divorce  not 
being  granted  not  a  sjiecial  reason  for  refund  of 
money,  188. 

12th  Reix>rt,  adoption  »«.,  230. 

CoiTON  Divorce  Bili« 
m.  for  adoptkm  of  Com.  rejmrt,  189  ;  explanation 
of  reports,  181t.     >«.  agreed  to  on  division.  189. 

Companies  Act  Amt.  ;  B.  (K). 
Introduced*,  331. 
2nd  R.*,  341  (Mr.  Allan). 
3rd  R.*,  497. 

liivoBCE  Cases.    See : 
"Chute." 
"Colton." 
"Falding." 
"Odell.*^ 

Divorce  Committee. 
Report  i)res<'nted,  signed  by  Messrs.  Kirchhoffer, 
Read,  fjougheed,  McKindscy,  Mclnnes,  Prim- 
rose, Ferguson,  stating  that' they  have  decided 
to  decline  to  serve  any  longer  on  the  Com.  and 
giving  reasons  therefor,  268-9;  explains  attitude 
and  position  of  Com.,  and  »i.  report  be  taken 
into  consideration  now,  269-70 ;  on  objection 
to  immediate  consideration  by  Messrs.  Power, 
Kaulbach  and  Miller,  m.  that  re|x>rt  be  taken 
into  consideration  on  Monday  next,  270. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


846 


I. — Index  to  Senators. 


KIBOHHOFFBR,  Hon.  John  N.— ConeW. 
DivoBCB  Committee — Continued. 
VI.  for  adoption  of  report  from  certain  members 
of  the  Standing  Com,  on  Divorce,   354.    On 
l)ointof  order  being  raised  (Mr.  McKay)  and 
statement  made  that  it  is  not  competent  for  a 
Com.  or  any  member  of  a  Com.  to  resign  with- 
out cause,  etc.,  and  authorities  quoted,  resolu- 
tion dropped,  354. 
FALDtNO,    Makv     Bbadshaw,    Divorcb    B.    (C). 
(Mr.  Clemow). 
M.  for  adoption  of  Com.  report,  189.    M.  agreed 
to  on  a  division,  189. 

Odell,  Loop  Sbwell,  Divorce  Case. 
9th  report  presented  of  Com.  ;  both  parties  heard 
by  Com.  ;  recommend  petition  be  proce«led 
with,  146.  m.  report  be  taken  into  considera- 
tion to-morrow,  146. 
On  consideration  of  9th  report,  m.  adoption  of 
report,  220 ;  case  only  come  before  Com.  as  yet 
in  reference  to  legal  points ;  petition  of  peti- 
tioner presented  ;  counter  ptition  by  respon- 
dent, 220 ;  standing  of  the  case  before  the 
courts  ;  report  in  connection  with  counter  peti- 
tion, questions  at  issue  before  the  courts  not 
Witecting  Senate  ;  situation  in  the  event  of 
divorce  being  granted,  221  ;  no  personal  or 
religious  feeling  in  decision  aimed  at ;  taking 
case  out  of  Com.  hands  ;  action  of  the  Senate 
on  the  Supreme  Court,  229. 

Order  and  Pbocedobe. 

Committee  SepoH,  deferring  con$ideraiion  of  pe- 
tition.    See : 

"Odell  Divorce  "  debates  (above). 

Committee,  Standing  retigmUion  from.— Oa  M.  for 
adoption  of  report  from  certain  members  of  the 
Standing  Com.  on  Divorce,  Mr.  McKay  pointed 
out  that  it  is  not  competent  for  a  Com.,  or  any 
member  of  a  Com.,  to  resign  without  cause, 
except  in  certain  cases  which  are  specified,  and 
quoted  authorities  in  support  of  point  of  order, 
354 ;  resolution  not  pressed,  854. 
Divorce  Procedure.     See  : 

"  Odell "  case  (above). 

Order,  quel,  of,  imntediate  eontideration  of  report. 
—On  Mr.  Power  ruing  to  point  of  order  on  M. 
for  immediate  consideration  of  report  of  Divorce 
Com.  resigning ;  m.  report  be  taken  into  con- 
sideration on  Monday  next,  270. 

Prejudicing  cote  before  Cmirtt.    See  : 
"  Odell  Divorce  Case  "  (above). 

LANDRY,  Hon.  A.  O.  P. 

AGBICnLTORAL  IMPLEMENTS,  DCTY  ON.      See  : 

"  Customs  duties  on  Agricultural  Implements." 
Baie  Des  Chaleurs  Scandal. 
M.  for  copies  of  the  sworn  declarations  of  Fran- 
cois Langelier  and  Ernest  Pacaud  ;  also  certain 
Kromissory  notes,   ftc,   295-6 ;    remarks  :    on 
_  Ir.  Power  rising  to  question  of  order  ;  papers 
sent  to  Ottawa  addressed  to  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Governor  General,  296. 

Civil  Service  Act  Amt.  B.  (E). 
Reported  from  Com.  of  W.  without  Ami.,  181. 

CopYBioHT  Act  Amt.;  B.  (F). 
Reported  B.  without  amt.  from  Com.  of  the  W., 
145. 


Ijandry,  Hon.  A.  O.  V.—ConciiuUd. 
Customs  Ddties  on  Agkiccltubal  Implbjievts. 
Inqy.,  upon  what  scale  of  prices  do  custom- 
officers  base  themselves  in  collecting  duties  <m 
agricultural  implements,  etc. ;  have  the  ciistoiu 
officers  received  instructions  on  this  subjrtC, 
etc.,  266.  To  Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell,  amt.: 
wholesale  or  reUil,  266 ;  there  is  no  ord«  m 
Council,  267. 

Divorce  Committee. 
On  M.  (Mr.  Miller)  for  adjt.  of  House,  So: 
explains  position  in  connection  with  m.  amt , 
371  ;  the  attitude  of  the  Roman  Catholic  m«ii- 
bers,  371  ;  re  vote  for  three  months  hoist,  S71 ; 
on  the  amts.,  371-2  ;  the  action  of  the  K(hiud 
Catholic  members,  872  ;  rule  as  to  a  member  or 
judge  pronouncing  himself  on  a  matter,  .'!?- : 
on  difference  between  a  divorce  and  nul»-»T 
B.,372. 

Lanoelieb,  Fbanoois,  Declakatioss  ok.    Set : 
"  Baie  Des  Chaleurs  ScandaL" 

Manitoba  School  Qdestiok. 
On  Inqy.   (Mr.   Scott)  as  to  rumored  Cabinu 
resignations,  656.     On  Sir  Mackenzie  BoweU'* 
speech :  jurisdiction  of  the  Dominion  Parlia- 
ment, 677. 

Odell  Divobcb  Case. 

On  consideration  of  9th  report  of  Com. ;  iiwif 
involved  in  the  adoption  of  report,  225  ;  on  th* 
judgment  of  the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench  iii 
Quebec,  custody  of  the  children,  how  the  raw 
stands,  225  ;  position  of  respondent,  226  ;  amt 
111.  that  report  be  not  adoiited  but  referreil 
back  to  Com.  to  amend  it  so  as  to  allow  counta 
petition  of  respondent  and  to  stay  proceedings, 
pending  proceedings  in  Supreme  Court,  22fi: 
Ques.  why  did  petitioner  go  to  Supreme 
Court!,  2.30. 
On  remarks  (Mr.  Clemow)  re  commencing  pro- 
ceedings next  year  at  place  where  they  termi- 
nated this  year ;  rose  to  a  question  of  order, 
nothing  before  the  Chair,  279. 

Obdeb  and  Procedure  . 

Committee  Report,  deferring  eonmderati<m  of 
Petition.— See  "Odell  Divorce  Case"  (above). 

Debate,  quel,  of  order,  nothing  before  the  CRatr.— 
Rose  to  ques.  of  order  there  being  nothing 
before  the  Chair.  Mr.  Clemow  explained 
nothing  out  of  the  way  at  all  in  the  discussion 
which  continued,  279 . 

Divorce  Procedure.— See  "  Odell "  case  (above). 

Prejudicing  Case  before  Court*.— ^ee  "Odell 
Divorce  Case"  (above). 

Pacacd,  Ernest,  Declabations  or.    See : 
"  Baie  Des  Chaleurs  Scandal." 
Remedial  Lboislation,  etc.    See  : 
"  Manitoba  School  Question." 

LOTTO-HEED,  Hon.  James  Alexander. 

Bankebs'  Life  Association  of  Canada,  ikcokp. 
Act;  B.  (26). 

Introduced*,  381. 

2nd  R.  ni.,  373.  Explanation,  374 ;  licensing W. 
S.  Company  with  similar  name,  374-5.  M. 
agreed  to,  375. 

On  report  of  B.  with  Amts.  from  Com.  on  Bank- 
ing and  Commerce  (Mr.  Allan),  389;  M.  th»t 
Amts .  be  taken  into  consideration  to-mom>w. 
389 ;  gives  notice  will  on  suspension  of  49th  rule 
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LCnChHBED,  Hon.  James  Ale^—Contd. 
Bankers',  Lira  Associatios  or  Canada— Contd. 
in  reference  to  this  B.,  390;  BufcgestB  to  Mr. 
Scott,  should  give  notice  of  M.  to  amend  In- 
surance Act,  390 :  favours  Amt .  and  will  show 
numerous  companies  in  Great  Britain  and  U . 
S.  bearing  names  of  this  character,  391. 

M.  for  suspension  of  49th  rule,  t&i  ;  M.  merely 
affects  publication,  467 .     M .  agreed  to,  467 . 

M.  for  concurrence  in  Amts.,  4^7.  M.  agreed 
to,  467. 

M.  for  concurrence  in  Amt.  as  to  title,  467  ;  ex- 

?lanation  of  .A.iut.,  468  ;  similar  names  in  the 
J. a.  and  England,  468;  licensing  companies 
from  U.S.  witn  similar  names,  469  ;  nut  bank- 
ing institutions,  470.  M.  agrtted  to,  470. 
M.  that  report  (Mr.  Allan)  from  C!om .  on  Bank- 
ing and  Commerce  be  concurred  in,  674 ;  M . 
agreed  to,  574. 
3rd  R. •,677. 

BBmsH  CoLUMRtA  RAILWAY  Bblt  Lands  ;  B.  (M). 

On  M.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  for  2iid  R.,  672: 
precious  metal  belong  to  province,  coal  and 
oase  metals  vested  in  r'ederal  gnvt.,  573. 

Report  of  B.  from  Com.  of  the  W.,  without 
Amt.,  577. 

Britisu  Columbia,  ukpkksbntatiok  ok,  in  the 
Cabinet. 
On  Inq.  (Mr.  McDonald,  B.C.)  calling  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Senate  to  the  commercial  and  finan- 
cial position  of  B.C.  and  asking  if  the  Oovt. 
coninden  it  entitled  to  as  full  a  proportinate 
representation,  etc.,,  as  other  provinces,  314; 
ques.,  what  about  tbe  Territories,  319. 

Buffalo  and  Fobt  Erik  Bridge  Co. 's  Act;  B. 
(62). 
Introduced*,  341. 
2ndR.*,  .S76. 
8rd  R.*,  436. 

Canadian  Sick  Benefit  Sooiett  Inoorp.  Act; 
B.  (31). 

On  report  of  B.  from  Com.  on  Banking  and  Com- 
merce (Mr .  Allan),  387 ;  notice  not  given  in  the 
different  provinces,  gives  notice  will  move  sus- 
pension of  49th  rule  when  B .  comes  up  for  3rd 
R.,389. 

On  Order  of  the  Day,  3rd  R.,  B.  (31),  itn  Act  to 
incorporate,  etc.,  432;  M.  that  sub-section  (e) 
of  rule  49  be  suspended  in  so  far  as  relates  to 
this  B . ,  432 ;  explanation  of  omission  of  publi- 
cation of  notice  in  other  provinces,  432.  M. 
agreed  to,  432. 

3rd  U.  m.,  432.     M.  agreed  to,  432. 

Clifton  Suspension  Bridoe  Co.'s  Act;  B. (97). 

Introduced*,  341 . 

2nd  R.*,  638. 

3rd  R.*,  577. 
CoLTON  Divorce  Case. 

Ist  Re|)ort  presented  :    personal  service  made ; 
adoption  ut  Report  »«.,  113. 
Divorce  Casks.    See: 

"Colton." 

"Falding." 

"Odell.'^ 

Faldino  Divorce  Case. 
2nd  Report  presented  of  Divorce  Com.;  proceed- 
ings complied  with  ;  adoption  of  M.  113. 

Inspection  Act  Amt.,  B.  (122).— Sir  Markenzie 
Bowell. 
On  M.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  for  2nd  R.,  639  ; 
salaries  of  inspectors,  640. 


liOUG-HEED,  Hon.  James  Aleit.—Contd. 

International  Radial  Rt.  Co.'s  incobp.  Act, 

B.  (96). 
Introduced  *,  612. 
2nd  R.*,  636. 
M.  for  suspension  of  70th  rule.    M.  agreed  to, 

678. 
3rd  R.  m.,  679.    M.  agreed  to,  679. 

Ibbioation,  N.W.  Tbbbitories.    See; 

"N.  W.  Territories  Act  Amt.  B." 
Jabvis  Divorce  Case. 

3rd  Report  presented  "f  Divorce  Com  :  proceed- 
ing complied  with  :  adoption  of  M.  114. 

JcixiEs  OF  Provincial  Courts  Act  Airr.,  B.  (129). 
In  Cora,  of  the  W.    Salaries  of  Montreal  judges, 
648. 

Judges,  Superannuation.    See  .- 
"Superannuation  of  Judges  B." 

Langenburo  and  Southern  Rr.  Co.,  Incorp. 
Act,  B.  (55). 

Introduced,  *,  268. 

2nd  R.  m.,  272 ;  contradicts  Mr.  Power's  state- 
ment that  railway  will  [nrallel  or  duplicate 
existing  lines,  272. 

3rd  R.  m.,  296 ;  remarks  j  conunents  on  Mr. 
Vidal's  speech,  307 ;  notice  to  bondholders, 
307-8  ;  defence  of  Messrs.  Allan,  308 ;  on  tbe 
action  of  the  English  bondholders,  308 ;  ex- 
planation of  what  the  applicants  desire,  309-10. 

Lobster  Fibreby  Act  Amt.,  B.  (91).— Sir  Mac- 
kenzie Bowell. 
In  Com.  of  the  W.  On  Mr.  Kaulback's  remarks  ; 
discussion  of  subject  not  yet  reached,  616 ;  re- 
ported progress  and  asked  leave  to  sit  sgain, 
622.  Reported  K  with  Amts.  from  Oom., 
which  were  concurred  in,  688. 

Mebohants  Life  Association  B.    See: 

"  Bankers  Life  Association  B.  (26). 
NoBTH-WEST  Territories  Act  Amt.,  B.  (136). 

In  Com.  of  the  W.,  on  cl.  2;  amt.  m.,  637;  ex- 
planation of  amts,,  637-8.    Amts.  adopted,  638. 

On  M.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  for  3rd  R.,  639; 
amt.  m.,  ratifying  Ordinance  of  the  l^slative 
assembly  of  the  N.-W.T.,  639.    M.  agreed  to, 
639. 
Ouell  DIVOR3E  Cask. 

4th  Report  presented  of  Divorce  Com.,  counter 
petition  filed ;  recommends  both  parties  appear 
before  Com.  and  show  cause  why  proceedings 
should  be  continued  or  stayed,  114.  Remarks : 
Messrs.  Clemow,  Kaulbach,  Lougheed,  114.  M. 
agreed  to,  115. 

9th  Report  presented  (Mr.  Kirchhoffer).  Both 
parties  heard  by  Com.,  recommend  petition  be 
proceeded  with,  146.  M.  (M,  Kirchhoffer)  re- 
port be  taken  into  consideration  to-morrow. 
M.  agreed  to,  146. 
Ontario  Accident  Insurance  Co.'s  Incorp.  Act.; 
B.  (81). 

Introduced*,  430. 

2nd  R.*,  449. 

3rd  R.*,  574. 
Order  and  Procedure. 

Debate,  prpmature  dtKuiiion  of  quee. — On  Mr. 
Kanllxkch  speaking  on  Lobster  Fishery  Amt.  in 
Com.  of  the  W.  :  remarked  that  the  question 
was  not  yet  reached.  Mr.  Kaulbach  claimed 
the  Premier  had  violated  the  rule  by  giving 
into  Mr.  Power's  remarks,  615. 
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LOUQ'HEED,  Hon.  James  Alex.— ConcW. 
Order  and  Pbockdirb— Co«<inH«rf. 

Divorce  Proeedure.—Hee  "Odell  "  case  (above). 

IjCfiiflntion,  Ratification  o/.— Stated  that  at  the 
iavt  seiwion  of  the  North-west  Legislature,  an 
order  was  passed  providing  for  irriKation  ;  the 
Minister  of  .Tustice  was  doubtful  whether  that 
legislation  was  within  the  jx>wer  of  the  lesia- 
lative  assembly,  and  it  was  thought  advisable 
to  ratify  the  ordinance,  639. 

Rbphesbstatios  of  British   Columbi.*  i.v   the 
Cabinet.    See : 
"BritLsh  Columbia." 

St.  C.\THARINE8  AND  NiAKARA  CENTRAL  Rv.  Co.'s 

Act  B.  (CO). 
Introduced*,  341. 
2nd  R.*,  376. 

Salaries  ok  Montreal  ,Iuix;e8.    See : 
"  Judges  of  Provincial  Courts  Act  Amt.'' 

Sl'PERASNfATIOS  OK  .TClHiES  B.   (X2!l). 

On  M.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  for  2nd  R.,  "14  ; 
asks  reason  of  cl.,  714  ;  object  of  B.,  714-15  ; 
term  of  superannuation  of  county  court  and 
Superior  Court  judges,  715. 

Toronto,  Hamilton  .\ni)  Blkfalo  Ry.  Act  B.  (34). 
Ist  R.*,  679. 
2nd  R.*.  679. 
3rd  K.",  680. 

Wheat  iNSPBcroRS,  Salabies  of.    Sec : 

"  Insijection  Act  Amt." 

WiNSiPEi;  and  HiDsoN  Bay  Ry. 

On  explanation  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  regarding 

legislation  to  be  brought  down   this   session, 

715;  ((ues.  will  that  carry  the  road  as  far  as 

Saskatchewan,  715 ;  time  for  constniction,  716. 

McOALLUM,  Hon.  Leiohlan. 

Al)I'BE.S8  is  answer  TO  SPEECH  FROM  THE  ThRONE. 

On  M.  (Mr.  Primrose)  for :  On  Mr.  Boulton's 
8i>eech  :  trade  question,  38- 9,  41-2-3. 

Agricultural  Machinery,  rebate  on.    See  : 

"  RelMVte  on  ExiwrU." 
Banker-s  Life  Association  of  Canada,  incorp. 
Act,  B.  (26). 
On  M.  (Mr.  Longheed)  for  concurrence  in  Amt. 
as  to  title ;  and  Amt.  (Mr.  Scott)  that  B.  be 
referred  back  to  Com.  with  instructioiis  to  select 
another  name,  4<)7  ;  not  desirable  to  give  count- 
enance to  the  name,  etc.,  4»«8. 

Commercial  Tbeatirs  Act,  B.  (126). 

On  M.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  for  2nd  R.,  639 ; 
want  to  M.  against  B.,  639. 

On  M  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  that  Hotise  resolve 
itself  into  Com.  of  the  W.,  643  ;  On  Sir  Mac- 
kenzie Bowell's  siieech :  on  cl.  jriving  jwwer  to 
denounce  treaty  on  a  years  notice,  644. 
Measure  opposecl  to  prosperity  of  country;,  C44; 
effect  of  the  B.,  045  ;  extract  from  "  Mail  and 
Empire '"  regarding  direct  steamship  line  with 
I'rance,  645  ;  Amt.  M.  six  months' hoist,  645  ; 
matter  of  sentiment  with  French  members  in 
voting  for  B.  C50 ;  subsidzing  a  line  of 
steamers,  651. 


McCAIiLUM,  Hon.  Lachlan— Continuerf. 

Customs  Seizures  at  Montreal. 
On  further  Inqy.  (Mr.  Bellerose),  whether  it  » 
the  intention  of  the  Government  to  intniducf 
an  Act  to  amend  the  Customs  Tariff,  ISH,  «> 
as  to  interpret  item  Xo.  779  re  {xiohibition  cf 
entry  into  this  country  of  txxjka,  etc,  of  an  im- 
moral -nature,  also,  w-hether  it  is  the  intentim 
of  the  Government  to  prosecute  Xormsn 
Murray  for  selling  a  certain  obscene  book  :  to 
Mr.  Bellerose,  the  hon.  gentltmian  says  it  i- 
immoral ;  has  the  hon.  gentleman  seen  th<> 
l)ook  himself,  276 ;  ycm  say  you  have  a  ci>iiy 
yourself ;  you  are  not  done  witn  it  yet,  etc..  276. 

Deschenk's  Bridge  Co.'s  incobp.  Act,  B.  9Di— 
Mr.  McLaren). 
On  M.  for  2nd  R.  (Mr.  McLaren).  In  reply  to 
Mr.  Clemow:  cxmfidence  in  (Jovemment,  nwi- 
lation  regarding  bridges  across  navigsbU 
streams,  145.  M.  for  3rd  R.,  248 ;  no  reason 
for  ixwtlionement,  248  ;  comments  on  desire  nf 
soir.e  hon.  gentlemen  to  delay  B. ,  by  introduc- 
ing Amt.,  248-9 ;  on  borrowing  money  to  build 
structure,  249 ; 

Drainage  of  farm  land.    See  : 

"  Experimental  Farms  in  the  North-west." 
Experimental  Farms  in  the  North-west." 
On  Inqy.  (Mr.  Wark),  whether  the  ExperinirnUl 
Farms  in  the  North-west  might  not  be  advant- 
ageously used  in  introducing  valuable  iniproie- 
ments  on  the  present  unprutitahle  system,  454 : 
on  the  drainage  of  land,  454  ;  the  indebteclr.e«> 
of  Ontario  farmers,  454. 

Fisheries  Act  Amt.,  B.  (67)— Mr.  Angers. 

On  M.  for  2nd  R.  (Mr.  Anpere),  434.  Renmi«l 
debate,  502.  On  Mr.  Vidals  xpeech :  injury 
to  fish  in  the  Michigan  riveis,  513. 

In  Com.  of  theW.-OncL  2.  On  Amt.  (Mr. 
Clemow),  569 ;  punishing  the  mill-men,  571. 

French  Treaty.    See  : 

"  Commercial  Treaties  Act." 

Great  Britain,  imports  .\nd  exports.    See: 
"  Rebate  on  Exiiorts  " 

Hudson  Bay  Railway  Subsidy. 
On  M.  (Mr.  Miller)  for  all  Orders  in  Couucil. 
letters,  etc.  :  on  the  profitableness  of  the  mad, 
119  re  diverting  the  traftic  from  the  St.  Law- 
rence route,  124  ;  will  not  supmrt  the  schenw, 
124. 

Insolvency  Act;  B.  (A). 
On  M.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  for  2nd  R,,  UV: 
explanaticm  of  B .  asked  for,  149 ;  not  favour- 
able to  B . ;  iietitions  from  boards  of  trade  and 
wholesale  merchants  ;  present  law  sufficient : 
effect  on  the  country,  l,'J3-4 ;  the  banks  inter- 
ested ;  M .  for  six  months'  "  hoist,"  154.  In 
answer  to  Mr.  Power:  re  bankers  wanting  B. 
passed,  156 ;  <m  Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell's  s|)eeeh: 
re  cheating  Eurojieau  creditors,  160 ;  encwuHjT- 
ing  dishonest  men,  161 . 

Langenbcroh  and  Southern  Ry.  Co.  Incorp. 
Act;  B.  (65). 
OnM.  (Mr  Lcjugfheed)  for  3rdR.,  296;  lemarb: 
supports  B.  in  mterests  of  people  living  along 
the  line,  299;  to  Mr.  .McDonald  (B.C.)  said 
public  were  largely  interested,  settlers  alon(t 
the  line  more  interested  in  it  than  bondholder<. 
etc.,  310. 
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MoOALLUM,  Hon.  Lacblan— Contmuni. 

LlXDSAT,    HaLIBURTON    AND    MaTTAWA  RT.  C0.'S 

B.  (80). 
On  M.  (Mr.  Clemow)  for  concurrence  in  Amta. 
made  by  Standing  Com.   on   Railways,   etc., 
377  ;  on  matter  of  ouilding  drains  and  culverts, 

879. 

LrTERATURE,  IMMORAL.     See : 

"  Customs  seizures  at  Montreal." 
Maclarin,  James,  Co.'s  Act  ov  Incorp.  ;  B.  (29). 
In  absence  of  Mr.  Maclaren  m.  Amts.  be  taken 

into  consideration  to-mormfr,  200.     M.  agreed 

to,  200. 
M .  for  concurrence  in  Amts .  made  by  Com .  on 

Banlcing  and  Commerce,  231 ;  M .  agreed  to, 

231. 
3rd  R.,231. 

"  Mail  and  Empire,"  extract  krom  .    See  : 

"Commercial  Treaties  Act." 
Manitoba  School  Question  . 
On  Inqy .  (Mr.  Srott)  as  to  rumored  Cabinet  re- 
signations, 656.    On  Sir  Frank  Smith's  speech : 
go  cm,  667. 

Memorialh  to  the  Founders  or  CoNncnERAiroN. 
On  Inqy.  (Mr.  Bellerose)  whether  it  is  the  inten- 
tion of  the  govt,  to  errect  monuments  in  the 
parliament  grounds,  on  the  death  of  each  of  the 
founders  of  confederation,  633 ;  on  Sir  Geoiye 
Cartier  and  Sir  John  Macdonald,  635  i  re  the 
Curran  Bridge,  635. 

NeWROCNDLANI)  rONKEDKR.\TION.     See  : 
"Union  with  Newfoundland." 

Odell  Divorce  Cake. 
On  consideration  of  9th  report  of  Com.  ;  to  Mr. 
Landry,  remarks  not  the  question ;  question 
decided  on  evidence,  225. 

Ontario  karubrs,  indebtedness  of.    See: 
" Exi)erimental  Farms  in  the  North-west.' 

Order  and  Procedure. 
Sill,  amt.  incorrectly  reported. — Delaying  3rd  R. 

of  Deschenes  Bridge  Co.'s  B.,  248. 
On  ind  R.  Commercial  Treatiet  5.— Observed 
wanted  to  move  afcainst  B.  when  it  comes  up, 
639 ;  Sir  Mackenzie  said  o.'»n  move  agajnst  it 
before  going  into  Coin,  of  the  W.,  and  it  will 
be  understood  do  not  affinn  the  principle  of  the 
B.  by  assenting  to  2nd  B.  now,  639. 

Committee  report,  dc/crriny  comideration  of  report- 
See  :  "  Odell  Divorce  Case  "  (above). 
Divorce  procedure.    See  :  "  Odell  Case  "  (above). 
Prejudicing    cate    before    rourti.    See :    "  Odell 
Divorce  Case  "  (above). 

Rebate  on  E.\ ports. 
On  M.  (Mr.  Boulton)  for  i-etums  showing  loss  to 
revenue  occasioned  by  the  payment  of  rebates 
of  customs  duties  on  articles  exported,  ICfi  ;  to 
Mr.  Boulton ;  rebate  on  agricultural  machinery, 
168 ;  duty  on  tobacco,  173 ;  Canada  placed  in 
a  better  imsition  than  foreign  nations  by  giving 
a  rebate,  174  ;  imports  and  exixirts  from  Great 
Britain,  170  ;  wages  paid  on  Scotch  farm,  177  ; 
bums  natural  gas,  not  cpal  oil,  177  ;  drawback 
a  benefit  to  the  country,  178. 

Remedial  Legislation.    Sec: 
"  Manitoba  School  Question." 
54 


MoOALLUM,  Hon.  Lachlan— CoiiciwfetZ. 

St.  Catharines  and  Niagara  Central  Rt.  Co.'8 
B.  (60). 
On  M.  (Mr.  Sanford)  for  3rd  R,  and  amt.  (Mr. 
'  Power),  487-8  ;  re  cost  of  opinion,  from  Railway 
Com.,  492 ;  on  charters  for  different  lines,  493 ; 
on  referring  cases  to  the  Railway  Com.  of  the 
Privy  Council,  493  ;  an  instance,  493  ;  copy  of 
act  to  amend  "  The  Railway  Act,"  493-5  ;  Mr. 
Scott's  opposition,  495  ;  votes  against  B.  in  the 
Senate,  ivb ;  votes  against  B.  in  the  H.  of  C, 
495 ;  votes  for  the  B.  in  the  H.  of  C,  495-6  ; 
Sir  John  Abbott's  promise  to  amend  the  Rail- 
way Act,  496  ;  government  asked  to  bring  in  a 
measure  this  session,  496. 

Sable  and  Spanifh  Boom  and  Slide  Co.  Amt.; 

B.  (33). 
Introduced*,  131. 
2nd  R.  m.,  146.    B.  explained,  146.    M.  agreed 

to,  146. 
8rd  R.*,  200. 

Saw-i)U8t  in  the  Ottawa  River.    See . 

"  Fisheries  Act  Amt. ;  B.  (67)." 
Scotch  Farm,  wages  paid.    See : 

"  Rebate  on  Exports." 
Steamship  line  to  France.    See : 

"  Commercial  Treaties  Act." 
Tariff  and  Trade  Matters. 

In  debate  on  the  Address.  On  Mr._  Boulton's 
speech :  on  protection,  38 ;  reduction  in  im- 
ports, 39 ;  price  of  rice,  41 ;  re  revenue,  41 ; 
Massey  Manufacturing  Co.,  42 ;  agricultural 
machinery,  43. 

Tobacco,  duty  on,  etc.    See : 

"Rebate  on  Exports." 
Treaty  with  France.    See : 

"Commercial  Treaties  Act." 

Union  with  Newpoundlaxd. 
On  suggestion  (Mr.  Wark),  calling  attention  to 
the  unsuccessful  negotiations  and  suggesting 
advisability  of  opening  a  correspondence  with 
Imjierial  trovt.  and  propose  such  joint  assist- 
ance as  would  enable  Newfoundland  to  enter 
thin  Dominion  unembarrassed  by  financial  difli- 
culties,  342 ;  in  regard  to  the  terms  of  union,  349. 

MoOLETiAN,  Hon.  Abner  H^d. 

Child  insurance.    See : 
"  Insurance  on  Lives  of  Children." 

"  Christian  Register,"  quotation  from.    See : 
"  Insurance  on  Lives  of  Children. " 

Dominion  At  lantic  Ry.  Co.  's  B.  (48).— (Mr.  Power. ) 

On  M.  (Mr.  Power)  for  3rd  R.,  380.  M.  amt., 
380 ;  explanation,  380.  Amt  lost  on  a  division, 
:«5. 

Fisheries  Act  Amt.  ;  B.  (67). 

On  M.  for  2nd  R.  (Mr.  Angers),  434.  Resumed 
debate,  502.  How  the  law  is  administered  in 
New  Brunswick  and  Nova  Scotia,  520 ;  ex- 
emption of  rivers,  620 ;  effect  on  the  fish,  520 ; 
expense  of  furnishing  appliances  for  burning 
refuse,  520  1. 

In  Com.  of  the  W.— On  ol.  1.  On  amt.  (Mr. 
Perley),  561 ;  exemption  of  rivers,  561-8. 
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MoOTiTCTiAN,  Hon.  Abner  Beid— Continued. 
IK80I.VKSCY  Act  ;  B.  (A). 
On  M.  (Sir  Mockenzie  Bowell)  for  2nd  K..  149; 
B.  a  Hte|>  in  the  wrong  direction  ;  hivtory  of  the 
insolvency  law,  160 ;  the  Uiwb  in  the  different 
province!) ;  rr  |)ptiti<  n*  for  and  against,  151 ; 
will  injure  the  intereatu  of  the  country,  162. 

INSURASCK  ON  UVgSOf  CHILDBICX. 

Inqy :  attentien  of  Senate  directed  to  crimes 
from  practice  of  insuring  children,  and  asks  if 
govt,  intend  to  take  any  measures  to  restrict 
such  practices,  232.  Agreed  on  request  of  Mr. 
Angers  to  allow  inquiry  to  stand  until  Tuesday 
next,  232. 

Inqy.  resumed,  251 ;  disclaims  iiersonal  interest, 
251 ;  insurance  general  and  extensive,  251 ;  evil 
ariHing  from  the  system,  251 ;  advanta^  to 
older  societies  to  legislate  against  infant  insur- 
ance, 251 ;  instances  of  effect  of  child  insurance 
in  other  countries,  252  ;  legislation  to  prevent 
infantile  insurance  defeatra  in  Massachusetts 
Legislature,  252 ;  testimony  before  the  Com- 
mittee, 252 ;  statement  of  Mr.  (J.  T.  Angell, 
252 ;  Mr.  Charles  C.  Read's  remarks  quoted, 
25.^ ;  quotation  from  Chriitian  Reijitter,  263 ; 
testimony  of  Rev.  Chas.  Mack,  Frank  B.  Fay, 
Mrs.  Lucy  P.  Atwood,  etc.,  254-6;  returns 
from  different  comi>anies,  257-  8  ;  articles  in 
Ottawa  CiCiun,  2S< ;  insurance  effected  by 
MetrojKilitan  Co.  of  X.  Y.,  258  ;  insuring  jieopile 
without  their  knowledge,  25!l ;  numlier  of  chil- 
dren insured  in  Canada,  iSit  ;  protection 
required,  2()0.  To  Mr.  McGowan,  did  not 
connect  life  and  fire  with  child  insurance,  260. 

Langenbukg  ASn  Socthkrs  Ry.  Co.  I.ncobp.  Acr, 
B.  (55). 
On  M.  (Mr.  Lougheed)  for  3rd  R.,  296 ;  remarks : 
voted  against  B.  in  Com.,  31U  ;  not  an  applica- 
tion for  a  charter  to  build  a  railway  but  to  give 
old  company  lietter  facilities  for  litigation,  310  ; 
methods  of  London  money  brokers,  311 ;  de- 
preciation of  bonds,  311 ;  injurious  to  credit 
of  country,  hojie  B.  will  not  pass,  311. 

Mack,  Rev.  Chas.,  testimony  ok.    See  : 

"  Insurance  on  Lives  of  Childien." 
Metropolitan  Like  Insvkance  Co.    See  : 

"  Insurance  on  Lives  of  Children." 

Odkll  Divorce  Case. 
On  consideration  of  9th  report  of  Com. ;  Divorce 
Coin.  l>#ter  facilities  tnan  whole  House  for 
dptermimng  cases,  the  actions  in  civil  courts 
and  Senate  not  analogous,  defer  consideration 
of  case  until  decision  of  Supreme  Court,  227. 

Okdbb  ani>  Prockdurk. 

Comwittee  Report,  deferring  eon»idemtion  of  re- 
port.- Sic  "  (Jdell  Divorce  Case  "  (above). 

Prejudireiug  cn»e  before  CoutH.—Sec  "Divorce 
Case  "(above.) 

Ottawa  "Citizen,"  quot.\tion  krom.    Sec  : 
"  Insurance  on  Lives  of  Children." 

Pbi.nting  and  the  Priktixc.  Committee. 
On  M.  (Mr.  Read)  for  adoption  of  1st  rejwrt, 
recommending     certain     documents    be    not 
printMl ;    ques.  re  error  in  rejKjrt,  some  docu- 
ments imiiortant  and  should  be  printed,  280. 

Revenue  from  K.\oisk  and  Customs. 
On  Mr.  Boulton's  s|:>eech  :  re  combines,  285. 


MoOTiWTiAN,  Hon.  Abner  Beid— a»i<-M»i 

St.  Catharines  and  Niagara  Cektbai.  Rr.  Ca< 
Act;  B.  (60). 
On  J>L  (Mr.  Sanford)  for  3rd  R.,  487 :  <«  Mt. 
Power's  amt.  aa  applied  to  the  Shore  Line  Br. 
Co.,  48». 

Saw-dust  in  the  Ottawa  Ri\'KB.    See  : 

"  Fisheries  Act  Amt.;  B.  (67)." 
Shore  Line  Railway  Co.'s  Act;  B.  (H). 
Introduced*,  195. 
2nd  R.  m.  2SQ:   Explanation  of  B.,  210-1:  M. 

agreed  to,  2Sl. 
M.  for  concurrence  in  amt.  made  by  the  Standiw 
Com.  on  Railways,  etc. ,  314.    H.  agreed  to.  314 
3rd  R*.,  314. 

Whisky,  combine.    *<•.■ 
"Revenue  from  Customs  and  Excise." 

MoDONALD,  Hon.  "W^m.  (N.S) 

Insolvency  Act ;  B.  (A). 

On  M.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  for  2nd  R..  149: 
Opjxwed  to  B.;  not  wanted  in  Nora  .Scjtu: 
uniform  law  impracticable,  156 ;  vote  sfuln-i 
2nd  R.,  156. 

LoB-STKB  Fishery  Act  .\mt.  ;  B.  (91).  Sir  Mac- 
kenzie BowelL 

On  M.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bcwell)  for  2nd  R.,j~: 
on  the  annual  legislation,  injury  done.  etc.. 
585 ;  state  of  the  lobster  trnde,  585 :  extm-ion 
of  the  season,  585  ;  deterioration  of  lohntcr,  in 
the  can,  585 ;  on  the  fee  |>aid  by  different 
packers,  585;  labelling  cases,  prasenrati.ii  of 
the  ova,  585  ;  penaltie«  imiiosed,  returns,  etc., 
585. 

In  Com.  of  the  W.,  resuuied,  G.'i8.  Xo  anit.  iv- 
quired,  638. 

On  3rd  R.  m.  (Sir  Mackenzie  BoweU),  WO:  c«i 
amt  (Mr.  Power),  640. 

LOCISBOUBG,   MONUMENT  at  LOCISBOUBC.    Sie: 

"  Ordnance  Lands  in  Nova  Scotia  and  Cafe 
Breton." 

Manitoba  Road  Allowance  Act  .Amt.  ;  B.  IIH'- 
Reiwrted  B.  without  amt.  from  Com.  of  the  W., 
694. 

Ordnance  Lands  in  Nova  Scotia  .\ni>  C.ik 
BBEroN. 
On  Inqy.  (Mr.  Poirier)  as  to  agreement  entervi 
into  between  Imperial  and  Canadian  autli'T- 
ties  re  transfer  of  ordnance  lands  to  the  lat- 
ter. \yhat  ordnance  lands  are  now  in  |ns 
possefftion  of  Dominion  Govt,  in  Nov«  S<i<a 
and  Ca|)e  Breton,  also  is  the  Dominion  <"'>'■ 
not  entitled  to  the  poiwession  of  the  site  of  uM 
fortifications  at  Louislwuiv,  832  ;  «aiie  lainl  m 
Ix>uisbourg  belonging  to  the  navy,  338. 

Prince  Edward  Isi.and  Railways.    Set: 

"  Railway  Communication  in  P.E.I." 
Railway  Communication  in  Prince  Edwakh  W 

r.AND. 
On  m.  (Mr.  Prowse)  for  copies  of  all  petitii*- 
]>raying  for  railway  extension,  also  the  cliH 
engineer's  report  thereon,  also  estinisted  in- 
creased earnings  on  the  P.E.I.  Ry.  which  «i' 
be  effected  by  the  ojieration  of"  the  iiroiw-c*! 
branches,  541-2  ;  comments  on  Mr.  I'row  -  '• 
six-ech,  550  ;  what  was  contemplated  when  'fi' 
Act  was  ])BS8ed  sanctioning  building  of  a  rail- 
way in  P.E.I.,  650 ;  necessity  for  brsiich,  m\  ■ 
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MoDONALD,  Hon.  "Wm.  {N.B.)- Concluded. 
Railway  Commukioatios  ik  P.E.I. — Continued. 
advantages  from  building  branches,  551 ;  coet 
of  running  the  branches,  .561 ;  explanation  of 
the  situation,  552  ;  cost  of  operating  the  P.E.I. 
Ry.,  652 ;  advocating  the  construction  at  earli- 
est possible  moment,  .553. 

MoINNES,  Hon.  Thomas  R.  (B.O.)— Omtrf. 
Address  ik  answer  to  speech  kroh  the  Throne. 

On  VI.  (Mr.  Primrose*  for : 

On  the  Address :  remarks  on  the  death  of  the 
late  Hon.  Sir  John  Thompson,  23  ;  congratula- 
tions to  Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell  and  Mr.  Fergu- 
son. 23  ;  representation  of  British  Columbia  in 
the  Cabinet,  24 ; 

On  Mr.  Kanlbach's  speech  :  Australian  meat  and 
butter,  61-2 ;  scheauling  of  American  cattle, 
62; 

On  Mr.  Ferguson's  speech :  representation  of 
British  Columbia  in  the  Cabinet,  101-2. 

Board  of  Appraisers,  appoinpment  ok.    See  : 
"Customs  Act  Amt." 

BowEiL,  Sir  Mackenzie,  noNr.RATfi.ATiON8  to. 
In  debate  on  the  Address  in  reply,  23. 

British  Columbia  Militia  Rifle  Range. 
Inqv.  :  resiiecting  rifle  range  for  use  of  the  mili- 
tia in  Victoria,  B.C.,  147.  Remarks:  nearest 
rifle  range  14  miles  from  the  city,  more  rifle 
practice  required  among  militiamen,  as  to 
whether  the  representatives  from  Victoria  ever 
applied  for  a  new  rifle  range,  148. 

British  Columbia  Penitentiary. 

Inqy.  1st,  as  to  dismissal  of  Jamea  Fitzsimmons 
from  the  Deputy  Wardenship  ;  2nd,  as  to  re- 
appointment, 69.  ,  „  . , 

Inqv.:  reappointment  of  Arthur  McBride  and 
William  Keary  to  the  positions  of  warden  and 
accountant  respectively  of  the  Xew  Westmin- 
ster Penitentiary,  135. 

Inqy.  Was  it  on  the  recommendation  of  a  mem- 
ber of  the  Dominion  Parliament  from  British 
Columbia  that  Jamea  Fitzsimmons  was  re- 
apixjinted  Deputy  Warden  of  the  New  West- 
minster i)enitentiary ;  also  name  of  member, 
136. 

M.  for  copy  of  instructions  to  Mr.  Justice  Drake, 
1S94,  relative  to  the  inquiry  into  the  manage- 
ment, copy  of  all  evidence  given  before  the 
Royal  Commission,  copy  of  reiwrt  of  Mt. 
Justice  Drake,  148.  Remarks ;  re  bringing 
down  palters,  148-9. 

Inqy.  When  jMpers  in  connection  with  Royal 
Commission  held  last  year  to  inquire  into  irregu- 
larities in  B.  C.  iwnitentiary  will  be  brought 
down,  247 ;  remark :  return  brought  down  in 
H.  of  C.  sometime  ago,  247- 

Further  Inqy.:  when  iwpers  asked  for  will  be 
laid  on  the'table,  353  ;  Ilouseof  Commons  copy 
returned  to  room  16,  inferred  they  were  through 
with  it,  303. 

M.  for  jiostiKmement  of  »«».  until  July  2nd,  376 : 
no  intention  of  proceeding  with  mi.  until  papers 
are  placed  on  the  table,  377  ;  in  reply  to  Mr. 
Miller,  will  amend  m.  in  manner  suggested, 
377.  ,    „  „ 

M.  for  copies  of  letters  1  to  6,  cheques  A.  B.  C, 
also  letter  of  Rev.  Mr.  Morgan,  marked  ex- 
hibit E.,  all  referring  to  Mr.  Justice  Drake's 
rcjKirt  of  1894,  377.    Rl.  agreed  to,  377. 
54J 


McINNES.  Hon.  Thomaa  R.  {B.O.)—Conid. 
British  Columbia  Penitentiary— Cojitinued. 

Motions  postponed ;  calling  attention  to  repor' 
of  Judge  Drake,  etc.;  dismissal  of  James  Fitz- 
simmons, etc.,  in  the  public  interest,  499  ;  asks 
that  notices  be  placed  on  the  Order  Pajter  for 
Monday  next,  499 ;  request  complied  with,  499. 

Inqy.,  calling  attention  to  the  report  of  Judge 
Drake ;  the  presentment  of  the  grand  jury, 
alto  to  the  annual  reports  of  J.  (}.  Moylan,  etc., 
5S7 ;  ques.  whether  article  in  Toronto  Globe  is 
correct,  587 ;  on  necessity  of  reading  Judge 
Drake's  report,  587 ;  Commissioner  Drake's 
•  rejiort,  588-90;  Moylan's  instructions  to  Fitz- 
simmons, 590 ;  general  condition  of  affairs,  591 ; 
letter  sent  to  Justice  McCreight  by  Father 
Morgan,  691 ;  how  the  institution  was  con- 
ducted, 592 ;  Fitzsimmons'  letter  from  the 
Deputy  Minister  of  Justice,  592 ;  Fitzsimmons 
to  the  Minister  of  Justice,  593-4;  Mr.  (reo. 
Foster's  improvements,  594  ;  Fitzsimmons' 
character,  694 ;  Mr.  Moylan's  report,  595-6 ; 
Moylan's  report  of  1890,  697  ;  Moylan's  letter, 
697 ;  Kennedy  Bros,  reply  to  Moylan,  697 ; 
Moylan's  rejxirt,  1889,  597  8  ;  charges  for  ex- 
poses, 598  ;  reports  of  1891  1893,  598 ;  reiwrt 
for  1895  ;  098-600 ;  presentment  of  grand  junr, 
600  ;  Moylan's  attack  on  Mr.  Macdonald  (B,C.) 
in  the  Ottawa  Citizen,  600 ;  on  inqy.  re  Fitz- 
simmons' reinstatement,  fiOO-1  ;  extracts  from 
Victoria  Times  and  World,  601 ;  estimate  of 
expenditure,  602 ;  Moylan's  reports,  602 ;  state 
of  the  Kingston  penitentiary,  602  ;  St.  Vincent 
de  Paul,  wS  ;  on  the  fly-sheets  circulated  by  an 
ex-convict,  603 ;  Moylan's  letter,  004  ;  .Judge 
McCreight"s  habits,  605  etc  ;  Fitzsimmons'  irre- 
gularities, 606 ;  report  of  Moylan  after  suiwran- 
nuation,  606-7  ;  McBride's  health,  607 ;  ap- 
jmintment  of  Chief  Justice  Davie,  etc.,  008 ; 
quef.  of  order,  608 ;  on  being  absent  from  the 
country  to  avoid  giving  evidence,  610 ;  on 
taking  advantage  of  positiim  to  attack  people, 
610 ;  Mr.  Keary^s  case,  610-11 ;  on  the  refund 
of  c  al,  purchase  of  supplies,  etc.,  611. 

British    Columbia,     Reprksektation    ok,     in- 
Cabinet. 

In  do1>ate  on  the  Address  in  reply,  24  ;  on  Mr. 
Ferguson's  sj^eech,  101-2. 

On  inqy.  (Mr.  Macdonald,  B.C.)  calling  the 
attention  of  the  Senate  to  the  commercial  and 
financial  position  of  B.C.,  and  asking  if  the 
(rovernment  considers  it  entitled  to  as  full  a  pro- 
portionate representation,  etc.,  as  other  pro- 
vinces, 314  ;  comments  on  Mr.  Prowse's  re- 
marks, 321  ;  position  of  affairs  in  B.C.,  321 ; 
exports  of  B.C.  last  year,  322;  contributions 
Post  Office  Dept.,  .322 ;  conditions  different  in 
B.C.,  322  ;  necessity  forrepreseiitiitionof  B.C. 
impressed  on  Premier,  322.  On  Sir  Mackenzie 
Bowell's  speech  ;  romark,  323 ;  re  Mr.  Richards, 
824 ;  steamers  calling  at  Victoria,  ,324 ;  re 
opposition  to  grant  to  road  toojjen  up  B.C., 
325  26  ;  remarks  re  the  Columbia  and  Kootenay 
Ry.  and  Navigation  Co.  's  B.,  in  1893,  328  ;  on 
political  attitude,  328-9. 

See  also  "  Vacancy  in  the  Cabinet." 

British  Pacific  Rv  . 

Inqy.  :  has  Mr.  R.  P.  Rithet  of  Victoria,  B.C., 
Vice-President,  or  any  one  else  in  belialf  of 
said  railway  company  applied  for  the  usual 
railway  subsidy  of  $3,200  i>er  mile  to  assist  in 
building  their  railway  ?  If  so,  is  it  the  intention 
of  the  Government  to  grant  the  application, 
136. 
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MoIKKES,  Hon.  Thomas  B.  (B.O.)— Cbntci. 
Cbdab,  Admission  of  into  thi  U.S.    See  : 

"  Customs  Act  Amt." 
CbAPLAIKH  ok  PsKmiimARIES,  ETC.     See : 

"Penitentiaries  Act  Amt.,  B.  (181). 
Chite  Dn-ORCK  Cask. 
On  M.  (Mr.  Kirchhoflfer)  for  adoption  of  Com.  re- 
port, 185 ;  precedent  established  for  proceeding 
m  forma  pauperis,  187 ;  undesitable  to  make 
divorce  easy  to  obtain,  re  legal  profession 
conniving  at  getting  up  cases,  187. 

COLDMBIA    AND    KOOTBNAY    Ry.   AXD   NaVIOATIOK 
Co.     See  ; 
"British     Columbia,      Representation     of,      in 
Cabinet." 

CcsTOHS  Act  Amt.,  B.  (140). 
On  M.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  for  2nd  R.,  721 ; 
on  Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell's  speech :  admission 
of  cedar  free  into  the  U.S.,  722  ;  composition 
of  proposed  board  of  appraisers,  723. 

Customs  Sbizckks  at  Montreal. 
On  further  inqy.  (Mr.  Bellerose)  whether  it  is  the 
intention  or  the  Government  to  introduce  an 
Act  to  amend  the  Customs  Tariff,  1894,  so  as 
to  interpret  item  No.  779,  re  prohibition  of 
entry  into  this  country  of  books,  etc.,  of  an 
immoral  naturn,  also  whether  it  is  the  intention 
of  the  Government  to  prosecute  Norman 
Murray  for  sellinff  a  certain  obscene  book  j 
hojje  the  hon.  sentleman  if  he  brings  a  similar 
case  up  again  will  furnish  a  copy  of  book 
published  to  each  member,  so  that  the  matter 
may  be  intelligently  dealt  with,  279. 

Davik,  Chiek  Jcsticb,  appointment  ok.  Era    See : 

"  British  Coulmbia  Penitentiary." 
Debates  Committee  Reports. 

1st  Report.     On  M.  (Mr.  Bellerose)  for  adoption  ; 
in  reply  to  Mr.    Kaulbach  :    ex[)enditure  for 
press  reports,  a  small  matter,  129. 
Divorce  Case.    Sec: 

"Chute." 
Divorce  Committhe. 

On  point  of  order  being  before  the  House,  objects 
to  Mr.  Miller's  statement ;  explains  hon.  mem- 
ber can  move  adj.  of  Hou  e  and  then  siieak,  355. 

On  M.  (Mr.  Miller)  for  adjt.,  355  ;  comments  on 
speeches  preceding,  361 ;  reason  for  signing 
report,  362 ;  corrects  Mr.  Kaulbach  re  vote  in 
Com^  362;  refuse  to  serve  on  the  Com.,  362; 
the  Roman  Catholic  question,  363 ;  Mr.  Car- 
vel'x  and  Mr.  Smith's  remarks  in  1889  in  the 
Lowry  case,  363-4  ;  the  vote  in  the  Lowry  case, 
364  ;  men  on  Com.  opposed  to  divorce,  364 ; 
establishing  divorce  courts,  364 ;  number  of 
divorces  granted  since  confederation,  365 ; 
divorces  obtained  in  the  U.S.,  265.  On  Sir 
Frank  Smith's  si>eech  :  sending  liaok  reix)rt  lo 
Com.,  366.  To  Mr.  Landry ;  no  analogy  be- 
tween the  cases,  372. 
Drake,  Judge,  repobt  ok,  etc.    See  : 

"  British  Columbia  Penitentiary." 
Esquimault  and  Nanaimo  Rt.  scbsidt. 

Inqy.  has  Mr.  James  Dunsmuir  of  Victoria,  B.C., 
President,  or  any  one  else  on  behalf  of  said  rail- 
way company  applied  for  the  usual  railway 
subsidy  of  S3,200  per  mile  to  assist  in  e.xtending 
their  road  from  Wellingt<m  to  Ciimox  ?  If  so 
is  it  the  intention  of  the  Government  to  grant 
the  application,  136. 


MoINNES,  Hon.  Thomas  R.  (B.O.)-Ctmti 
Ferguso.v,  Hon.  John,  oongratcuitioxb  to. 

In  debate  on  the  address  in  reply,  23. 
Foster,  George,  imfbovkment  made  bt.   Sa . 

"  British  Columbia  Penitentiary." 
FrrzBiMMONB,  James,  beikstatemest  ok,  etc.  &t: 

"  British  Columbia  Penitentiary." 
Harvet,  Jambs,  APFOIMTHEKT  ok.    See: 

"British  Columbia  Penitentiary." 
Keabt,  accountant,  dismissai.  ok.    See: 

"  British  Columbia  penitentiary." 
Kennedy  Bros.,  letter  op.    See: 

"  British  Columbia  Penitentiary." 
Kingston  Penitentiaht,  reference  to.   See: 

"  British  Columbia  Penitentiary." 
LowBY  Divorce  Case.    See: 

"  Divorce  Committee. " 
MoCreioht,  Justice,  evidence  ok.    See: 

"  British  Columbia  Penitentiary." 
Manitoba  School  Question. 

On  Inqy.  (Mr.  Scott)  as  to  nmiored  Cabinet  n>- 
signations,  656.  On  Sir  Mackenzie  Bow>41V 
speech :  letter  from  an  Ontario  judge,  (i76. 

Militia  Rikle  Range.    See  : 

"  British  Columbia  Militia  Rifle  Range." 
Morgan,  Father,  letter  ok.     See: 

"  British  Columbia  Penitentiary." 
Mosly,  Wardbn,  appoint-vent  ok.    See: 

"British  Columbia  Penitentiary." 
Moylan,  J.  G.,  Inspector.    See : 

"  British  Columbia  Penitentiary." 
New  Westminstkb  Pknitentury-.    See: 

"  British  Columbia  Penitentiary." 
Odell  Divorce  Cask. 

On  consideration  of  the  9th  Repoit  of  Com.; 
position  of  the  case,  222  ;  evidence  of  adultery 
overwhelming,  decisions  of  courts,  222 ;  rewn 
for  referring  to  evidence  adduced  before  the 
Quebec  courts,  expenses  borne  by  petitionw, 
^  ;  Parliament  the  Supreme  Court,  civil  rait 
simply  involving  custody  of  children,  223.  To 
Mr.  Power  :  petitioner  not  applying  fordivorw 
in  province  of  Quebec ;  petitioner  pa)!.  «U 
expenses,  224  ;  Mr.  Kaulbach  rises  to  que*ti.in 
of  order,  objects  to  further  reference  to  Hut 
case,  226  ;  explanation  of  Hart  case,  22S ;  right 
of  Senate  to  try  case,  229. 

On  reniaiks  (Mr.  Clemow)  re  commencing  [iro- 
oeedings  iiext  year  at  place  where  they  termi- 
nated this  year ;  committee  considerfd  tlir 
question  and  came  to  conclusion  could  not 
make  that  recommendation,  etc,  279. 

Order  and  Procedure. 

Motions  incomplete. — Suggestion  is  made  bv  Mr. 
Miller  that  either  mqv.  or  M.  should  he 
attached  to  first  M.  (British  Columbia  Penitt-n- 
tiary),  377  ;  promise  to  amend  M.  before  inoving 
it.  .S77. 

Motives,  attributing.  — nose  to  ques.  of  order; 
hon.  member  no  right  to  attribute  motives  tii 
any  other  member  of  House.  Sir  Mackeiuif 
Bowell  withdrew  statement  if  out  of  order  or 
imparliamentary,  608. 
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MoINNES,  Hon.  ThomaB  B.  {B.O.)—C<mtd. 

Obdbr  aku  PKOCSnUBE— Conftniieef. 

Com.  on  Bailwayt,  etc. — Irregularity  in  oresniza- 
tion  of  Com. ;  aptxiintment  of  Chairman,  110-13. 

Committee  Report,  deferring  comideration  of 
pelitioti. — See ;  "  Odell  Divorce  Case  "  (above). 

Divorce  Procedure. — See :  "  Odell  Cam  "  (above). 

Prejudicing  cote  before  Cottrtt.— See :  "Odell 
Divorce  Case  "  (above). 

Proeceding$,  eorUiniiation  neiet  tesnion  where  termi- 
naied  thit  teanuyii. — On  Mr.  Clemow  8tatinK 
that  he  had  intended  to  move  an  amt.  that 
proceedin^rs  Bhould  be  taken  up  next  8<«(ion 
where  they  terminated  thiH  ;  Mr.  Miller  stated 
could  not  be  done  without  Act  of  Parliament, 
279  ;  stated  committee  had  considered  the  ques- 
tion and  came  to  conclusion  could  not  make 
recommendation,  279  ;  matter  not  pressed,  279. 

Pknitkntiariks  Act  Amt.  ;  B.  (131). 
In  Com.  of  the  W. — On  3rd  cl. :  salaries  paid  to 
penitentiary  officials,  711 ;  the  New  Westmin- 
ster incumbency,  741-2 ;  on  surgeons  having 
outside  practice,  742 ;  salaries  and  duties  of 
the  chaplains,  742  ;  better  to  strike  cl.  out,  742. 

Post  Office  Dkpt.,    bjetbm'r     kboh    Britihh 
COLCSIBIA.     See  : 
"  British  Columbia,  representation  of." 

Port  Office  Sbkvicb  in  Victoria,  B.C. 
Tnqy.:  whether  Government  is  going  to  do  away 
with  provisional  allowance  of  ten  di  liars  per 
month  to  the  ]K)et  office  clerks  and  letter  car- 
riers of  Victoria,  B.C.,  etc.:  unsatisfactory 
condition  of  affairs  existing,  HO  allowance  with- 
held for  five  months,  men  go  on  strike,  dis- 
charged, intercession  of  His  Kx.  and  men  re- 
instated, recommends  a  fixed  salary,  146,  147. 
M.  for  copies  of  all  correspondence  and  telegrams 
that  have  lassed  between  the  Postmaster  Gen- 
eral, etc.,  and  the  British  Columbia  Board  of 
Trade,  etc,  relative  to  the  "  iirovisional  allow- 
ance, and  the  withholding  of  the  same  from 
the  post  of  five  clerks  and  letter  carriers  of 
Victoria,  B.C.,  272;  remarks:  correspondence 
not  volnminous,  hojie  govt,  will  bring  it  down 
inside  of  a  day  or  two,  272. 

Privilege,  Qcestion  of. 
Calls  the  attention  of  the  House  to  a  letter  which 
appeared  in  the  Ottawa  Citizen  and  takes  ex- 
ception to  name  being  connected  with  nephew's 
(Thomas  Mclnnes)  wno  is  referred  to  in  letter 
as  a  refugee  in  U.  8.,  in  consequence  of  irregu- 
larity in  British  Columbia  Penitentiary.  De- 
nies nephew's  discharge  and  alleges  misconduct 
on  the  part  of  Mr.  Moylan.  (jues.  (Mr.  Kaul- 
bach)  whether  on  a  question  of  privilege  hon. 

frentleman  can  impeach  character  of  Mr.  Moy- 
an.  Ques.  (Mr.  Miller)  whether  senator  can 
claim  a  right  as  aquestion  of  privilege  to  defend 
nephew  and  attack  newspajier  writer :  not 
Moylan's  first  offence  in  this  respect.  Mr. 
Macdon^d  (B.C.)  supports  Mr.  Mclnnes  and 
points  out  he  is  attacked  through  medium  of 
nephew.  Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell  explains  Min- 
ister of  Justice  struck  out  objectionable  sen- 
tence, (pt  into  report  in  unaccountable  manner, 
thinkjs  It  reprehensible  to  associate  the  names, 
183-5. 


Railways  Cou.,  Chairmanship  of. 

"Senate." 
Remedial  legislation.    See  : 

"  Manitoba  School  Question." 


See: 


MoINNES,  Hon.  Thomas  R.  (B.O.)-Co»icW. 

Representation  of   British  Columbia   in  the 
Cabinet.    See  : 

"  British  Cohunbia." 
RiFLB  Range.    See: 

"British  Columbia  Militia  Rifle  Range." 

St.  Catharines  and  Niagara  Centbal  Rv.  Co's 
Act  ;  B.  (60). 
On  M.  (Mr.  Sanford)  for  3rd  R.,  and  amt.  (Mr. 
Power),  487-8 ;  ques.  as  to  number  of  branches, 
489. 

St.  Vincent  pb  Paul  Penitentiary,  referekcb 

to.     See  : 

"  British  Columbia  Penitentiary." 
SilvbR'Lbai>  Smelting  Act;  B.  (142). 

On  M.  (Mr.  Ferguson)  for  2nd  R.,  748 ;  informa- 
tion regarding  production  of  ores,  749-CO. 

Surgeons  of  PENnENiiARiES,  8ai.ariks,  etc.    See  : 
"Penitentiaries  Act  Amt.;  B.  (131)." 

Tariff  and  trade  matters. 
In  debate  on  the  address:  On  Mr.  Kaulbach's 
speech  ;  Australian  meat  and  butter,  61 -z. 

Thompson,  Sir  John,  on  death  of. 
In  the  debate  on  the  address  in  reply,  23. 

Vacancy  in  the  Cabinet. 
Inqj.,  calling  attention  to  the  vacancy  in  the 
Cabinet  and  inquiring  if  it  is  the  intention  to 
fill  it  up  by  appointing  a  representative  from 
B.C.,  694  ;  comments  on  the  situation,  694  ; 
right-s  of  B.C.  to  representation  in  the  Cabinet, 
694-5 .  On  Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell's  reply  :  as 
to  place  of  residence,  etc,  C97. 

Victoria   "Times"    and   "World,"    extracts 
FROM.      See; 
"  British  Columbia  Penitentiary." 
Winnipeg  Great  Northern  Ry.  Co.'s  B.  (150). 
OnM.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  for  1st  R.,  769; 
B.  brought  down  at  last  hour,  775. 

M6KAY.  Hon.  Thomas. 

British  Columbia,  representation  of  in  the 
Cabinet. 
Onlnqy.  (Mr.  Macdonald,  B.C.) calling  the  at- 
tention of  the  Senate  to  the  commercial  and 
financial  position  of  B.C.  and  asking  if  the 
govt,  considers  it  entitled  to  as  full  a  proporti- 
onate representation,  etc.,  as  other  provinces, 
314  ;  On  Mr.  Mclnnes's  (B.C.)  speech  .  ques., 
females  mast  ex|>ensive  port  of  family,  322. 

Colton  Divobce  Bill. 
"On  M.  (Mr.  Kirchhoffer)  for  adoption  of  Com. 
report,   189 ;   report  )>as8ed   witnout  evidence 
being  before  the  House,  189. 

Continot.Accts.Com.    See; 

"  Internal  Economy." 
Divobce  Casks  .    &e ; 

"Colton." 

Divorce  Committees  . 
OnM.  (Mr.  Kirc  hoffer)  for  adoption  of  report 
from  certain  members  of  the  Standing  Com.  on 
Divorce,  354  ;  rose  to  point  of  order ;  not  com- 
t^etent  for  a  Com .  or  member  of  a  Com .  to  re- 
sign without  cause,  except  in  certain  cases  which 
are  specified  and  quoted  authorities,  S^M ;  on 
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MoKAY,  Hon.  Thomas-  Concluded. 
DlvOBCK  COHMITTKES — Continued. 

Mr.  Miller  attempting  to  read  his  statement; 
rose  again  to  point  of  order,  having  asked  for 
ruling  of  House  no  one  can  interrupt,  354-5. 
On  M.  (Mr.  Miller)  to  adjourn,  354;  ques.  to 
Mr .  KaullMw:h  :  asking  re  faithfulness  of  peti- 
tioner to  nian-iage  vows,  307 

Dominion  Atlantic  Rv.  Co.'s  B.  (48).—  Mr.  Power. 
On  Amt.  m.  (Mr.  McClelan)  on  M.  (Mr.  Power) 
for  3rd  R.,  380  ;  objects  to  Amt.,  380-1.  To 
Mr.  Power,  lines  not  running  parallel,  381. 
Ques.  to  Mr.  Kaulbach,  how  far  will  roads  be 
apart,  383  ;  narrow  gauge  railway,  ete.,  383. 

Internal  Eoonomy  Com.  Repokt. 
Presented,  and  adoption  moved ;   recommenda- 
tions made  fully  set  forth  with  explanations  and 
references,  642. 
M.^NiTOBA  School  Qcestion. 
On  Inqy.  (Mr.  Scott)  as  to  nunoured  cabinet  re- 
sign.-»tions,  050.    On  Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell's 
speech :  point  of  order  ;  questions  being  put  off- 
hand, 6T7-S. 

Order  and  PROCEnuRU. 

CoBUiiittee,  Stmvlinri,  resiffruition  from. — On  M. 
(Mr.  Kirchhoffer)  for  adoption  of  report  from 
certain  meml>ers  of  the  Standing  Com.  on 
Divorce,  354 ;  pointed  out  that  it  is  not  com- 
l)«ient  for  a  Com.,  or  any  member  of  a  Cum.,  to 
resign  without  cause,  except  in  certain  cases 
which  are  specified,  and  quoted  authorities  in 
support  of  point  of  order,  354 ;  resolution  not 
pressed,  354. 

Queftiona,  put  off-hand. —Objected  to  questions 
being  put  and  answered  off-hand  ;  thought 
govt,  should  have  notice  of  them.  Mr.  Masson 
said  the  only  jwrsons  who  had  a  right  to  com- 
plain are  the  members  of  the  govt,  themselves. 
Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell,  r.o  objection  to  answer 
questions,  677-8. 

Rtilimjoj  the  Chair,  no  necetfity  for. — On  pointing 
out  that  it  is  not  comgjetent  for  a  Com.  to  resign 
without  cause,  except  in  oirtain  cases  which 
are  specified,  etc.,  Mr  Kirchhoffer  drops  reso- 
lution for  adoption  of  rejx)rt  from  certain  mem- 
bers of  the  Divorce  Com,  354.  Document 
having  been  withdrawn  no  necessity  for  ruling 
of  Chair  asked  for,  355. 

Representation  of  British  Columbia  in  the 
Cabinet.    Oec : 

"  British  Columbia." 

MoE:INX>SET,  Hon.  Geo.  O. 

Canadian  Sick   Benefit  Society  incorp.   Act, 

B.  (31). 
Introduced*,  331. 
2nd  R.*,  375. 
B.  rei  lorted  from  Com.  on  Banking  and  Commerce 

(Mr.  Allan),  387. 
3rd  R.  TO.  (Mr.  Lougheed),  433. 

Insolvency  Act.  ;  B.  (A). 
On  M.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  for  2nd  R.,  161. 
On  Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell's  speech  :  re  mortgag- 
ing book  debt,  only  for  a  bona  fide  loan,  161. 

McIiABEN,  Hon.  James. 

Deschenes  Briimr  Co.  B.  (30). 
Introduced*,  130. 

2nd  R.  m.  Remarks  :  Mr.  Clemow,  144 ;  Sir 
Mackenzie  Bowell,  144;  Mr.  McCalliun,  146. 
M.  agreed  to,  145. 


MoTiARBN,  Hon.  Jeuznee— Concluded. 

Maclarsn,  Jambs,  Co.,  Ltd.,  inooep.  Act;  B.  IS). 
Introduced*,  131. 
2nd  R.*,  145. 

Ottawa,  Arnprior  .ind  Parry  Socsn  Ry.  Co, 
K(32). 
Introduced*,  130. 
2nd  R.*,  145. 
3rd  R.*,  166. 

McMillan,  Hon.  Donald. 

Alberta  Ry.  and  Coal  Co.'s  B.  (27). 

Introduced*,  130. 

2nd  R.*,  139  (Mr.  Maclnnes). 

3rd  R.*,  160  (Mr.  Maclnnes). 
Canada  .\nd  Michigan  Tunnel  Co.,  Amt.,  B.(36v 

Introduced*,  l.SO. 

2nd  R.  »!.,  145.  In  reply  to  Mr.  McCallum,  B. 
explained,  145  6.     M.  agreed  to.  146. 

3rd  R*,  166. 

Canadian  Sick  Benefit  SotnETT  Incobp.  Act  ;  B. 
(31). 
2nd  R.*,  375. 
DivoRCK  Committee. 
On  M.  (Mr.  Miller)  for  adjt  of  House,  365;  on 
Mr.  Mclnnes's  (B.C.)  nieech :  si.x  months'  hoist 
in  Lowry  case,  363.     "To  Mr.   Bellerose,  debate 
is  on.    M.  to  adjourn,  368. 

EXPKHIMENT.\L  FARMS  IN  THE  XORTH-WKST. 

On  Inqy.  (Mr.  Wark),  whether  the  Experimental 
Farms  in  the  North-west  might  not  be  advan- 
tageously used  in  intnxiucing  valuable  improve- 
ments in  the  present  unprofitable  system,  4r<) ; 
loan  and  building  societies  in  Ontario,  opera- 
tions of,  452. 
Fisheries  Amt.  Act;  B.  (67).- Mr.  Angers. 

On  M.  (Mr.  Angers)  for  2nd  R.,  434 ;  ques.  re 
distance  of  LaBlanche  River  from  Ottawa,  433; 
sawa  thinner  than  fonnerly,  4.S6  ;  ques.  to  Mr. 
Angers,  depth  of  water,  436. 

In  Com.  of  the  W.— On  cL  1 :  on  the  amt.  (Mr. 
Perley) ;  alteration  of  proviso,  567. 
Jame.s'  Bay  Railway  Co.'s  Incokp.  Act  ;  B.  (87). 

Introduced*,  341. 

2nd  R.  m.,  375.  Explanation  of  B.,  375.  M. 
agreed  to,  375. 

M.  for  concurrence  in  amt*.  made  by  the  Stand- 
ing Com.  on  railways,  etc.,  464 ;  ii.  agreed  to, 
and  B.  read  3rd  time  and  passed,  464. 

Langenburgh  and  Southern  Ry.  Ca  Incorp.  Act 
B.  (55). 
On  M.  (Mr.  Lougheed)  for  3rd  R.,  2!t6 ;  remarks: 
ques.,  would  not  the  bondholdei-s  be  equally 
affected  if  another  comi>any  built  instead  <^ 
the  Allan's  ?,  £04. 
Loan  and  Building  Societies  in  Ontario.    See: 

"  Exi  erimental  Farms  in  the  North-west." 
Manitoba  School  Question. 
On  Inqy.  (Mr.  Scott)  as  to  rumoured  cabinet 
resignations,  650.  On  Sir  Frank  Smith's  speech: 
on  race  and  religious  differences,  600.  Chi  Sir 
Mackenzie  Bowell's :  the  responsibility  is  on 
Manitoba,  673. 

Odell  Divorce  Cask. 
On  consideration  of  9th  Report  of  Com.  ;  to  Mr. 
Mclniips  (B.C.),  premature  to  bring  eWdence 
re  decisions  of  courts  before  the  House,  223  ;  re 
adoption  of  amendment  reflecting  on  Com., 
227 ;  await  decision  of  Supreme  Court  before 
bringing  out  evidence,  230. 
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MoMILTiAN,  Hon.  Donald— Conehided. 
Order  and  Procedure. 

Committee  Seport,  (Ufcrrin{j  consideration  of  peti- 
tion.   See :  "  Odell  Divorce  Case  "  (above). 
Divorce  Procedure.    See :  "  Odell "  case  (above). 
Prejndieing   Cute   before   Court).    See:    '"Odell 
Divorce  Case  "  (above). 

Penitektiaribs  Act  Amt.  ;  B.  (131). 
In  Com.  of  the  W. — On  3rd  cL  :   comparative 
remuneration  of  wardens,  739 ;  ques.  what  does 
the  surgeon  at  Kingston  get  now,  739. 

Rebate  on  Exports. 
On  M.  (Mr.  Boulton)  for  returns  showing  loss  to 
revenue  occasioned  by  iiaynient  of  rebates  of 
cuntoms  duties  on  articles  exported,  I(!6.  To 
Mr.  Boulton  :  German  sugar  not  as  good  as 
Montreal  refined,  171. 

KEMEniAL  LEUISLATION'.     See : 
"  Manitoba  School  Question." 

St.  C.\THARI}fE8  AND  NiAOAKA  CENTRAL  Rt.  CO.'s 

Act  ;  B.  (60). 
On  M.  (Mr.  Sanford)  for  3rd  R.,  and  amt.  (Mr. 
Power),  487-  8 ;  history  of  the  road,  489 ;  specu- 
lation at  the  bottom  of  it,  489 ;  should  come 
under  the  o[)eration  of  cl.,  490 ;  supports  amt., 
490 ;  the  law  of  Ontario  governing  draina^ 
etc.,  491 ;  effect  of  charter  obtained  from  Parlia- 
ment of  Canada,  492. 

SalariE!<  ok  Penitbniart  Okkiciaw.    See  : 

"  Penitentiary  Act  Amt." 
SCRAR,  German  and  Montreal  refined.    See  : 

"  Rebate  on  Exports." 

MAODONALD,  Hon.  Wm.  John,  (B.O.) 

Abebdkkn,  Earl  ok.  Visit  to  British  Columbia. 

In  debate  on  Address  in  reply,  60 . 
Address  in  answer  to  Speech  from  the  Throne. 

On  M.  (Mr.  Primrose)  for:  On  Mr.  Boulton 's 
speech  ;  tariff  and  trade  questions,  40. 

On  Mr.  Ferguson's  8]>e«cli :  representation  of 
British  Columbia  in  the  Cabmet,  102 ;  oon- 
stmiption  of  goods  paying  duty  in  British 
Columbia,  103. 

On  the  Address  :  Panegyric  on  speeches  of  hon . 
gentlemen  from  Victoria  and  Prince  Edward 
Island,  u9 ;  the  trade  qiiestion,  59  ;  Manitoba 
School  question,  60 ;  visit  of  His  Ex.  to  British 
Columbia,  60  ;  death  of  the  late  Hon .  Sir  John 
ThomjMon,  60;  congratulations  to  SirMackenzie 
Bowell,  60 ;  representation  of  British  Columbia 
in  the  Cabinet,  60-1 . 

Behring  Sea  Seal  Fishery.    See  : 

"Fur  seal  fishing  in  the  North  Pacific." 
Bowell,  Sir  Mackenzie,  Congratulations  to. 

In  debate  on  the  .Address  in  reply,  60. 
British  Columbia  Penitentiarv. 
On  inqy.  (Mr.  Mclnnes,  B.C.)  calling  attention 
to  the  report  of  Judge  Drake ;  the  presentment 
of  the  grand  jury  j  also  to  the  annual  report  of 
J.  G.  Moylan,  etc,  587  ;  Fitzsimnions character, 
594 ;  Keary's  refxirt  on,  596 ;  Movlan's  attack 
in  the  Ottawa  Citizen,  COO:  Ju'dge  Drake's 
report,  609  ;  re  Fitzsinimons,  609  ;  on  making 
charges  against  people  not  on  the  floor  of  the 
House,  609. 


MAODOKALD,  Hon.  W.  J.  {B.O.)-Contd . 
British  Columbia  Railway  Belt  Lands,  B.  (M.; 

On  M.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  for  2nd  R.,  572) 
the  Revelstoke  lands,  572 ;  royalty  of  belt, 
573  ;  proposition  to  hand  over  the  whole  reserve 
to  B.C.,  573-4. 

In  Coin,  of  the  W.  — After  B.  becomes  law  the 
B.  C.  Legislature  will  pass  an  Act  confirming 
bargain,  576. 

British  Columbia,  Representation  ok  in  Cabinet. 

In  debate  on  Addreas  in  reply,  60-1 ;  on  Mr. 
Ferguson's  speech,  102  3. 

Inqy.  callB  the .  attention  of  the  Senate  to  the 
commercial  and  financial  |>ositi<m  of  B.  C.  and 
nsks  if  the  govt,  conoiders  it  entitled  to  as 
full  a  proportionate  representation,  etc.,  as 
other  provinces,  314  ;  matter  brought  forward 
on  general  public  grounds,  314 ;  initiortant  for 
B.C.  to  have  a  voice  in  forming  of  the  com- 
mercial and  fiscal  system,  315  ;  the  loyalty  of 
British  Columbia  to  the  Conservative  Adminis- 
tration, 315  ;  how  B.C.  is  affected  by  the  trade 
policy,  315 ;  letter  of  Provincial  Secietary  of 
B.C.  on  the  development  of  the  Kootenay 
mining  district,  316  ;  comparative  statement  of 
trade  and  revenue  of  the  different  provinces  for 
year  ending  June,  1894,  31R-  9. 

On  Mr.  Mclnnes',  (B.C.),  speech  :  remark,  no 
|>er8onal  allusions  plea'e,  322. 

Seetiiao  "Vacancy  in  the  Cabinet." 

Canadian  Sick  Benkkit  Society  Inoorp.  Act, 
B.  (31). 
On  report  of  B.  from  Com.  on  Banking  and  Com- 
merce (Mr.  Allan),  387 ;  petition  irr^ular, 
notice  not  given  in  all  the  provinces,  38t-88  ; 
suggests  suspension  of  49th  rule,  3t<8. 

Civil  Sbrtick  Act  Amt.  ;  B.  (130). 
On  M.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  for  2ud  R,,  697. 
On  Mr.  Maclnnes's  (Burlington)  speech  : 
appointment  of  a  Civil  Service  Commissioner, 
699;  tenure  of  office,  703.  On  Mr.  Power's 
s(>eech  :  names  of  conimissioiifrs  appointed  in 
1891,  705.  On  the  apix>intment  of  civil  servants 
by  Commissioners,  709  ;  sulisection  7,  "09-10 ; 
the  drawbacks  of  the  proix)sed  B.,  710. 

Civil  Service  Suferannution. 
On  M.  (Mr.  Power)  for  return  showing  names  of 
persons  who  have  been  suiXirHnnuated  since  Ist 
Kovemlier  last,  etc.,  (i22-3  ;  seconds  motion, 
625  ;  on  the  summary  dismissal  of  civil  servants, 
625 ;  Mr.  H.  J.  Morgan's  case,  testimonials, 
etc,  025  8.  On  Mr.  Kaulbach's  speech  :  on 
dismissal  of  old,  faithful  servants,  629.  On  Sir 
Mackenzie  Bowell's  :  on  speaking  on  behalf  of 
Mr.  Morgan,  631 ;  on  Mr.  Morgan  s  case,  6^-3, 

Commission,  civil  service.    See  : 

"Civil  Service  Act  Amt." 
Commercial  Treaties  Act  ;  6.  (126). 
Ou  M.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  that  House  resolve 
itself  into  Com.  of  the  W.,  043  ;  amt.  m.  (Mr. 
McCallum)  for  six  months'  hoist,  645.     On  Mr. 
Scott's  speech  ;  cannot  alter  Treaty  now,  649. 
On   Sir    Mackenzie   Bowell  s :    enlarging   of 
French  Treaty  under  B.,  664. 
COSTINOT.  AccTS.  CoM.     .Set : 

"Internal  Economy." 
Divorce  Committee. 
On  M.  (Mr.  Miller)  for  adjt.  of  House,  355; 
difference  between  divorce  and  other  Bs.,  370  ; 
on  the  attitude  of  the  Roman  Catholics  to 
divorce,  870  ;  divorce  courts,  English  stystem 
inst  and  present,  etc.,  370-1. 
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MAODONAIiD.  Hon.  "W.  J.  {B.G.)—Contd. 
Dbake,  Jddgic,  kxpost  or.See: 
"  British  Columbia  Penitentiary." 

FlMALB  OrFEKDBRtS  IN  NoVA  SCOTIA  B. 

On  2nd  R.  »i.  (Mr.  Power) ;  ques.,  inspection  of 
inntitution  by  govt.,  281. 
FitiRBRiKS  AkT.  Act  ;  B.  (67).— Mr.  Angers. 

On  M.  (Mr.  Angers)  for  2nd  R.,  434  ;  an  offer  of 
mill-OH'nerR  to  abate  nuisance  at  end  of  two 
years,  437  ;  bearing  of  B.  in  British  Columbia 
Kivers,  437. 

On  resumed  debate ;  On  Mr.  Scott's  speech : 
Mr.  Booths  mill  rebuilding,  504.  On  Mr. 
Primrose's  speech  :  burning  saw-dust  a  question 
of  dollars,  522 ;  wire  netting  over  top  of  smoke 
stack,  528. 

In  Com.  of  the  W.— On  ol.  1.    On  amt.  (Mr. 
Scott),  068  ;  pollution  of  rivers  in  B.C.,  .568-9. 
FiTzsiHUONS,  James,  gharactsb  ok.    See  : 

"  British  Columbia  Penitentiary." 
Fbm!  Tradk.    See  : 

"Tariff  and  Trade  matters." 
FsEKCH  Treaty.    See: 

"  Commercial  Treaties  Act." 
Fur  Seal  kishino  ix  the  Xorth  Pacikic. 

Inqy :  if  the  Imperial  Govt,  have  submitted  a 
draft  of  the  proposed  B.  in  restraint  of,  or  to 
further  regulate  above,  and  has  the  Dominion 
Govt,  furnished  opinions  of  experts  on  subject, 
and  wheiein  proposed  legislation  and  regula- 
tions will  differ  from  that  now  in  operation, 
219 :  Remarks  :  regulations  now  in  force,  219 ; 
To  Mr.  Kaulbach,  ques.  killing  of  codfish,  220. 
Glad  to  hear  of  steiie  taken  in  matter  by  govt., 
220. 

Further  inqy.,  as  to  whether  any  further  infor- 
mation has  been  received  from  the  Imperial 
Govt,  with  regard  to  the  proposed  regulation  of 
the  seal  fisheries  in  the  Pacific,  233 ;  Russia 
came  into  the  agreement  in  1 893,  and  now  wants 
to  be  put  on  the  same  footing  as  U.S.,  234.  'To 
Mr.  Power,  Russia  wants  to  become  a  party  to 
agreement  now,  234. 
Habboi'r  cohmihsioiieks  ok  Three  Rivers  B.  (113)- 

On  M.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  for  2nd  R.,  538; 
on  the  commissioners  selling  their  debentures, 
539 ;  ques.,  any  shipping  at  that  port,  539. 
Imports,    See  : 

"Tariff  and  Trade  matters." 
Incinkrators,  erection  ok.    See  : 
"Fisheries  Act  Amt.  B.  (67)." 
Indian  Act  Amt.;  B.  (6).— Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell. 

On  M.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  for  2iid  R.,  139  ; 
Ques. :  what  share  of  common  fund  goes  to  In- 
dians not  cufranchised  ?  What  ia  meant  bv 
"enfranchising"  in  the  Act?;  case  of  desti- 
tute widow  ;  preventing  Indian  dances,  142 ; 
money  in  the  hands  of  the  government,  143. 

In  Com.  of  the  W.,  resumed— On  cL  1;  on  the 
leasing  of  lands,  1!X). 

On  cl.  2  :  re  Soughees  reserve  ease,  applying  sur 
plus  funds  in  bank  to  aid  widow;<  and  chiklren, 
193. 

On  cl.  6  :  eradication  of  customs  connected  with 
dances,  festival.'!,  etc.,  gradually  Iwing  stopped, 
smuggling  goixis  to  the  U.S.,  194.  To  Mr. 
Almon,  interferes  with  barbarous  customs  of 
Indians,  194. 

In  Com.  of  the  W.  resumed.  On  explanation. 
(Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  Soughees  reserves  case ; 
reply  satisfactory,  199. 


MAODONALD,  Hon.  W.  J.  {B-C-h-Contd. 
Internal  Eoonomt  Committee. 

Loose  manner  in  which  things  are  alloved  to  be 
conducted  in  corridors.  642. 

Keaby,  aoooi'ntant,  msMissAL  OK,  trtc.    Ste  : 
"  British  Columbia  Penitentiaty." 

Kootekay  mining  Di8TE:cr.    See: 
"  British  Columbia,  representation  in  Cabinet." 

liANGSNBL-RO    AND    SOCTREBN    Rt.    Co.'S  IkCOBP. 

Act,  B.  (55). 
On  M.  (Mr.  Longheed)  for  Sid  R ,  296  ;  laaaAt : 
bondholders  asking  for  a  small  thing,  310; 
difference  in  the  parties  building  the  rood,  Sl'-h 
reason  for  the  lobying,  310 ;  hoiie  go%-t.  will 
not  sanction  act  of  mjustice,  310. 

Manitoba  School  Question. 

In  debate  on  the  Address  in  reply,  60. 
Manukacturers,  wages  paii>  by.    See: 

"  Tariff  and  Trade  matters." 
Mining  license,  revence  fob.    See: 

"  British  Columbia  Railway  Belt  Lands  B." 

Morgan,  H.  J.,  scperanndation  ok.    Set; 
"  Civil  Service  superannuation." 

Moylan,  .T.  G.,  attack  of.    See: 

"  British  Columbia  Penitentary . " 
National  Policy,  the.    See: 

"  Tariff  a'  d  Trade  matters." 
NoBTH  Pacikic  seal  kisminu  .    See : 

"Fur  Seal  fishing." 

Privilege,  Question  ok. 
On  the  attention  of  the  House  being  called  (Mr. 
Mclnnes)  to  a  letter  which  appeared  in  the 
Ottawa  Citizen,  and  taking  exception  to  bus 
name  being  associated  with  that  of  his  nephew 
(Thomas  Mclnnes)  who  is  referred  to  in  haid 
letter  as  a  refugee  in  the  U.S.  in  consequence 
of  irregiiUritie*  in  British  Columbia  Peniten- 
tiary ;  government  official  attacks  a  member  of 
Senate  and  tries  to  connect  his  name  with  a 
criminal  j  House  ought  to  give  every  liberty 
and  facility  to  hon.  gentleman  to  clear  his  own 
character,  133  ;  Mr.  Moylan 's  third  offence  of 
same  kind,  135 ;  attacks  by  pensioners  of  the 
government,  135. 

Products,  oukap.    .See; 
"  Tariff  and  Trade  matters." 

Rebate  on  E.XFOhTs. 
On  M.  (Mr.  Boulton)  for  returns  showing  loss  to 
revenue  occasioned  by  payment  of  rebates  of 
customs  duties  on  articles  exixHted,  106 ;  to 
Mr.  Boulton ;  ques.  what  is  duty  on  spirits ! 
176. 

Red  Mountain  Ry.  Co.'8  Act,  B.  (68). 

Introduced,*  211. 

2nd  R.  m.,  233.     B.  explained,  233. 

On  rejwrt  of  B.  with  amts.  from  Com.  (Mr. 
Vidal) ;  m.  that  amts.  be  taken  into  considera- 
tion to-morrow,  271 . 

3rd  R.,»  280. 

Reprk.8ent.\tion  ok  British  Columbia  in  Cabi- 
net.   See: 

"  British  Columbia." 
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MAODONALD,  Hon.  W.  J.  (B.O.)-Coneld. 
Rkvenuk.    -See  : 

"  Tariff  and  Trade  matters." 
Saw-dust  IN  THB  Ottawa  KivBB.    See: 

"Fiuheriee  Act  Arat.;  B.  (67)." 
Saw-dcst,  dumpino  of,  in  BIVKB8.    See  : 

"Finherieg  Amt.  Act;  B.  (87)." 
Seal  risHiKo  in  North  Pacific.    See : 

"Fur  seal  fishing." 
Spirits,  dctv  on  .    See  : 
"  Rebate  on  Exports." 
Sopebanncatiok  ok  civil  8BRVANT8.    See  : 

"Civil  service  superannuation . " 
Tariff  and  Trade  xattebs. 
On  the  address :  Cheap  products  of  all  kinds,  59 ; 
England's  system  of  taxation,  S9  ;  Free  Trade 
verms  the  National  Policy,  59 ;  amount  i»id  in 
wages  by  manufacturers,  60 ;  revenue  and  im- 
ports, 60.  • 
On  Mr.    Boulton's  speech :    production  of   the 

manufacturers,  40. 
On  Mr.  Ferguson's  speech :  consumption  of  goods 
paying  duty  in  British  Columbia,  103. 

Taxation,  English  systkm.    See: 
"  Tariff  and  Trade  matters . " 

Third  clash  CLKKKMH I PH,  abolishment.    See: 

"  Civil  Service  Act  Amt. " 
Thompson,  Sir  john,  on  death  ok. 

In  debate  on  address  in.reply,  60. 
Treaty  with  Fbanck  .    See : 

"Commercial  Treaties  Act." 

Vacancy  is  the  Cabinet. 
On  Inqy.  (Mr.  Mclnnes,  B.C.)  calling  attention 
to  vacancy  in  the  Cabinet  and  inquiring  if  it  is 
the  intention  to  fill  it  up  by  ap{>ointing  a  repre- 
sentative from  B.C.,  694  ;  on  Mr.  Anger's  ac- 
tion, 696 ;  recommends  premier  not  to  act  hasti- 
ly, 696.  On  Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell's  reply: 
steady  supjxirter  of  the  Couservative  Govt., 
etc.,  697. 

Writers,  appointment  ok.    See  : 
"Civil  Service  Act  Amt." 

IIAOFABLANE,  Hon.  Senator. 
Lobster  Fishery  Acrr  Amt.  ;  B.  (91).— (Sir  Mac- 

On  M.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  for  2nd  R.,  577  ; 
on  the  deterioration  of  the  lobster,  583;  how 
the  fisherman  is  jnid,  583 ;  injury  from  inferior 
packing,  584. 

MaoINNES,  Hon.  D.  (BurllnRton). 

Abbott,  late  Sir  John,  extract  from  speech. 
See: 

"  Civil  Service  Act  Amt." 
Agricultural  implements.    See : 

"  Rebate  on  Exiiorts." 

Bankers'  Life  Association  of  Canada  inoobp. 
Act. 
On  reix)rt  of  B.  from  Com.  on  Banking  and  Com- 
merce   (Mr.    Allan),    389  ;     title    misleading, 
amended  by  adding  "  Insurance,"  390. 


MaoINNES,  Hon.  D.  (Burlinffton)— C!i>ntd. 
Beer,  taxation  ON.    See: 
"  Rebate  on  Exjx>rts." 

Canada  Southern  Hy.  Co.  Act,  B.  (64). 
2nd  R.*,  272. 
8rd  R.*,  372. 

Canadian  Pacific  Rv.  train  earnings.    See : 

"  Rebate  on  Exports." 
Civil  Service  Act  Amt.  ;  B.  (130). 

On  M.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  for  2nd  R.,  687 ; 
tendency  of  the  amt.,  698 ;  the  merit  system, 
698 ;  in  Great  Britain,  698 ;  ap]iointment  of 
commissions,  698 ;  notice  of  M,,  1891,  re  irregu- 
larities, etc.,  698  ;  commission  of  1880,  698;  re- 
marks of  Sir  Alexander  Campbell,  698 ;  civil 
service  of  Great  Britain,  699 ;  civil  service  of 
France  and  Germany,  609 ;  on  ihe  appointment 
of  a  civil  service  coinmis-iion,  fiiW) ;  extracts  from 
Sir  John  Abbott's  speech,  099  700  ;  names  of 
commissioners  and  their  report,  1891,  700-702  ; 
on  abuse  of  civil  service  by  members,  702;  the 
Superannuation  Act,  702- S  ;  Insurance  Act, 
703 ;  the  merit  system,  703 ;  amt.  m.  for  six 
months'  hoist,  703.  Reply  to  Mr.  Macdonald 
(B.C.),  tenure  of  office,  70S.  On  Mr.  Reesor's 
speech  :  employment  of  writers,  707.  On  Mr. 
Clemow's  superannuation  fund,  708.  On  Sir 
Mackenzie  Btiwell's  :  pensioning  civil  servants, 
712.    M.  tnthdratnt,  714. 

In  Com.  of  the  W. — On  cl.  1 :  on  the  examina- 
tions, 716. 

Civil  Service  Superannuation. 
On  M.  (Mr.  Power)  for  return  whowing  names  of 
persons  who  have  been  superannuate.!  since  Ist 
Koveniber  last,  etc.,  622  3.  On  Mr.  Power's 
8[>eech  :  su])erannuation  fund  not  intended  to 
be  self-sustaining,  624.  On  Mr.  Kaulbach's : 
political  patronage,  629.  On  Sir  Mackenzie 
Bowell's  :  system  of  appointment  in  England, 
632. 

Commissioners,  appointment  ok.    Sec : 

"  Civil  Service  Act  Amt." 
Companies  Act  Amt.  ;  B.  (K). 

Srd  R.*,  497. 
England,  source  of  wealth  in.    See  .- 

"  Rebate  on  Exports." 
Fishkrieh  Act  Amt.  ;  B.  (67).— Mr.  Angers. 
On  M.  (Mr.  Angers)  for  2nd  R.,  434;  resumed 
debate,  502.    Opinion  in  regard  to  the  effect  of 
the  saw-dust,  BS3  ;  public  interests  not  going  to 
suffer  by  B.,  533-34. 

Great  Britai.v,  civil  service  system.    Su  : 

"CivU  Service  Act  Amt." 
Hamilton  Distillery  Co.'s  Act  ;  B.  (38). 

Introduced*,  195. 

2nd  R.  >/<.,  231. 

3rd  R.*,  233. 

Hamilton  and  Lake  Erie  Power  Co.  Incorp. 

Act  ;  B.  (85). 
Introduced*,  .^6. 
2nd  R.  «!.,  376.    Explanation  of  B.,  376.     M. 

agreed  to,  376. 
Report  of  B.  with  amts.  from  Com.  on  Railways, 

etc.   (Mr.   Vidal),  430.    M.  that  4l8t  rule  be 

suspended  so  far  as  it  relates  to  this  B . ,  430 . 

On  objections  m.  that  amts.  be  concurred  in, 

431.     M.  agreed  to,  431. 
Srd  R.,  431. 
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MacINNBS,  Hon.  D.  (Burllnfirton)— Contd. 

Hamilton   Pbovidbnt  akd  Loan  Society  \kt. 
Act  ;  B.  (39). 
Introduced*,  331. 
2nd  R.»,  341. 
3id  R.*,  430. 

Indian  Act  Amt.  ;  B.  (G).— Sir  Maokeiuie  BowelL 
In  Com.  of  the  W.— On  Irt  eL,  reported  progress 
from  tho  Com.  an-l  s«ked  leave  to  sit  neain,  166. 
In  Com.  of  the  W.  resumed. — From  tne  Com. 
reiwrted  B.  with  luiits.,  which  were  concurred 
in,  195. 
In  Com.  of  the  W.  resumed  on  M.  (Sir  Macken- 
zie Bowell). — From  the  Com.  reported  B.  with 
amts.,  which  were  concurred  in,  195. 

Insolvsnot  Act;  B.  (A). 
On  M.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  for  2nd  R.,  149  ; 
insolvency  law  necessary  :  no  insolvency  law 
in  Province  of  Quebec  ;  law  should  be  applica- 
ble to  all  debtors,  149-50. 

Insubanck  Act  Amt.  ;  B.  (92). 
In  Com.  of  the  W.— Reported  B.  from  Com. 
\«-ith  one  amt.  which  wad  concurred  in,  467. 

Judges  ok  Provincial  CofBTst  Act  Amt.  ;  B.  (127). 
Renorted   B.  without  amis,  from  Com.  of  the 
\V.,  643. 

Pknitbntiariks  Act  Amt.  ;  B.  (66).— Mr.  Angers. 
In  Com.  of  the  W.— On  2nd  cl.,  removing  insane 
convicts  into  asylums ;  reported  B.  from  the 
Com.  without  amt.,  .S41. 


Pensioning  civil  sbrvwnts. 
"  Civil  Service  Act  Amt." 
Rebate  on  E.xports. 


See  : 


On  M.  (Mr.  Boulton)  for  returns  showing  loss  to 
revenue  occasioned  by  payment  of  reoates  of 
customs  duties  on  articles  exported,  166.  To 
Mr.  Boulton  :  duty  on  goods  entering  into  the 
construction  of  agricultural  implements,  170 ; 
cheap  sugar  in  Canada,  171  ;  taxation  on  beer, 
172  ;  source  of  wealth  in  Kngland,  177  ;  C .  P . 
R.  train  earnings,  179,  Comments  on  Mr. 
Power's  speech,  182. 

St.  Catharines  .ind  Niagara  Central  Ry.  Co.'s 
Act  ;  B.  (60). 
On  M.  (Mr.  Sanford)  for  3rd  R.,  487  ;  remedying 
grievance  and  jeopardizing  passage  of  B.  this 
session,  488. 

Saw-di'st  in  the  Ottawa  River.    See: 
"Fisheries  Act  Amt  ;  B.  (67)." 

Seditious  and  Unlawful  Associ.^tions  and  Oaths. 
See: 

"  Tenth  chapter  of  the  Consolidated  Statutes  for 
Lower  Canada,  Amt.  Act." 

Sugar,  Canadian.    &e; 
"  Rebate  on  Exports." 

SUPEILiNNUATIOS  OK  (JiVIL  SERVANTS.      See  : 

"  Civil  Service  Suiierannuation." 

Tenth  Chapter  of  the  Consoxjuated  Statutes 
FOR  Lower  Canada  Amt.  Act,  Rkspectino 
Seditious  and  Unlawful  Assoclitions  and 
(.)atH8  ;  B.  (7). 

M.  for  2nd  R.,  313  ;  explanation  of  B.,  314. 

M.  that  House  resolve  itself  into  Com.  of  the  W. 
on  the  B.,  329 ;  explanation  of  B.,  329.  M. 
agreed  to,  330. 

3rd  R.*,  340. 


MaoINNES,  Hon.  D.  (BurlinKton)-Coii<(<. 
Third  Class  Clerkships,  Abolisbmesi.   Sa: 
"  Civil  Service  Act  Amt." 

Tail  Creek  and  Columbia  Ry.  Co.  Incobf.  .\ct  : 
B.  (67). 
Introduced*,  195. 
2nd  R.*,  231. 

On  report  of  B.  from  Com.  (Mr.  Vidal)  with  anL : 
m.  adoption  of  amt.,  233. 

Winnipeg  Great  Northskn  Ky.  Cc's  B.  (ISO). 
On  M.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  for  Ist  R.,  TIS ; 

amt.  m.  three  months  hoist,   769  ;  epitome  uf 

the  history  of  the  road,    790 ;  original  rout?, 

790;  company  have  to  earn  the  snbndv,  ?.n; 

objectionable  to  bring  down  important  legiik- 

tion  at  last  moment,  791. 
In  Com.  of  the  W.— Getting  half  the  subsidv  for 

building  half  the  rood,  799 ;  aid  not  to  apply  tu 

40  miles  already  built,  801. 

Winnipeg  and  Hudson  Bay  Rt. 

On  explanation  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  regajrjing 
legislation  to  be  brought  down  this  fiessioD,  715 ; 
amendment  of  charter,  716. 

On  explanation  of  B.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell),  'SI : 
amounts  of  bonds  held  on  rails,  762.  On^L 
(Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  re  adjonmmeDt,  TfiS: 
security  of  bonds,  71)3 ;  route  of  line,  7S4 ; 
other  charter,  765. 

Writeks,  Appointment  of.    See : 
"  Civil  Service  Act  Amt" 

MASSON.  Hon.  Louis  Fran9oi8  B. 
Customs  Seizures  at  Montreal. 

Onlnqy.  (Mr.  Belleroee),  re  certain  books  eiitirT«l 
at  Montreal  and  detained  as  indecent,  'JOO^l. 
To  Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell  on  testing  the  qui^- 
tion,  208. 

Manitoba  School  Question. 

On  Inqy.  (Mr.  Scott)  as  to  runioared  Cabinet 
resignations,  656 ;  on  Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell  s 
speech  ;  questions  right  of  referring  to  speeches 
of  members  of  other  House,  670.  On  point  if 
order  as  to  Govt,  answering  questions  put  off- 
hand, 678. 

Order  and  Prockddrb. 

Debate,  quoting  utterance*  made  in  other  ekamlicr. 
Questions  right  of  referring  to  utterances  of 
members  of  H.  of  C. ;  .Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell, 
have  been  deprecating  practice,  670. 

QuettioTU  ptU  uff-haruL— On  Mr.  McKay  object- 
ing to  (questions  being  put  and  answered  off- 
hand without  notice ;  said  the  only  penons 
who  have  any  right  to  complain  are  the  uiem- 
bers  of  the  Govt,  themselves.  Sir  MackrnziB 
Bowell,  no  objection  to  answer  questions,  677- 
678. 

.i^  "  Revenue  from  Excise  and  Customs." 

Remedial  Legislation.    See  .- 

"  Manitoba  School  Question." 

Revenue  from  excise  and  customs. 

On  offer  (Mr.  Boulton)  to  withdraw  M.  re  in' 
creasing  excise  on  certain  conditions;  may 
vote  that  an  increase  of  excise  will  not  incrense 
revenue,  294. 
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MIIjIjEK,  Hon.  William. 
Bbitirh  C!olcmbia  Pinitsnti.ibt. 
On  M.  (Mr.  Mclnnes,  (B.C.),  for  postponement 
of  Ms.  until  .July  2nd,  376  ;  suggestion  to  bring 
first  M.  within  rules  of  House,  377. 

Canadian  Sick  Benefit  Society  Incobp.  Apt.  ; 
B.  (31). 
On  report  of  B.  from  Com.  on  Banking  and  Com- 
merce (Mr.  Allan)  387  ;  notice  not  given  in  the 
diiferont  provinces,  etc.,  388. 

Chairmanship  op  Cohuittee  or  Railways. 
On  M.  (Mr.  Vidal)  for  adoption  of  first  report; 
irregularity  in  organization  of  Com.,  109-112. 

Chcte  Divorce  Case. 
On  M.  (Mr.  Kirchhoffer)  for  adoption  of  Com. 
re|x>rt,  185  ;  using  the  question  of  precedent,  in 
proceeding  in  forma  |>au|>eris,  witn  discretion, 
187. 

Divorce  Cases.    See: 

"Chute." 
Divorce  Committee,  resignation  op. 

On  report  presented  (Mr.  Kirchholfer)  signed  by 
Messrs.  Kirchhoffer,  Read,  LougheM,  Mo- 
Kindsey,  Mclunes,  Primrose  and  Ferguson, 
stating  that  they  have  declined  to  serve  any 
louger  on  the  Com.  and  giving  reasons  therefor, 
and  on  M.  that  report  be  taken  into  considera- 
tion immediately,  208-  270  ;  unreasonable  that 
report  should  receive  immediate  consideration, 
270. 

On  M.  (Mr.  Primrose)  to  refer  consideration  of 
communication  from  certain  members  of  the 
Standing  Com.  on  Divorce,  313;  gentlemen 
aspersed  should  be  given  an  early  opportunity 
to  reply,  813 ;  document  a  tissue  of  inaccura- 
cies, 313  ;  unfair  to  delay  consideration,  313 ; 
consent  to  consideration  of  document  on  Thurs- 
day, 313. 

Attention  called  to  mistake  in  minutes,  this  item 
should  be  the  first  Order  of  the  Day,  354. 

On  M.  (Mr.  Kirchhoffer  i  for  adoption  of  report 
from  certain  members  of  the  Standing  Com.  on 
Divorce,  854 ;  claims  right  to  place  result  of 
searches  in  the  journals  of  the  House  on  record, 
351 ;  mode  of  procedure  in  order  to  read  state- 
ment, 354-5.  M.  for  adjt.  of  House,  355  ; 
Statement  from  Journals  of  the  Senate  from 
1867  regarding  all  applications  for  divorce  in 
the  Senate,  355-358  ;  newspaper  reports,  358  ; 
On  Sir  Frivnk  Smith's  8|)eech,  vote  on  the 
Dillon  Divorce  B.,  301.  On  Mr.  Kaulbach's 
speech  :  M.  in  the  Odell  case,  366 ;  vote  in  the 
Dillon  case,  367 ;  justice  done  to  the  party,  ex- 
ception, 367.  On  Mr.  Prowse's  speech  :  re- 
marks, 3(H) ;  argument  based  on  evidence,  36U. 
On  Mr.  Landry's  speech :  re  Roman  Catholic 
opiiosition  to  divorces,  371 ;  on  a  side  issue,  371 ; 
put  on  three  months'  hoist,  371 ;  voted  against 
sending  B.  bauk  to  Com.,  372.  M.  for  adj. 
withdrawn,  372. 

Experimental  Farms  in  the  North-  west. 

On  Inqy.  (Mr.  Wark),  whether  the  Experimental 
Farms  in  the  North-west  might  not  be  advan- 
tageously used  in  introducing  valuable  im- 
provements on  the  present  unprofitable  system, 
450  ;  loan  and  builaing  societies  in  Ontario,  451, 

Fisheries  Amt.  Act  ;  B.  (74).— Mr.  Angers. 
On  M.  for  2nd  R.  (Mr.  Angers),  385 ;  as  to  ap- 
pointment of  officer  to  take  evidence  in  alleged 
fishing  bounty  frauds,  386. 


MILLER,  Hon.  'William—Continued. 

Hamilton  and  Lake  Erie  Power  Co.'s  B.  (86).— 
Mr.  Maclnnes  (Burlington). 
On  M.  (Mr.  Maclnnes)  Burlington)  for  suspen- 
sion of  4l8t  inile  so  far  as  it  relates  to  this  B., 
430  ;  B.  should  be  returned  to  H.  of  C.  for 
concurrence,  431. 

Insolvency  Act  ;  B.  (A). 
On  M.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  for  2nd  R.,  149; 
vote  for  adjournment ;   would  have  voted  for 
six  months'  hoist,  1G3. 

Lindsay,  Haliburton  and  Mattawa  Ry.  Co.  B. 
(80). 
On  M.  (Mr.  Clemow)  for  coucurrence  in  amts. 
made  t>y  Standing  Com.  on  Railways,  etc., 
377 ;  on  the  building  of  drains  and  culverts, 
380. 

Loan  AND  BciLDiNO  societies.    Sec: 

"  Experimental  Farms  in  the  North-west." 
Nova  Scotia  Steel  Co.  (Ltd.)  Amt.  Act,  B.  (56). 
Mr.  Power. 
On  3rd  R.   m.  (Mr.  Power),  338 ;  all  objections 
satisfied  in  Com.  and  no  division  taken  ;  object- 
ions only  on  behalf  of  two  individuals,  339. 
On  M.  (.Mr.  Power)  to  return  to  the  Nova  Scotia 
Steel  Co.  the  original  deed  of  sale,  etc,  432 ; 
understood  in  Com.  this  original  paper  should 
be  handed  back,  432. 

Odell  Divorce  Case. 

On  remarks  (Mr.  Clemow)  re  commencing  pro- 
ceedings next  year  at  place  where  they  termin- 
ated this  year ;  could  not  be  done  without  an 
Act  of  Parliament ;  never  been  done  in  any 
parliament  where  British  system  prevails ;  in- 
stances quoted,  279.  To  Mr.  Bvllerose,  proceed- 
ings have  progressed  such  a  short  distance  not 
worth  while  to  bring  in  amt.,  279. 

Order  and  Procedure  : 

BUI,  antti.  concurred  in.  —Explained  that  the  amt 
may  be  a  very  slight  change,  apparently  merely 
verbal,  but  when  phraseology  of  B.  sent  down 
from  the  H.  of  C.  is  changed,  it  requires  the 
concurrence  of  that  House,  431 . 

Bills,  privtUe,  lird  A.— Same  day  that  amts.  to  B. 
are  adopted,  objected  to  (Mr.  Kaulbach),  280  ; 
explains  rule  onl,y  applies  to  game  day  report 
is  presented,  B.  read  the  3rd  time, '■^80. 

Cotn,  on  Bailtcapa,  etc. — Complaint  of  irregiilarity 
in  organization ;  appointment  of  Chairman, 
109-111. 

Motion  for  adjt.  of  Some  to  raid  ^ttement. — M. 
adjt.  of  House  in  order  to  read  statement 
answering  charges  made  in  report  from  certain 
members  of  Divurce  Com.,  355. 

Mutiims,  incomplete. — Suggests  that  Mr.  Mclnnes 
(B.C.)  should  attach  either  inqy.  or  M.  to  first 
M.  (British  Columbia  Penitentary),  377.  Mr. 
Mclnnes  (B.C.)  promises  to  amend  M.  before 
moving  it,  377. 

Order,  precedence  of.  ■  -  Pointed  out  that  it  was  pro- 
mised  that  consideration  of  the  report  from 
certain  members  of  the  Divorce  Com.  should  be 
the  first  Order  of  the  Day  instead  of  the  fifth 
item,  354  ;  Mr.  Stxjaker,  it  was  understood  that 
this  should  be  the  first  item  and  it  will  be 
called  first,  354. 

Order,  quel,  of,  immediate  contideration  of  report. 
— On  Mr.  Power  rising  to  point  of  order  on  M. 
(Mr.  Kirchhoffer)  for  immediate  consideration 
of  report  of  Divorce  Com.  resigning ;  objection, 
unreasonable  to  exjiect  immediate  considera- 
tion, 270. 
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MILIjBB,  Hon.  "WUUsun— Concluded. 
Order  and  Procedure— Con(tnu«<. 

Proendinyt,  continuation  next  $euion  ichtre 
terminaUd  thi$.— On  Mr.  Clemow  stating  he 
had  intended  to  move  an  amt.  that  prooeed- 
ingH  should  oomnience  next  year  where  termi- 
nated thiH  ;  explained,  could  not  do  so  without 
Act  of  Parliament,  and  quoted  instances,  279. 
Mr.  Clemow  did  not  press  matter,  279. 

PrIVILERE,  CjUESTION  OK. 

On  the  attention  of  the  House  being  called  (Mr. 
Mclnnex)  to  letter  which  appeared  in  Ottawa 
"  Citizen  "  and  taking  exception  to  his  name 
being  associated  wit-n  that  of  bis  nephew 
(Thomas  Mclnnes)  who  is  referred  to  in  the 
"  Citizen  "  as  a  refugee  in  the  United  States  in 
consequence  of  irregularity  in  British  Columbia 
Penitentiary :  Questions  whether  when  a  writer 
in  a  newsfiaper,  or  the  newspaper  itself,  calls  a 
senator's  nephew  a  fugitive  from  justice,  the 
senator  can  claim  the  right  as  a  question  of 
privilege  to  defend  his  nephew  and  attack  the 
newB|>a]>er  writer ;  hon.  gentleman  has  a  right 
to  defend  himself,  but  has  not  right  to  defend 
others  on  a  question  of  privilege,  132,  133. 

St.  Cvtharinem  and  Niagara  Central  Ry.  Co.'s 
Act,  B.  (60). 

On  M.  (Mr.  Sandford)  for  3rd  R.,  487  ;  on  the 
effect  of  the  amt.  (Mr.  Power),  488;  applica- 
tion of  2nd  cl.  of  Com.  not  to  apply  to  com- 
paniea  already  incx>rix>rated,  488-489;  B.  em- 
iK)dying  principle  jiaiised  by  .Senate  not  ratified 
by  H.  of  C  ,  489. 

Saw-pcst  IK  the  Ottawa  River. 

On  M.  (Mr.  Clemow)  for  copies  of  all  reimrts,  etc., 
104  ;  report  of  Com.  in  1888, 105  ;  Mr.  Edwards' 
mills,  105  ;  re  suspension  of  oi>eration  of  law  on 
May  1st,  107. 

See  iilm  "  Fisheries  Amt.  Act,  B.  (67). 

Senate,  vacancies  in.    See  "Senate." 

Vacancies  in  the  Senate. 
Inqy  :   Why  vacancies  have  been  allowed  to  re- 
main so  long  unfilled,  195 ;  ten  vacancies,  un- 
cunstitutioniility,  195-197. 

O'DONOHOB,  Hon.  John. 

On  Addrkhh  in  replvto  Speech  from  the  Throne. 
On  M.  (Mr.  Primrose)  for :   On  Mr.  Ferguson's 
Siieech  ;   Manitoba  school  question  ;  the  right 
a  Canadian  right,  90. 

Bankers  Like  Association  ok  Canada  Incohp. 
Act,  B.  (26). 
On  M.  (Mr.  jLougheed)  for  suspension  of  49th 
nile,  467 ;  should  be  referred  back  to  Com. 
with  a  view  to  changing  its  name,  467  ;  name 
calculated  to  deceive,  467. 
On  M.  (Mr.  Lougheed)  for  concurrence  in 
amt.  as  to  title,  467,  and  amt.  (Mr.  Scott) 
to  be  referred  back  to  Com.  with  instructions 
to  Kelect  another  name,  467  ;  correct  course  to 
send  B.  back  to  Com.  to  change  name,  467-468. 

Chute  Divorck  Case. 
On  M.  (Mr.  Kerchhoffer)  for  adoption  of  Com. 
re|x>rt,  186  ;  precedent  of  allowing  proceedings 
in  former  jiaiiers  a  bad  one  and  should  not  be 
concurred  in,  188. 


Divorce  Cases. 
"Chute." 


See: 


O'DONOHOB,  Hon.  John—Coneludtd. 

Drawbacks.    See  : 
"  Rebate  on  Exports." 

Fisheries  Act  Amt.  ;  B.  (67).  (Mr.  Angere). 
On  M.  (Mr.  Angers)  for  2nd  R.,  434 ;  resamed 
debate,  502.  Vested  interests,  537  ;  Mr.  ¥\-m- 
ing's  report,  537  ;  eulogy  of  Mr.  Fleming,  !i% : 
on  interfering  with  the  luipbering  inaa«tT, 
538. 

Fleming,  Sankord,  report  ok.    See  : 
"Fisheries  Act  Amt.  ;  B.  (67)." 

Lumbering  industry,  vested  iNTEBEsrrs,  etc.  Stt : 

"  Fisheries  Act  Amt.  ;  B.  (67)." 
Manitoba  School  Question. 
In  debate  on  the  address  in  reply,  96. 
On  inqy.  (Mr.  Scott)  as  to  rumored  cabinet  n- 
signations,  656.     'To  Sir  Frank  Smith :  qun>. 
suppose  Ontario  ministers  resign  sooner  Chu 
submit  to  remedial  legislation,  667-8. 

Rebate  on  exports. 
On  M.  (Mr.  Boulton)  for  returns  showing  lo«  M 
revenue  occasioned  by  payment  of  rebatwiif 
duties  on  customs  articles  exported,  16i>.  (hi 
Sir  Mackenlie  Bowell's  speech  :  drawback  ar. 
an  injury  to  the  farmer,  bringing  in  the  mater- 
ialc  free  a  benefit  to  artizans,  184. 

Remedial  legislation.    Sec: 
"  Manitoba  School  Question." 


Sawdust  in  the  Ottawa  river. 
"  Fisheries  Act  Amt.  ;  B.  (67). 


See: 


OaiLVIB,  Hon.  Alexander  W. 

Bankers  Like  As.sociation  ok  Canada  IscoKr. 
Act. 

On  2nd  R.  m.  (Mr.  Lougheed),  373.  Remart' : 
misleading  title,  and  oomiwny  with  siinilsr 
name  in  U.  8.,  374. 

On  report  of  B.  with  amts.  from  Com.  on  Bank- 
ing and  Commerce  (Mr.  Allan),  389 :  title  mi"- 
leading,  390. 

On  M.  (Mr.  Lougheed)  for  concurrence  in  aniL 
as  to  title ;  and  amt.  (Mr.  Soott)  that  E  lie 
referred  biick  to  Com.  with  instructions  U' 
select  another  name,  467  ;  c^ues.^  to  Mr.  Loug- 
heed, how  many  companies  in  V.  S.  with  f»mr 
name,  469. 

Civil  Service  Act  Amt.  ;  B.  (130). 
On  M.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  for  2nd  R.  'W. 

On  Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell's  sjieech:    retiring 

allowance,  712 ;    experience  required  in  C!uf 

toms  Dept.,  714. 
Reiiorted  B.  with  amt.  from  Com.  of  the  W. 

which  was  concurred  in,  718. 

Customs  Act  Amt.  ;  B.  (140). 
On  M.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  for  gnd  R.,  721 : 
petition  of  Montreal  Board  of  Trade,  724. 

Dominion  Atlantic  Ry.  Co.'s  B.  (48).— Mr.  Power. 
On  amt.  »<i.  (Mr.  McClelan)  on  M.  (Mr.  Pow<r) 
for  3rd  R.,  380 ;  on  amalgamation  of  the  tvd^ 
382-3. 

Explosions  resulting  krov  sawdust  dsposit. 
See: 
"  Fisheries  Act  Amt.  ;  B.  (67)." 
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OGILVIE,  Hon.  Alexander  W.—Contit»ud. 
FiSHRRiBS  Act  Amt.  ;  B.  (67).    Mr.  Angers. 
On  M.  (Mr.  Angers)  for  2nd  R.,  484  ;  resumed 
debate,  602.     On  Mr.  Sullivan's  speech :  on 
explosions  in  sumir.or  resulting  from  sawdust 
nuisance,  534. 
Report  of  B.  from  Com.  of  the  W.  without  amt., 
572. 

FisHBBlBS  AUT.  Act;  B.  (74).— Mr.  Angers. 
In  Com    of  the  W. — Report  of  B.   withamts. 
from  Com.  which  were  concurred  in,  386. 
Indepe.nuknt  Ordkr  of  Forkstbbs  B.  (84). 
On  M.  (Mr.  Clemowl  for  suspension  of  41st  rule, 
731 ;  objections  to  B. ,  731 ;  should  come  under 
the  life  insurance  laws,  731 ;  increasing  the 
amount  on  polity,  731-2. 

Inspection  Act  Amt.  ;  B.  (122).— Sir  Mackenzie 
Bowell. 
On  M.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  for  2nd  R.,  539 ; 
on  the  salaries  of  inspectors,  540-1 . 

Inscra-vcs.    See: 
"  Independent  Order  of  Foresters. " 

Insurance  Act  Amt.;  B.  (92). 
In  Com.  of  the  W. — On  the  insurance  of  child- 
ren, 466. 

Lanoenburoh  and  Southern  Rv.  Co.  Incorp. 
Act  ;  B.  (5.5). 
On  M.  (Mr.  Longheed)  for  3id  R.,  296 ;  remarks  : 
position  of  bondholders,  304  :  re  difference  in 
receipts  since  receivers  took  charge  of  Manitoba 
and  North-western  Ry . ,  304  ;  in  favour  of  B . , 
304. 

Montreal  Board  or  Trade,  petition  .    Sc:  : 

"  Customs  Act  Amt." 
Nova  Scotia  Steel  Co.,  Ltd.,  Amt.  Act;  B  (66). 
—Mr.  Power. 
On  3rd  R .  «i .  (Mr .  Power)  232 ;  false  representa- 
tions made,  unfair  transaction  for  minority,  233. 

Pensioning  civil  servants.    See: 

"  Civil  Servant  Act  Amt." 
Prince  Edward  Island  Railways  .    See : 

"  Railway  Communication  in  P .  E .  I . " 

Railway  Communication  in  Prince  Edward  Is- 
land. 
On  M.  (Mr.  Prowse)  for  copies  of  all  (letitions 
praying  for  railway  extension,  also  the  chief  en- 
gineer's report  thereon,  also  estimated  increasefl 
earnings  on  the  P.E.I.  Ry.,  which  will  be 
effected  by  the  operation  of  the  propc«ed 
branches,  541-2  ;  On  Mr.  Power's  speech  :  on 
the  tunnel,  557. 

Sawdust  in  the  Ottaw.^  River  .    See : 

"Fisheries  Act  Amt.;  B.  (67)." 
Seditious  and  cnlawcul  associations  and  oaths. 

See  "Tenth  Chapter  of  the  Consolidated  Statutes 
of  Lower  Canada,  Amt.  Act." 

Tenth  Chapter  op  the  Consolidated  Statutes 
for  Lower  Canada  Amt.  Act,  respecting 
seditiors  and  unlawful  associations  and 

OATHS,  B.  (7). 

On  M.  (Mr.  MacInneH,  Burlington)  that  House 
resolve  itself  into  Coin,  of  the  W.  on  B.,  329  ; 
explainK  standing  between  English  and  Cana- 
dian lodges,  A.f .  an4  A.M.,  329-30. 

In  Com.  of  the  W.:  amt.  m.,  330;  B.  reiK)rted 
from  Com.  without  amt.,  330. 


OQILVIB,  Hon.  Alexander  W.— Concluded. 
Tunnel  TO  P.E.I.     See: 

"  Railway  Communication  in  Prince  Edward  Is." 
Wheat  inspectors,  salaries  of.    See: 

"  Inspection  Act  Amt." 

Winnipeg  and  Hudson  Bay  Ry. 

On  explanation  of  B.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell) 
761 ;  settling  of  the  coimtry,  761 . 

PBRLEY,  Hon.  WUliam  Dell. 

On  Address  in  reply  to  Speech  from  the  Throne. 
On    M.  (Mr.    Primrose)    for :    on    Mr.    Powers 
speech  :  Hudson  Bay  Ry. ;  a  oolonirjition  road 
57. 

Agricultural  products,  taxation  on.    See : 
"Experimental  Farms  in  the  North-west" 
Civil  Service  Superannuation. 
On  M.  (Mr.  Power)  for  return  showing  names  of 
persons  superannuated  since  Ist  November  last, 
etc.,  622-23;  remarks  on  the  members  of  the 
civil  service,  629. 

Experimental  Farms  in  the  North-west. 
On  Inqy.  (Mr.  Wark)  whether  the  Experimental 
Farms  in  the  North- weat  might  not  be  advan- 
tageously used  in  introducing  valuable  imjjrove- 
ments  on  the  present  unprofitable  system,  454  • 
over  cultivation  of  the  land,  454 ;  mixed  farm- 
ing advocated,  454-55  ;  taxation  on  agricultural 
products,  455. 

Farming,  modern  methods.    See: 

"  Experimental  Farms  in  the  North-west." 

Fisheries  Act  Amt.,  B.  (67)— Mr.  Angers. 

On  M.  (Mr.  Angers)  for  2nd  R.,  434 ;  resumed 
debate,  502.  On  the  arguments  preceding, 
536 ;  time  for  limitation  shotild  be  extended  or 
wiped  out,  536 ;  on  exemption  of  certain 
rivers,  536-37. 

In  Com.  of  the  W. — Oncl.  1,  amt.  »>.,  exempting 
th(K<e  rivers  for  two  years  more  from  Ist  May, 
1,S95,  to  which  thelawhasnot  yet  been  enforced 
up  to  the  present  time,  561 ;  explanation  of 
amt.,  561 ;  on  striking  out  words  in  the  first 
section,  563  ;  to  Mr.  Angers,  meant  to  exclude 
the  Ottawa  River,  664.     Amt.  rejected,  568. 

Grand   Falls   Watkr-Poweb    and   Boom    Co 
Incokp.  Act,  B.  (95). 
Introduced*,  272. 
2nd  R*,  291, 
3rd  R.  m.,  602. 

Kingston  and  Pembkoke  Ry.  Co.'^  Act,  B.  (82). 
'         Introduced*,  612. 
2nd  R.*,  636. 
3rd  R.*,  678. 

Prince  Edward  Island  Railway.s.    See: 
"  Railway  Communication  in  P .  E .  I . " 

Privilege,  Qltstion  of. 
On  the  attention  of  the  House  being  called  (Mr. 
Mclnnes)  to  a  letter  which  apjieared  in' the 
Ottawa  Citizen  and  tnking  exception  to  his 
name  l*iug  associated  with  that  of  his  nephew 
(Thomas  Mclnnes)  who  is  referred  to  in  said 
letter  as  a  refugee  in  the  United  States  in  con- 
sequence of  irregularity  in  British  Columbia 
Penitentiary  :  .Remark :  retime  of  House  being 
occupied  with  questions  of  privilege,  134. 
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PBBLBY,  Hon.  WiUiam  T>e\l— Concluded. 
Public  Works  Act  Aut.,  B.  (123). 
Reported  B.  from  Com.  of  the  W.,  without  amt, 
574. 

Railway  Commcsic.^tiok  is  Prince  Edward 
Iklaki). 
On  M.  (Mr.  Prowse)  for  copies  of  all  petitions 
praying  for  railway  extension,  also  the  chief 
engineers  report  thereon,  also  estimated  earn- 
ings on  the  P.E.I.  Ry.,  which  will  \ie  effected 
by  the  operation  of  the  proposed  branches, 
541-42.  On  Mr.  Prowse's  speech  :  Mr.  Bavies' 
ix)litical  meeting,  54S.  On  Sir  Mackenzie 
Bowell's  speech:  speaking  of  free  trade,  re- 
mark :  the  time  will  never  come,  555. 

Saw-dcst  in  THjt  Ottawa  River.    See  : 
"  Fisheries  Act  Amt,  B.  (67)." 

SCPERANNl-ATION  OF  CiVIL  SERVANTS.      See  : 
"Civil  Service  Superannuation." 

POIRIER,  Hon.  Pascal. 
Commercial  Treaties  Act;  B.  (126). 
On  M.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  that  House  resolve 
itself  into  Com.  of  the  W.,  643;  amt.  m.  (Mr. 
McCallum)  for  six  months'  hoist,  645 ;  equit- 
ableneas  of  French  treaty,  ()50. 
French  Treaty.    Set  : 
"  Commercial  Treaties  Act." 

LOUISBOURO,  MONCMEST  PROPOSED  AT.      See  : 

"  Monument  jiroposed." 

Sec  also  "Ordnance  Lands  in  Nova  Scotia  and 
Cai*  Breton." 
Monument,  proposed,  at  Locisbocrg. 

Inqy. :  Is  the  Government  aware  that  the  Mas- 
sachusetts Society  of  Colonial  Wars  is  about  to 
erect  a  uionunient  at  LouisbourK,  Cajie  Breton, 
commemorative  of  the  taking  of  that  i>lace  in 
1745  ?  What  inscription  is  this  monument  to 
bear  ?  Poes  the  site  of  the  old  fortress  at  Louis- 
bourg  belong  to  the  Dominion  Government? 
If  not,  to  whom  does  it  belong  ?  136.  Remarks : 
unpleasant  feelings  stirred  up  in  the  Maritime 
Provinces  among  the  French  Canadians ;  news- 
i)aper  comments ;  historical  facts  of  the  case, 
136  7-«. 

Seeal»o  "Ordnance  Lands  in  Nova  Scotia  and 
Cape  Breton. 

Order  and  Procedure,  on  point  ok. 

Com.  on  Sailiraiis,  etc.— Irregularity  in  organiza- 
tion of  Com.  ;  appointment  of  Chairman,  110^13. 

Ordnance   Lands   in   Nova   Scotia  and  Cape 
Breton. 

Inqy.  as  to  agreement  entered  into  between  Im- 
perial and  Canadian  authorities  re  transfer  of 
ordnance  lands  to  the  latter.  What  ordnance 
lands  are  now  in  i>obse8sion  of  the  Dominion 
Govt,  in  Nova  Scotia  and  Cajje  Breton ;  also,  is 
tiie  Dominion  Govt,  not  entitled  to  the  posses- 
sion of  the  site  of  old  fortifications  at  Louis- 
bourg?  3.32;  difficulty  in  obtaining  oorrest>ond- 
ence,  .S32 ;  the  title  to  the  site  of  Louisbourg, 
333  ;  what  was  commemorated,  333 :  historical 
facts,^ ;  the  inscription  on  the  monument,  334. 
St.  John  River  Bridge  Co.  incorp.  Act.  ;  B.  (28). 

Introduced*.  195. 

2ud  R.  m.,  231.    Explanation  of  B.,  231 ;  answers 
to  Mr.  Power  re  location  of  bridges,  231. 
Treaty  with  France. 

"  Commercial  Treaties  Act." 


POWER,  Hon.  Lawrence  Qeofltey. 

Aberdeen,  Earl  ok,  tovr  thbocou  Casadh. 

In  debate  on  Address  in  reply,  58. 
Address  in  answer  to  speech  from  the  Thboxi. 

On  M.  (Mr.  Primrose)  for.  On  Sir  Mackena 
Bowell's  speech  :  diversity  of  opinion  on  the 
Manitoba  School  question,  20 ;  on  Mr.  Boultug's 
Bljeeoh :  same  provisions  with  respect  toSerarat^ 
Schools  extended  to  the  North-west  Temtorie- 
in  1874  as  applied  to  the  Prorince  of  Manittiba 
by  Act  of  1870,  32. 

On  the  Address:  changes  in  the  Cabinet, 48-$ : 
encoiiiums  on  Sir  Mackenzie  BowelL  W; 
mortality  of  premiers,  49;  Mr.  Fergysm'f 
entry  into  the  Cabinet,  49 ;  representatinn  frf 
Ca))e  Breton  and  Nova  Scotia  in  the  Cabinet, 
in  addition  to  the  High  Commissiuner.  50 :  m 
the  death  of  Sir  John  Thompeim,  SO;  Trnsiy 
with  France,  50;  intercolonial  jireferentisi 
trade,  00-1 ;  Manitoba  School  questkm,  51 : 
object  of  a  constitution,  51  ;  state  of  aff&irs  in 
Antigonish  under  the  National  Policj-,  ,t3: 
extracts  from  MontrwU  (iaiette  on  iufprfnc 
drawn  from  bye-elections,  34  ;  attitude  of  llx- 
Conservative  party  of  the  Provinc-e  of  Manitola 
previous  to  the  election  of  1892  on  the  scbxJ 
Question,  55  ;  re-enactment  of  Act  of  ISSl.oS; 
the  leader  of  the  Upix>sition  promises  not  to  n* 
the  Manitoba  School  question  to  get  into  power. 
66 ;  depression  of  trade  in  Canada.  oS ;  tb- 
deticit,  5C-7  ;  reducing  dutitu  and  incraein? 
the  revenue,  57  -8 ;  His  Ex.  's  tour  throngii 
Canada,  68  ;  admission  of  Newfoundland  int') 
the  Dominion,  58 ;  the  French  Shore  difficultr, 
68  ;  Insolvency  Law,  58. 

On  Mr.  Kaulbach's  speech  :  siiipuing  indiiitrr. 
74.     On    Mr.   Ferguson's    speecn :    Manital*. 
School  question,   94-7 ;    decrease  in   fanuiug 
population,  99  ;  regarding  ix>]nilation,  100. 
Agriccltural  Implements.     See: 

"  Rebate  on  Exports." 

Australian  Trade  ;  subsidizing  steamkbs.   Sa . 

"  Rebate  on  Exjwrts." 
Baie  Des  Chalec«b'  Scandal. 
On  M.  (Mr.  Landry)  for  copies  of  the  sworn 
declarations  of  Franjois  Langelier  and  Emeet 
Pacaud,  also  certain  proniissorv  notes ;  rise  to 
question  of  order,  not  ])n>per  place  to  apply  fcr 
these  (lapers,  should  a]>ply  to  Quebec  Legisla- 
ture, 296. 

B.\NK8H8'  Like  Association  op  Canada  Incopp. 
Act. 
On  2nd  R.  »«.  (Mr.  Lou^heed),  373 :  re  licensing 

company  from  U.S.  ^vlth  similar  name,  375. 
On  reiwrt  of  B.    from   Com.    on  Banking  and 
Commerce  (Mr.  Allan),  389  ;  gives  notice  siiull 
7/1.  an  amt.  to  change  title  of  B.,  390. 
Bket-Rooi  Sugar  Bounty  B.  (148). 
Remarks  before  going  into  Com.  of  the  W. :  ask 
for  information,  769. 
Behbing  Sea  Seal  Fishery.    See : 

"Fur  sealing  in  the  North  Pacific." 
Board  OK  apprai.ieks.    See: 

"  Ctistoms  Act  Amt, " 
Bounty,  BEET-ROOT  SUGAR.    See: 

"Beet-ixx)t  Sugar  B." 
British  Columbia  Penitentiary. 
On  Inqy.  (Mr.  Mclnnes,  B.C.),  calling  attention 
to  rejjort  of  Judge  Drake)  &a,  and  asking  if » 
commission  of  investigation  is  to  be  apiwinted, 
697  ;  on  Mr.  Bride's  health,  607. 
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POWER,  Hon.  Lawrence  Q.—Continwd. 
Bbitish  Columbia  Railway  Bblt  Lands  ;  B.  (M.) 

In  Com.  of  the  W.     Previous  legislation,  576; 
object  of  B.,  576. 
Bbitish  Columbia,  kjsprmkntation  in  the  cabinkt. 

In  debate  on  Address  in  reply,  49. 
British  Nobth  Ahbrica  Act,  re  copyright.    See  ; 

"Copyright  Law." 
BowKLL,  Sir  Maokenzib,  bncomiuns  on. 

In  debate  on  Address  in  reply,  4!t. 
Cabinet,  changks  ik. 

In  debate  on  Address  in  reply,  48-9. 

See  also  "Vacancy  in  Cabinet." 

Caxaij*  and  Watbbwayb.    See  : 
"  Tran8i>ortation  on  the  Great  Lakes." 

Capk  Bketok,  beprbsbntation  Of  IN  Cabinet. 

In  debate  on  Address  in  reply,  50. 
Chilukkn,  INSURANCE  of.    See: 

" Insurance  on  lives  of." 

Chute  Divorce  Case. 
On  M.  (Mr.  Kirchhoffer)  for  adoption  of  Cora. 
Report,  185;  asked  to  have  reiwrt  read,  186; 
precedents  for  sueinjr  in  forma  pau|>eri8  asked 
for,  186-7  ;  to  Mr.  Kirchhoffer,  B.,  not  granted 
in  Lawson  and  Walker  cases,  188. 

Civil  Service  Act  Amt  ;  (B.  130). 

On  M.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  for  2iid  K.,  697: 
on  Mr.  MaoInne8|8  (Burlington)  si)eech  :  ques. 
names  of  commissioners  ap|X)inted  in  1891,  700 ; 
tenure  of  office,  703;  iraktical  appointments, 
]Hitronage,  &c.,  703  4;  the  Knplish  and  U.S. 
systems,  704  ;  systom  of  oompetative  exam- 
ination, 704  ;  the  merit  system,  7o4 ;  reix>rt  of 
the  Commission  of  1891,  704-5;  o|>en  com- 
petitive examinations,  705;  ontheapiiointment 
of  writers  to  fill  the  |x»itionsnow  held  by  third 
class  clerks,  705 ;  effect  of  the  system,  705 ; 
Mr.  J.  J.  Mcliee  on  the  subject,  706  U  ;  making 
the  public  service  a  desirable  career,  706 ;  On  Mr. 
Kaulbach's  speech :  apjwintment  of  (lersons  un- 
fitted for  positions,  709.  On  Sir  Mackenzie 
Bowell's  :  on  selection  from  merit,  712  ;  ques. 
as  to  the  experience  of  the  Deputy  Minister  of 
Finance,  713;  the  U.S.  system,  713. 
In  Com.  of  the  W.— On  ol.  1;  opposes  B.  and 
111.,  that  Com.  rise,  716. 

Civil  Service  Super-insuation. 

M.  for  return  showing  names  of  persons  who 
have  been  sujierannuated  since  1st  November 
last,  4c.,  622-3;  summary  notice  of  dismissal, 
superannuation  allowance,  624 ;  the  printing 
bureau,  624  ;  indemnity  allowance  of  memliers, 
624-  5 ;  on  Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell's  speech :  civil 
Govt,  increase,  630-1. 

CoLTON  Divorce  Bill. 
On  M.  (Mr.  KirchhofIer(  for  ad<H)tion  of  Com. 
rei>ort,   189 ;  distribution    of  evidence    before 
third  reading,  189. 

Commercial  Treaties  Act  ;  B.  (126). 
On  M.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  that  House  re- 
solve itself  into  Com.  of  the  W.,  643  ;  amt.  vu, 
(Mr.  McCallum)  for  six  months  hoist,  645 ; 
steamship  communicaticn  with  France,  651 ;  on 
conferring  on  other  countries  same  advantages 
as  given  to  other  countries  for  benefit  derived, 
652 ;  free  trade  and  jjrotection ;  B.  adverse  to 
Canadian  interCHts,  652. 


POWER,  Hon.  Lawrence  Q-.—Cbottnued. 
Commissioners  1891,  names  of  report,  etc.    5ee  .■ 
"  Civil  Service  Act  Amt." 

COMMITTBES,   APPOINTMENT  OP.      See  : 

"Senate." 
Committees,  standing. 
On  M.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  to  appoint  Com. 

of  selection  ;  unusual  procedure  ;  objection  not 

pressed,  48. 
See  also  "  Order  and  Procedure . " 

Copyright  Act  Amt.,  B.  (F). 
On  M.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  for  concurrence  in 
amts.  ma<le  by  the  H.  of  C,  679  ;  satisfied  with 
them,  679. 

Copyright  Law. 
On  M.  (Mr.  Boulton)  for  return  of  correspondence 
in  regard  to  international  copyright  during  the 
past  year,  212. 

In  resumed  debate.  Comments  on  Mr.  Kaul- 
bach's speech,  246  ;  right  to  pass  such  a  statute 
under  B.  N.  A.  Act,  246 ;  Imperial  authorities 
not  treating  Canada  right,  246. 

Criminal  Code,  1892. 
On  M.  (Mr.  Angers)  for  appointment  of  hon. 
gentlemen  to  a  joint  committee  of  both  Houses  to 
report  upon  B.  (51)  intituled  :  "  An  Act  further 
to  amend  the  Criminal  Code,  1892;"  directs 
attention  of  Senators  to  fact  of  establishing  an 
objectionable  precedent,  carrying  principle  too 
far  in  appointing  joint  committee  to  consider 
few  amts,,  shoulcT receive  indej^endent  consider- 
ation, 271 ;  do  not  opixwe  M.,  hoped  it  would 
not  be  made  a  precedent,  272. 

Criminal  Code  Amt.  B.  (51). 

In  Com.  of  the  W.--On  Sec,  673  :  Amt.  m.,  753  ; 
verdict  of  eleven  jurors  in  four  hours,  753-4  ;  on 
late  stage  of  session  for  discussion  of  amt.,  766. 

On  M.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  for  3rd  R.,  76*! ; 
correction  of  minutes  of  previous  day's  proceed- 
ings, 766;  quotation  from  "Trial  by  Jury," 
766-8.  Amt.  ;».,  768 ;  amt.  lost  on  a  division, 
768. 

Customs  Act  Amt.  B.  (140). 
On  M.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  for  2nd  R.,  722 ; 
on  Mr.  Scott's  speech  :  ixwition  of  assistant 
commissioner,  724  ;  system  in  U.  S.,  724  ;  on 
providing  for  an  appeal  from  decision  of  the 
appraisers,  724-5.  To  Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell, 
rate  of  duty  25  per  cent,  727. 

Customs  Seizures  at  Montreal. 
On  ingy.  (Mr.  Bellerose)  re  certain  books  entered 
at  Montreal  and  detained,  200-1.  To  Mr.  Belle- 
rose  ;  qnes.  to  which  books  referring ;  House 
not  place  for  theological  discussion,  202.  On 
Mr.  Bellerose's  sjieech  :  action  taken  by  Mr. 
Bellerose  tends  to  advertise  book,  206-7 ;  book 
conies  under  provision  of  criminal  law,  sec.  179 
and  100,  207 ;  Customs  officials  failed  in  duty, 
207. 

Customs  Tarii-k  Act  Amt.  B.  (146). 
On  M.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  for  2nd  R.,  760 ; 
admission  of  lumber  into  U.  S.,  760-1. 

Da  VIES,  L.  H.,  M.P.,  remarks  on.    See; 

"Railway  Communication  in  P.E.I." 
Dbbatrs  CoHHirrBE. 

On  M.  (Mr.  Bellerose)  for  adoption  of  2nd  R<!i>ort, 
721 ;  terms  of  Mr.  Smith's  engagement,  721. 
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POWER,  Hon.  Laurence  Q.—CotUinwd. 
DRCHfiyss  Bridgr  Co.'8  B. 
On  M.  for  3rd  R.  (Mr.  McCallum).    Amte.  in 
Com.    incorrectly   reported  in  minutes,    248 ; 
■   to  Mr.  McCaUum,  au  not  wish   to  postpone 
reading  of  B.,  248  ;  do  not  propose  to  refer  B. 
back  to  Com.,  or  move  any  amt.,  268. 

Deficit,  thk.    See  ; 

"  Tariff  and  Trade  matters." 
Depression  in  tiiade.    Sire : 

"  Tariff  and  Trade  matters." 

Divorce  Cases).    S«e; 
"Chute." 
"Colton." 

Divorce  Committee,  resiosation  ok. 

On  report  presented  (Mr.  Kirchhoffer)  signed  by 
Messrs.  Kirchhoffer,  Read,  Lougheed,  Mr. 
Kindaey,  Maclnnes,  Primrose  and  Ferguson 
stating  that  they  have  decided  to  dechne  to 
serve  any  longer  on  the  Com.  and  giving  rea- 
sons therefor,  ind  on  M.  that  report  be  taken 
into  consideration  immediately,  268-70  ;  rise  to 
a  ques.  of  order,  report  cannot  be  considered 
now,  270. 

Objection  to  Mr.  Miller  reading  statement  while 
question  of  order  is  before  House,  355. 

On  M.  (Mr.  Miller)  for  ndjt.  of  the  House,  855  ; 
ques.  ;  ca>)  the  hon.  gentlemen  move  adjt.  of 
House  and  then  speak,  365.  On  Mr.  Mclnnes' 
(B.C.),  speech  :  hon.  gentleman  means  he  will 
not  be  a  i»rty  to  such  a  report  again,  362 ; 
merits  of  case,  363. 

Dominion  Atlantic  Ry.  Co.'s  B.  ;  (48). 

Ist  R.,  376.  Kxplanation  of  B.,  375.  >L  that 
rules  40  and  60  be  dispensed  with  as  regard 
this  Bill.,  reason  given,  376.  M.  agreed  to, 
376. 

2nd  R.  /ft.,  376.    M.  agreed  to,  376. 

M.  for  concurrence  in  aiuts.  made  by  the  Stand- 
ing Com.  on  Railways,  etc.,  380.  M.  agreed 
to,  380. 

3rd  B.  r/i.,  380 ;  <in  amt.  m.  (Mr.  McClelan) ; 
explains  the  position  of  the  case,  381 ;  com- 
ments <m  Mr.  Almon's  remarks  re  bogus  com- 
panies, 384 ;  on  amalgamation  of  road  with 
other  comimnies,  384  ;  gauge  of  the  road,  384  ; 
amt.  (Mr.  McClelan)  lost  on  a  division,  385. 
6.  read  the  3rd  time  and  |>as8ed,  385. 

Dominion  Lands  Act  Amt.  ;  B.  (116). 
In  Com.  of  the  W. — On  amt.  (Sir   Mackenzie 
Bowell),  4!]^ ;  ranchers  lands  and  location  of 
school  lands,  498. 

Drawbacks,  CNFAiRNK.sa  ok  practice.    See; 

"  Rebate  on  Exports." 
Duties,  rkgul.wion  ok.    See  : 

"Customs  Act.  Amt." 
E.\sters  Assuuance  Sociktt's  B.  (33). 

Iflt  R.,  3S0. 

M.  that  4l8t  rule  of  Senate  lie  suspended  as  re- 
gards this  B.,  explanation,  330-1.  .M.  agreed 
to,  3.S1. 

2nd  B.  m.,  331.  M.  agreed  to  and  B.  referred  to 
Com.  on  Banking  and  Commerce,  331. 

3rd  R.*,  376. 
Enoush  svstkm,  civil  service.    Sec : 

"  Civil  Service  Act  Amt." 
Examination,  civil  service.    See  : 

"  Civil  Service  Act  Amt." 


POWER,  Hon.  Laurence  0.—a»uimud. 
Experimental  Farms  ik  the  Nobth-west. 
On  inqy.  (Mr.  Wark),  whether  the  experimental 
farms  in  the  North-weat  might  not  be  ad\^n- 
tageously  used  in  introducing  valuable  improiie- 
ments  on  the  present  unprofitable  syston,  4^ : 
rotation  of  crops  in  farming,  455  :  cost  of  the 
e  V  perimental  farms,  456  ;  re  Knowledge  of  fann- 
ing, 456. 

Farming,  modern  methods.    See: 

"  Experimental  Farms  in  the  Nortb-weet.^ 
Female  Offenders  Amt.  Act  B.  (J). 

Introduced*,  247. 

2nd  R.  ni.,  280 ;  explanation  of  B.,  280^1 ;  reply 
to  Mr.  Macdonald,  B.C.,  institution  open  to 
inspection  by  government,  281 ;  reply  to  Mr. 
Kaulbach,  sentence  the  offender  to  a  longer 
period  ;  for  the  game  offence,  281 ;  <^uestioD.<  U 
detail  subject  for  Committee,  282  ;  city  of  Half- 
fax  not  contributing  towards  support  of  insti- 
tution, 282. 

3rd  R.*,  329. 

Ferguson,  Hon.  John,  entry  into  Cabinet. 

In  debate  on  address  in  reply,  49. 
Fiscal  policy.    See  : 

"  Tariff  and  Trade  matters." 
Fisheries  Act  Amt.  ;  B.  (67). 

On  M.  for  2nd  R.  (Mr.  Augers),  430 ;  objection 
to  2nd  R.  of  B.  without  discussion,  430.  M. 
for  2nd  R.  to-morrow  (Mr.  Angera),  430. 

On  M.  for  2nd  R.  (Mr.  Angers),  434  ;  saw-dust  at 
the  mouth  of  the  Rideai  Canal,  436. 

On  resumed  debate,  502.  On  Mr.  Scott's  siieech : 
disposal  of  sewage  in  Chicago,  507.  Comments 
on  Messrs.  Vicuil  and  Kauibach's  8}>eeche% 
516;  reportof  Coram ittee  in  1888, 516;  (lOiiition 
of  the  lumbermen,  517  ;  scarcity  of  fi»h,  .Mr : 
the  government's  position  if  the  law  is  left  ti> 
their  discretion,  517  ;  the  law  in  Maine,  517-"* : 
in  Colorado,  518 ;  in  Washington,  518 ;  in 
England,  518 ;  sewage  in  the  nver,  518.  (.m 
Mr.  Primrose's  speech  :  case  of  Mr.  Edwards. 
530.  On  Mr.  Sullivan's  speech  :  explosions  in 
the  river,  534.  On  Mr.  O'Donohoe  s  spe«:h : 
Mr.  Sanford  Fleming's  report,  537. 

In  Com.  of  the  W.— On  cl.  1.  On  amt.  (Mr. 
Perley),  561 ;  explanation  of  amt,  562  ;  depriv- 
ing (loyernor  General  in  Council  of  power  nf 
exemption,  563-4;  meaning  of  amt.,  .'i6.>-6: 
Escuminac  River  not  exemjited,  567.  On  el.  2. 
Reflection  on  action  of  iiarliament,  570  ;  assur- 
ance given  to  mill-owners  that  law  would  n^>t 
be  enlorced,  570-1. 

Fisheries  Amt.  Act  ;  B.  (74).    Mr.  Angers. 
In  Com.  of  the  W. — Suggests  different  wording 
of  cl.,  386. 

French  Treaty.    See  : 

"  Commercial  Treaties  Act." 
"  Fruits  ok  the  Confessional."    See  : 

"Customs  seizure  at  Montreal." 
Fur  se.\l  kishino  in  the  North  Pacific. 
On  Inqy.  (Mr.  Macdonald,  B.C.)  as  to  whether 
any  further  information  had  been  received  from 
the  Imjjerial  Govt,  with  regard  to  the  propoei'd 
regulations  of  the  seal  fisheries  in  the  Facitic, 
233 ;  Act  of  1893  did  not  deal  with  that  nrt  uf 
Pacific,  234 ;  to  Mr.  Macdonald  (B.C.),  Russia 
not  a  ijartjf  to  the  agreement,  234  ;  agre^mt- nt 
with  Russia  more  favourable  than  agreement  of 
1893  with  the  U.S.,  234. 
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FOWEB,  Hon.  Laurence  Q.— Continued. 
tftofte,  ToBONTO,  VIIW8  OF.    See: 

"  Manitoba  School  Question."  , 

GoiD  Smsltiso,  B0NC8.    See: 
"  Silver-lead  Smelting  Act." 
Good   Shepherd  Industrial  Rkfcoe  axd  Rk- 
FORMAl-ORY.    See : 
"Female  Offenders  in  Nova  Scotia." 
Grand   Falls  Water  Power  akd  Boom  Co.'8 
Inoobp.  Act.  ;  B.  (96). 
On  3rd  R.  m.  (Mr.  Perley),  502 ;  re  title  of  com- 
pany, 502. 
Grkat  Northern  Ry.  ov  Winnipbo. 
On  Inqy.  (Mr.  Boulton)  re  Htarting  point  of  Rail- 
way :  remark,  184. 
On  I^qy.  (Mr.  Boulton)  if  statement  is  correct 
that  plans  and  profiles  have  been  approved  of 
by  I>ept.  of  Railways  and  Canals  and  trans- 
mitted  to  the    company,   etc.,   267.     To  Mr. 
Boulton,  ques.  how  much  of  the  rails  have  been 
consiuned  Dy  rust  and  would  it  be  worth  while 
to  take  up  the  40  miles  of  rails  and  lay  them 
down  in  the  neighbourhood  of  Lake  Dauphin, 
268.     To  Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell,  groHS  blunder 
was  made  in  departing   from  old  location  of 
C.P.R.  from  Winnipeg  to  the  Pacific  Coast,  268. 

Hamilton  Dlstillert  Co.'s  B. 

On  2nd  R.  m.  (Mr.  Maclnnes,  Burlington),  effect 
of  the  B.  in  connection  with  trade  with  Jamaica, 
231. 
Hamilton  and  Lake  Ebik  Power  Co.'8  B.  (86). — 
(Mr.  Maclnne*,  Burlington.) 

On  M.  (Mr.  Maclnnes,  Burlington)  that  the  4l8t 

rule  of  the  House  be  suspended  so  far  as  relates 

to  this  B.,  430 ;  advises  m.  concurrence  in  the 

amts.,  431 ;  explains  change,  431. 

Harbour  Couuibsionkrs  op  Three  Rivers  B.  (113). 

On  M.  (Sir  Mackenzie  BoweU)  for  2nd  R.,  538; 
on  the  commissioners  selling  their  debentures, 
639. 
High  Commtssionbb,  Ca.vadian. 

Reference  to,  in  debate  on  Address,  60. 
HcpsoN  Bay  Railway  Subsidy. 

On  M.  (Mr.  Miller)  for  all  Orders  in  Council, 
{lapersi,  etc.,  land  grant,  121 ;  Mr.  Kaulbach 
quoting  from  Montreal  (Jazette  re  Mr.  Laurier, 
1^ ;  rearrangement  of  the  subsidy,  127 ;  how 
the  legislation  stands  at  present,  127 ;  con- 
tractors going  to  work,  128. 

See  alfo  " Tariff  and  Trade  matters." 
Indemnity,  members,  B.    See  ; 

"  Senate  and  House  of  Commons  Act  Amt." 
Indian  Act  Amt.,  B.  (G.) — Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell* 

On  M.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  for  2nd  R.,  139  ; 
powers  of  Superintendent  General ;  leasing  of 
the  land  ;  cl.  141,  amt.,  143-44. 

In  Com.  of  the  W. — On  Ist  cl. ;  leasing  of  the 
land  by  the  Sujierintendent  General,  164-65 ; 
In  answer  to  Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell :  leasing 
Indian  lands  to  white  men  an  abuse,  165-66. 

In  Com.  of  the  W.,  resumed. — On  cl.  1  ;  amt. 
pro{)used,  I'M;  obtaining  consent  of  Indian, 
192, 

On  cL  3 :  title  of  life  chief,  value  of,  193. 

On  cl.  6 :  Indians  smuggling  goods  into  the  U.S., 

On  cl.  7,  subsection  2 :  Indian  agents  ux-o(ficio 
justices  of  the  peace,  exemption  of  Manitoba, 
195. 

On  cl.  8  :  amt.  suggested,  re  yearly  return  of  re- 
ductions of  rent  and  purchase  money,  195. 
55 


POWER,  Hon.  Laurence  &.— Continued. 

IMSAKB  PKI80KBR8,  OARE  OF.      See  : 

'  "  Penitentiaries  Act  Amt." 
Insolvency  Act,  B.  (A). 
On  M.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  for  2nd  R.,  149 ; 
on  ground  for  postponement  of  decision ; 
petitions  from  b(»rds  of  trade  ;  bankers  in- 
terested ;  appropriate  to  introduce  B.  this  year 
in  H.  of  C.,  156;  law  in  the  Province  of 
(Quebec,  156-57:  Halifax  Board  of  Trade 
opposed  to  B. ;  position  change  since  last  year ; 
(hitario  Act  vdtra  vires,  157  ;  regarding  Nova 
Scotia ;  no  demand  or  necessity  for  B.,  138. 
To  Sir  Mackenzie  BoweU  :  re  expression  nsed, 
160. 

Insolvency  Law.    See : 
'•  Tariff  and  Trade  matters." 

Inspection  Act  Amt.,  B.  (122) — (Sir  Mackenzie 
Bowell). 
On  M.  (Sir  Mackenzie  BoweU)  for  2nd  R.,  639; 
salaries  of  wheat  inspectors,  540. 

Insurance  Act  Aht.,  B.  (92). 
On  M.  (Mr.  Angers)   that  B.  |be  referred  to  a 

Com.   of    the  W.,   433;    objection,    434.     B. 

allowed  to  stand  until  to-morrow,  434. 
In  Com.  of  the  W. — On  1st  cL  :  directs  attention 

to  an  omission  in  proposed  subsection?,  464; 

no  provision   made  on    what  date   statement 

shall  be  submitted,  464 ;  conflict  between  earlier 

part  and  latter  part  of  sub-clause,  466.      Cl. 

adopted  without  amt.,  466. 
On  amt.   (Mr.   Scott)  proWding   that  corporate 

name  of  comi>any  applying  for  license  is  not 

that    of    any    other    company,    460 ;    suggest 

qualifjnng  amt.,  466. 

Insurance  on  Lives  of  Children. 
On  Inqy.  (Mr.  McClelaii)  calling])  attention  of 
Senate  to  crimes  from  ^nractice .  of  insuring 
children  and  asks  if  Govt,  intends  to  take  any 
measures  to  restrict  such  practice,  251.  To  Mr. 
Boulton,  hon.  gentleman  a  full  'blown  pro- 
tectionist, 265. 

Intbboolonial  preferential  trade.    See : 

"  Tariff  and  Trade  matters." 
International  Coptbioht.    See : 

"Copyright  Law." 
Juries.    See: 

"  Criminal  Code  Amt." 
Lanoenbcbo  and  Southern  Railway  B. 

On  M.  for  2nd  R.  (Mr.  Lougheed) ;  in  letting 
2nd  R.  pass  House  does  not  commit  itself  to 
principle  of  B.  which  is  to  duplicate  or  parallel 
existing  lines,  272.  *       •  ■ 

On  M.  (Mr.  Lougheed)  for  3rd  R.,  296  ;  remarks  : 
on  the  report  of  the  Committee,  296-  97 ;  history 
of  the  construction  of  the  road,  297  ;  position 
of  the  comi«uiy,  297  ;  effect  of  the  construction 
of  the  road,  29t ;  object  of  the  B.,  297  ;  passage 
of  B.  injurious  to  railway  building  in  Canada, 
297-98 ;  extract  from  petition  presented  on 
behalf  of  morteages,  298 ;  defer  B.  until  next 
session,  298.  To  Mr.  Drummond,  re  perpetra- 
ting a  swindle,  301.  On  Mr.  Scott's  speech,  re 
bondholders  gaining  possession  of  the  180  miles 
section,  305.  On  Mr.  Lougheed's  speech,  re 
time  g^ven  to  English  bondholders  to  appear 
before  Com.,  308. 

LlGUORi's  THEOLOQT.    See: 
"Customs  seiaure  at  Montreal 
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POWBB,  Hon.  Laurence  O.— Continued. 

Lobster  Fishebt  Act  Ajrr. ;  B.  (91).— Sir  Mac- 
kenzie Bowell. 

On  M.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  for  2nd  R.,  677 ; 
stamping  "f  cases,  578-79.  On  Mr.  Almon's 
speecn '.  on  the  age  injuring  lobsters  in  the 
cans,  581. 

In  Com.  of  the  W.  — Rep«al  of  sec.  3  of  last  year's 
Act,  612 ;  labelling  of  cans  612 ;  packing  of 
lobsters,  612 ;  stamping  the  cases,  612-13 ;  date 
of  canning,  613  ;  license  tax,  613  ;  (irovision 
with  respect  tu  slats  and  rods  of,  the  traps,  613 ; 
marking  of  boats  and  gear  of  fishermen,  613 ; 
on  supervision  of  factories,  614  ;  license  fee 
paid  by  the  packer,  614 ;  no  wealthy  factories, 
614  :  on  license  tax,  617  ;  stamping  the  cans,  617. 

On  subsection  3  :  stamping  the  date  on  the  cans, 
618  ;  name  ot  the  packer  in  the  can,  620-21 ; 
arot.  »!.,  621 ;  on  familiarity  with  lobster  busi- 
ness, 622.    Amt.  kut,  622> 

In  Com.  of  the  W.,  resumed,  638.  On  the  words 
case  or  package,  638. 

On  3rd  K.  <n.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  640 ;  m. 
amt.,  640 ;  trade  mark  goes  on  label  along  with 

'  name  of  packer,  641.  Amt.  lost  (C.  9,  N.-C, 
38),  64H2. 

LOUISBCHG,  UONUXEKT  AT.     See  : 

"Ordnance  Lands  in  Nova  Scotia  and  Cape 
Breton." 

LCMBEK,  ADMISSIOS  KREKTO  U.S.      &e  ; 

"  Customs  Tarifif  Act  Arot.  B." 

LCMBERING,  INDUETRT,  VKSTBII INTEKRSTB,  ETC.     See: 

"  Fisheries  Act  Amt.  j  B.  (67)." 

McBbioe,  Warden,  state  op  health.    See : 

"  British  Columbia  Penitentiary." 
McGee,Mr.  J. J.,onthbcivilsebvice8Y8Tkm.  See: 

"  Civil  Service  Act  Amt." 

Manitoba  Road  allow.\ncb  Act  Amt.  ;  B.  (114). 
In  Com .  of  the  VV.  — Ques .  why  are  clauses  4  and 
5  almost  identical,  694. 

Manitoba  School  Qcebtion. 

In  debate  on  Address  in  reply  ;  On  Sir  Macken- 
zie Bowell's  speech,  20;  on  Mr.  Boulton's 
speech,  32;  on  Mjr.  Ferguson's  speech,  94,  97. 
On  the  address,  32,  51,  56,  56. 

On  Inqv.  (Mr.  Scott)  as  to  rumored  Cabinet 
resignations,  656.  On  Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell's 
speech  :  name  of  the  writer  of  lette  from  an 
Ontario  judge,  676. 

OnM.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  for  adjmnt.  of 
House,  803 ;  views  laid  down  in  a  leading  To- 
ronto newsjiaper  not  the  views  of  the  Liberal 
party,  803-4 ;  on  the  action  of  the  govt.,  804. 

Mabkland  Mortgage  Act  ;  B.  (136). 
In  Com.  of  the  W.— Terms,  name  of  purchaser, 
etc.,  692-3. 

Mikistebial  Chan'ges 
ons  from  L 
'  Vacancies  in  the  Cabinet. 

Mortgage.     See  : 
"  Markland  Mortgage  B. " 

National  Policy,  efkeot  op.    See : 
"  Tariff  and  Trade  matters . " 

Newpol-ndland  Conpkdbbation. 
In  debate  on  Address  in  reiJy,  68. 
&ealso,  "Union  with  Newfoundland. 


Explanations  from  Leader  of  Oovemment,  103. 

See  also     "  V,iy.oTioi»H  in  t.h*»  OllKin*.t_" 


POWBB,  Hon.  Laurenoe  Q.—Omtnned. 
North-west  Tbbbitorixs  Act  Amt.;  B.  (136), 
In  Com.  of  the  W. — On  cj.  8:  provision  inca»r 
of  absence  of  Speaker  for  sending  in  resigns- 
tions,  637  ;  Amt.  m.,  637  ;  M.  agreed  to,  637. 

Nobth-west  TcBBiTOBias  Rkpreskntation  B.  (Ull 
In  Com .  of  the  W .  — On  cl .  2 :  placing  nanun  (m 
the  voters'  list  two  days  before  electioai,  751 ; 
comments  on  Mr.  Ferguson's  remarks  on  tiK 
old  law ;  the  voters'  lists,  752 ;  regaiiding  ih» 
enumerators,  753. 

Nova  Scotia,  representation  op  w  Cabixet. 
In  debate  on  address  in  reply,  SO 

Nova  Scotia  Steel  Ca,  Ltd.,  Amt.  Act  ;  B.  (561 

Introduced*,  210. 

2nd  R.  m.,  232;  B.  explained,  232. 

B.  reported  from  Banking  and  Commerce  Com. 
(Mr.  Allan)  with  amt.:  concurrence  in  amt.  %i. 
and  agreed  to,  314. 

Srd  R.  m.,  838.  In  reply  to  Mr.  Almon's objec- 
tions ex|>laina  the  B.  had  been  allowed  to  i«e 
Com.  without  interference,  339.  M.  agreed 
to,  340. 
.  M.  to  return  to  the  Nova  Scotia  Steel  Co.,  the 
original  deed  of  sale,  etc. ,  432.  Explained,  M. 
drawn  up  by  a  law  clerk  who  thought  thi^ 
course  necessary,  432.     M.  agreed  to,  4S!. 

Odell  Divorce  Case. 

On  consideration  of  9th  report  of  Com . ;  divorce 
cases  tried  in  the  courts.  223-4 ;  divisi<jn  of  the 
Court  of  Queen's  Bencn,  province  of  Quebec, 
224;  taking  the  question  out  uf  the  jari8dicti.7D 
of  the  Supreme  Court  and  dealing  with  it  in 
Senate,  234  ;  comments  on  the  Divorce  Com., 
224 ;  question  of  petitioner  paying  costs  I**i- 
tion  of  resp  ndent  under  cross-examinatiic, 
224 ;  suggestion  for  proceedings  to  oe«9e  before 
Divorce  Cora,  pro  tern,  224-5;  statement  lA 
complainant's  counsel  re  fresh  evidence^  227 :  t» 
Mr.  Mclnnes  (B.C.)  the  Hart  c-aae  229. 

Order  and  Procedure. 

Bill,  Amt.  not  germane  to,  etc. — ^Not  in  order  u> 
m.  amt.  in  Com.  of  the  Vf.,  not  being  ^nuan'' 
to  B.  (Seditious  and  unlawful  assoriatiuni<  and 
oaths  B. ),  330 ;  B.  reported  from  Com.  wn  thu-j: 
amt.  (Mr.  Vidal),  330. 

Bill,  amt.  ineorreetlp  reporled. — Delaying  3rf  R 
of  Deschenes  Bridge  Co.'s.  B.  248. 
BiUa,  private  .irrl  R, — Same  day  that  B.  is  reportai 
from  Com.,  objected  to,  as  in  direct  violation  <if 
Rule  70.  (Red  Mountain  Ry.  Co.'sB.);and 
.3rd  R.  postixmed,  270-1. 

Billt,  public,  intcrferinfj  Kith  i  rivaie  U^tlatian.— 
Took  exception  to  4th  el.  in  Winnipw  CJivat 
Northern  Ry.  Co. 'a  B.,  794-5.  The  S|ieafcer 
^nded  that  public  measures  should  not  interfere 
with  private  legislation  where  private  inten^ts 
are  at  stake,  and  that  cl.  should  be  struck  out 
of  B.,  796. 

Com.  on  Railxeays,  ete. — Irregularity  in  organiza- 
tion of  Com. ;  apixiintment  of  chairman,  110  13. 

Commitlee  report,  deferring  ron««/era(iVm  o/ptti- 
tion.     See  "  Odell  Divorce  case  "  (above). 

Committees,  Standing,  appointment  of. — As  to  in- 
troduction of  m.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Iwwell)  before 
I»assage  of  Address,  48. 

Debate,  remarks  not  relevant — Hold  Mr.  Fergumii 
out  of  order  in  discussing  the  dairy  question  in 
connection  with  the  matter  under  consideration 
(Railway  Communioation  in  Prince  EdwaM 
Island),  560. 
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POWER,  Hon.  Laurenoe  Gt.— Continued. 
Order  and  FBOctDvim— Continued. 

Deljote,  quotimj  tpeecha  made  in  other  chamber.  — 
Improper  to  quote  or  refer  in  one  House  to  a 
debate  in  the  other  House,  549  ;  authority,  556. 

Divorce  procedure. — See  "  Odell "  case  (above). 

Joint  committees,  appoirUmitU  of. — Points  out 
estabhshing  of  an  objectionable  precedent  and 
departure  from  usual  parliamentary  procedure 
in  appointing  joint  committee  to  consider 
amendmenti.  (Criminal  Code,  1892),  271-2. 

JUotion  for  adjt.  of  House  to  read  statement.  — On 
M.  (Mr.  Miller)  for  adjt.  of  House  in  order  to 
read  statement  answering  charges  made  in  re- 
jMrt  from  certain  members  of  Divorce  Com., 
355.  Questions  right  to  m.  adjt.  and  then 
speak,  355. 

Order,  que*,  of,  imviediate  eontidcralion  of  report. 
—Rise  to  jx>int  of  order  on  M.  (Mr.  Kirch- 
hoffer)  for  immediate  consideration  of  report  of 
Divorce  Com.,  resigning,  270. 

Pauert,  brin  ing  dovm  of.— On  M.  (Mr.  Landry) 
for  certain  documents  in  Baie  dee  Chtdeurs 
Scandal  case;  rise  to  ques.  of  order,  not  the 
place  to  ask  for  these  papers,  should  apply  to 
the  Quebec  legislature,  296.  On  exjilanation 
(Mr.  Angers)  M.  agreed  to,  296. 

Parliamimt,  reflection  on  action  of. — Mr.  Angers 
stated  that  when  the  Senate  last  year  intro- 
duced an  amt.  to  B.  from  House  of  Commons, 
Senate  was  not  supplied  with  necessary  infor- 
mation, 570 ;  reflection  on  the  action  of  Parlia- 
ment, very  unparliamentary,  570. 

Prejudicing  case  before  Court.:. — Sec;  "Odell 
Divorce  Case  "  (above). 

BtUet,  tutpensitm  of.—M.  that  41st  rule  of  Senate 
be  suspended  as  regards  Eastern  Assurance 
Society's  B,  and  gave  explanation,  331.  M. 
agreed  to,  331. 

Bules,  svtpcimon  of. — M.  for  susjiension  of  rules 
as  regards  B.  intituled  "  An  Act  to  incorporate 
the  Dominion  Atlantic  Ry.  Ca",  376.  M. 
agreed  to,  376. 

Ordxa.ncb   Lands   in  Nova  Sootla  and  Capb 
Breton. 

On  Inqy.  (Mr.  Poirier)a8  toagreemententered  with 
between  Imperial  and  Canadian  authorities  re 
transfer  of  ordnance  lands  to  the  latter.  What 
ordnance  lands  are  now  in  possession  of  Domin- 
ion Govt,  in  Nova  Scotia  and  Caiie  Breton, 
also  is  the  Dominion  Govt,  not  entitled  to  the 
possession  of  old  fortifications  at  Louisbourg, 
332 ;  re  title  to  the  property,  338. 
Penitentiaries  Act  Amt.,  B.  (66).— Mr.  Angers. 

On  2nd  R.  m.  (Mr.  Angers),  340 ;  on  Istol.  re  do- 
ing away  with  accountant,  340. 

In  Com.  of  the  W.  — On  2nd  cl.  removing  insane 
convicts  into  asylums,  340-1. 

On  Srd  R.  m.  (Mr,  Angers)  372  ;  m.  amt.  re  send- 
ing prisoners  on  becoming  insane  to  asylums  in 
same  province  as  convicted  in,  372-  3.  On  Mr. 
Sullivan  pointing  out  special  qualities  of  some 
asylums,  withdraws  amt.,  373. 
Pbxitentiabibs  Act  Amt.  B.  (131). 

On  2nd  R.  »«.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell),  728 ;  on 
uniformity  of  salaries  of  officers,  728. 

In  Com.  of  the  \V.— On  3rd  cl.  Cl.  should  be 
struck  out,  734 ;  duties  and  salaries  of  surgeon 
and  chaplain,  734  ;  British  Columbia  peniten- 
tiary and  others  cited,  734  ;  m.  that  cl.  be 
struck  out,  736 ;  on  the  amount  of  salary,  737  ; 
tho  pay  of  the  chaplains  and  surgeons  too  much 
in  the  small  penitentiaries,  739-740 ;  no  objec- 
tion to  Mr.  Stewart,  741 ;  amt.  lost  on  a  divi- 
sion, 742. 

Remarks  on  the  prerogative  of  the  Senate,  74K-3. 

55^ 


POWER,  Hon.  Laurence  O.— Continued. 
Political  appointiients,  civil  srbvice.    See  : 

"Civil  Service  Act  Amt." 
Premiers,  mortality  ok. 

"In  dobttte  on  Address  in  reply,  49." 
Prince  Edward  Island  Rts.    See: 

"Railway  Uommunication  in  P.E.I." 
Printing  Bureau,  repbrbnce  to.    See  : 

"  Civil  Service  Superannuation." 
Printing,  Public. 
On  Return  being  laid  on  the  Table  (Sir  Mackenzie 
Bowell)  called  for  July  llth,   1894,  888  ;  detail 
of  cost  of  printing,  1883-93,  for  comparison  of 
contract    and    government    systems ;    regrets 
voluminous  character  of  rettim,  explains  M., 
simply  to  get  amount  for  each  service,  185. 
Inqy.,   calls  attention   to  unsatisfactory  return 
presented  on  Slst  May  last,  of  sums  paid  for 
public  iirinting  from  30th  June,  1883,  to  30th 
June,  1893,  and  asks  if  they  will  not  cause  a 
more  satisfactory  return  to  be  made,  718 ;  re- 
marks :  object  of  asking  for  return  ;  printing 
not  done  as  promptly  as  under  the  old  system, 
ete.,  719.     Further  remarks :  object  of  return  ; 
return  does  not  carry  out  object ;  intention  of 
the  House  defeated,  721. 
Prorogation  of  Parliament. 
Inqy.  as  to  prorogation  of  Parliament,  691-2  ;  on 
influencing  members  in  the  H.  of  C,  692. 
Protection.    See  : 

"  Tariff  and  Trade  Mattere." 
Public  Service.    See  : 
"Civil  Service  Act  Amt." 

Railway    Communication    in   Prince   Edward 
Island. 

On  M.  (Mr.  Prowse),  for  copies  of  all  petition  » 
praying  for  railway  extension,  also  the  chief 
engineer's  report  thereon,  also  estimated  in- 
creased earnings  on  the  P.E.I.  Ry.  which  will 
be  effected  by  the  operation  of-  the  proposed 
branches,  541-2 ;  On  Mr.  Prowse's  speech  :  the 
government  built  your  road,  544 ;  point  of  oi-der, 
649  50 ;  on  Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell's  speech  : 
govt,  aid  to  railways,  6.W !  point  of  order  refer- 
ring to  speeches  made  in  the  other  chamber,  556 ; 
the  tunnel  scheme,  556-7 :  supports  railway 
branches,  557 ;  regjarding  Mr.  Prowse's  com- 
ments on  Mr.  Davies,  557.  On  Mr.  Ferguson's 
(P.E.I,  speech  :  was  not  the  predecessor  of  the 
"Northern  Light"  a  good  boat,  558;  ques. 
what  has  dairying  industry  to  do  with  railways, 
659;  point  of  order,  660;  simply  dealt  with 
question  of  railways,  660. 

Rebate  ON  Exports. 
On  M.  (Mr.  Boulton)  for  returns  Bho^ving  loss  to 
revenue  occasioned  by  payment  of  rebates  of 
customs  duties  on  article  exported,  166.  To 
Mr.  Boulton,  remark,  169 ;  re  subject  about  to 
be  discussed  no  connection  with  M.,  170.  Un- 
fainiessof  practice  of  allowing  drawbacks,  181 ; 
aericultural  implements  cheaper  in  Dakota  and 
Michigan,  181 ;  subsidizing  steamers  from  Aus- 
tralia, 182.  To  Mr.  Maclnnes  (Burlington): 
Mr.  Boulton's  remarks  correct,  182 ;  did  not 
inspire  M.,  182. 

Red  Mountain  Ry.  Co.'s  B.  (58). 
On  report  of  B.   with  amts.   from  Com.   (Mr. 
Vidal);  B.  cannot  be  read  the  3rd  time  with- 
out notice,  sometimes  done  but  objectionable. 
270. 
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POWER.  Hon.  Laurence  Q.— Continued. 
Rbhbdial  legislation.    Sec: 
"  Manitoba  School  Question." 

RkVBNDB  ?H0M  EXCISB  AND  CCBTOMS. 

On  Mr.  Boulton's  speech  :  duty  upon  whisky  as 
high  aa  it  will  stsnd  without  incrpase  of  smug- 
glmg,  284.  To  Mr.  Dever,  twenty-five  cents 
more  custoins  duties,  289.  Remarks :  com- 
taents  on  Mr.  Boulton's  speech,  290  ;  on  smug- 

f;ling,  290;  concurs  in  desirability  of  raising 
argest  practicable  revenue  from  liquor,  290 ; 
the  Minister  of  Fitiance  and  temperance,  290. 
Revote  on  the  question,  294. 

Revbndb,  tariff  for.    See: 

"  TarifE  and  Trade  matters." 
Road  allowancb  in  Manitoba.    See: 

"  Manitoba  Road  Allowance." 
St.  Cathabinbs  and  Niagara  Central  Ry.  Co.'s 
Act  ;  B.  (60). 
On  M.  (Mr.  Sanford)  for  3rd  R.,  m.  in  amt.  that 
B.  be  not  now  read  a  3i"d  time  but  amended, 
4S7-8  ;  regrets  being  obliged  tu  go  on  with  M., 
488  ;  respecting  drainage,  488.  To  Mr.  Scott, 
ratification  of  agreement,  costs.  Ac,  492.  To 
Mr.  McCallum,  on  amt  to  Railway  Act,  496. 

St.  John  River  Bridge  Co.,  incoep.  Act;  B. 

(28).— Mr.  Poirier. 
On  2nd  R.  m.  (Mr.  Poirier) :  ques.  as  to  location 

of  bridge,  231. 
8rdR.*,  250. 


See: 


Salaries  op  pknitentiart  officials. 

"  Penitentiary  Amt  Act" 
Saw-dvst,  dumping  of,  in  rivers.    See: 

••Fisheries  Amt  Act ;  B.  (67)." 
Sawdcbt  in  Ottawa  River. 
On  M.  (Mr.  Clemow)  for  copies  of  all  reports, 
&c.  :  no  necessity  for  inquiry  if  existing  law  is 
carried  out ;  no  official  information  as  to  repeal 
of  Sec.  6  of  Fisheries  Act ;  no  useful  end  gained 
by  bringing  down  information  104-5  ;   reasons 
satisfactory    for  bringing  down  information  ; 
Dept  of  Marine  and  Fisheries  discontinuing  in- 
specting rivers,  105.  ^ 
See  also,  "  Fisheries 'Amt.  Act ;  R  (67). 

Seditions    and    unlawful    associations     and 
oaths.     See : 
"Tenth  Chapter  of   Consolidated    Statute  for 
Lower  Canada  Amt.  Act." 
Senate  Committees,  appointment  of. 
On  M.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  for  appointment 
of  Com.  of  Selection,  48  ;  objected  to  introduc- 
tion of  any  business  before  passage  of  Address, 
48. 
Senate  and  House  of  Commons  Act  Amt.  B.  (148). 
On  M.  (Mr.  Ferguson)  for  suspension  of  4l8t  rule, 

730;  objection,  730. 
On  2nd  R.  m.  (Mr.   Ferguson),  746 ;   objeeta  to 
extra  sessionij  allowance,  746  ;  customs  in  other 
countries,  746  ;  strongly  objects  to  this  legisla- 
tion, 747 . 
Sewage,  disposal  OF.    See; 

"Fisheries  Act  Amt  B.  (67)." 
Shore  Line  Ry.  Co.'s  Act  B.  (H). 
On  amts.  being  received  from  H.  of  C,  783-4  j  ex- 
planation of  amts.,  734  ;  M.  that  amts.  be  con- 
curred in,  734  ;  M.  agreed  to,  734. 


POWER,  Hon.  Iiaurenoe  O.—CotUiMud. 
Silveb-lead  Smelting  Act  B.  (142). 
In  Com.  of  the  W. — On  sec.  1 :  Bonos  to  penom 
ia  Nova  Scotia  who  smelt  gold,  790. 

Smith,  M.,  press  beforteb,  emflotmest  of.  Set : 
"Debates  Committee." 

Smuggling,  whiskv.    See : 

"  Revenue  from  Exciae  and  Customs . " 

Steamship  line  to  France.    See; 
"  Commercial  Treaties  Act . " 

ScPBRANNUATios  of  Civil  Sbrvants.    See; 
"  Civil  Service  Superannuation." 

Tariff  .^nd  Trade  matters. 

On  the  Address  :  Treaty  with  France,  50 ;  io- 
teicolonial  preferential  trade,  50 ;  the  Sieai 
policy  the  issue  at  the  Antigonish  election,  534 ; 
depression  of  trade  in  Canada,  56 ;  the  eSecc 
of  the  National  Policy,  56 ;  the  deficit  compared 
with  1873-78,  56-7  ;  subsidy  to  the  Hudson  Bay 
Ry.,  57  ;  protective  tariff  and  tariff  for  revenue, 
67-8  ;  Insilvency  Law,  58. 

On  Mr.  Kaulbach's  speech  :  shipping  industry,  74. 

On  Mr.  Ferguson's  speech  :  decrease  in  famung 
population,  99  ;  re  population  in  general,  100. 

Tenth  Chapter  of  the  Consolidatid  Statois 
fob  Lower  Canada,  Amt.  Act,  REspKcms 

SBDITIONS    AND    UNLAWFUL    ASSOCIATIONS  AND 
OATHS  B.  (7). 

Introduced*,  282. 

On  M.  (Mr.  Mclnnes,  BurUngton)  for  2nd  R., 

313 ;  explanation  of  B.,  313 
In  Com.  of  the  W.— On  amt  m.  (Mr.  OgilvieV 

amt  not  germane  to  B.  before  the  Com.,  not  in 

Older,  330. 
3rd  R.*,  340. 

Third  Class  Clerkships,  abolishment.    Set : 
"  Civil  Service  Act  Amt. " 

Thompson,  Sir  John,  dbaih  of. 
In  debate  on  Address  in  reply,  50. 

Tkanspobtation  on  THE  Gbeat  Lakes. 

On  M.  (Mr.  Boulton)  re  accenting  invitation  of 
U.S.  Congress  and  appoint  three  ounimissioners 
to  meet  three  commissionprs  appointed  by  the 
U.S.  govt  to  discuss  ways  and  means  whereby 
ocean  vessels  may  have  access  to  the  head 
waters  of  our  inland  navigation,  etc,  680.  On 
Mr.  Boulton's  speech  :  remarks  in  regard  ui 
expenditure ;  that  is  a  mere  bagatelle,  685 ; 
ques.  as  to  how  the  proportion  of  wheiat  carried 
bv  the  Erie  Canal  compares  with  the  propur- 
ti'on  carried  20  years  ago,  688.  Desirable  thing 
to  join  U.S.  in  a  commission,  689  ;  proportion 
of  freight  less  by  Erie  Canal  than  formally, 
689 ;  small  revenue  derived  from  the  canal, 
690  ;  on  waterway  for  ocean  going  vessels  to 
head  of  Lake  Superior,  690  ;  cost  of  deepening 
canals,  690.  On  Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell's  speech: 
on  appointmnt.  of  commission,  691. 

Treaty  with  France.    See : 
"  Commercial  Treaties  Act." 
See  also  "  'Tariff  and  Trade  matters." 

Trial  by  Jury.    See : 

"Criminal  Code  Amt  B." 
Tunnel  to  P.KL    See ; 
*  "  Railway  Communication  in  F.E.I." 
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POWBB,  Hon.  Laurence  G-.— Con«»u«f. 

UkJOK  with  NBWJODNnLAKD. 

On  suggestion  (Mr.  Wark)  calling  attention  to 
the  unsucceesful  negotiations  and  suggesting 
advisability  of  opening  a  correspondence  with 
Imperial  Uovt.  and  propose  such  joint  assistance 
as  would  enable  Newfoundland  to  enter  this 
Dominion  unembarrassed  by  financial  difficul- 
ties, 342 ;  on  the  unique  position  of  Mr.  Wark 
in  the  House,  »47 ;  refusal  of  Imperial  Govt, 
to  give  tjecuniary  assistance  to  Kewfoundland, 
347 ;  terms  offered  to  Newfoundland  by  Canada, 
$4f  ;  on  the  importance  of  Newfoundland's 
location,  347-8. 

United  States,  commission  on  canals,  etc.    See : 
"  Transportation  on  the  Great  Lakes." 

Ukitkd  States,  system  ok  appraising  and  ap- 
peal.   See  : 

"  Customs  Act  Amt." 
United  States  system,  civil  service.    See  : 

"  Civil  Service  Act  Amt." 
Voters'  Lists.    See  : 

"  N.  W.  T.  Representation  Act" 
WATEHWAi'S  AND  Canals.     See  : 

"  Transportation  on  the  Great  Lakes." 

\VhE.\T  1NSPECT0R.S,  SALARIES  OV.      See  : 

"  Inspection  Act  Amt. " 
Whisky,  increased  taxation  on.    See  ; 
"  Revenue  from  Excise  and  Customs." 
WiNiwoR  AND  Annapolis  Ry.  Co.'s  B.  (49). 
1st  R.,  330.    Company  commuting  their  claim 

with  govt,  for  duty,  330. 
2nd  R.  »t.,  341 ;  explanation  of  B.,  341.     M. 

agreed  to,  341. 
3rd  R.*,  380. 

Winnipeg  and  Great  Northern  Ry.  Co.'s  B. 
(150). 

On  M.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  for  1st  R.,  769; 
duty  of  the  members  to  act  in  public  interest, 
etc.",  779;  on  the  Premier's  remarks  on  Mr. 
Scott,  779  ;  economy  of  the  Govt. ;  what  the  B. 
proposes,  etc.,  77!)- 80;  circumstances  in  con- 
nection with  Act  of  1891,  780;  aBsigniiig  of  sub- 
sidy, 780;  the  money  that  was  put  into  the  road, 
781 ;  not  talking  against  time,  781-2 ;  provis- 
ions for  the  operation  of  the  road,  782 ;  after 
reciss :  Road  to  be  built  to  entitle  company  to 
subsidy,  783 ;  incorporation  of  the  company, 
783-4  ;  .9th  cl .  out  of  order ;  private  B .  784 ; 
position  of  the  contractors,  784.  On  Mr.  Clem- 
ow's  speech :  liability  of  the  Govt.,  788.  On 
Mr.  Angers :  time  limit  for  paying  subsidy-,  789. 

On  M.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Howell)  for  suspension  of 
41st  iTile,  792 ;  objects  to  M.,  792 ;  obloquy  cast 
on  members  of  Opposition,  792. 

On  M.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  for  2nd  R.,  793; 
point  of  order  on  4th  cl . ,  793^ ;  public  B .  in- 
terfering with  private  It-gislation,  795-6. 

In  Com.  of  the  W. — On  Ist  cl.  On  compelling 
the  company  to  operate  the  road,  796 ;  altering 
the  contract,  796-  7 ;  operation  of  the  road,  799 ; 
the  route,  799-800;  road  to  be  built,  800-1; 
construction  of  the  line,  801. 

On  3rd  cl.  Amt.  »«.  insertion  of  "an  incorpor- 
ated" before  the  word  "company,"  802.  Amt. 
lost,  802. 

On  Amt.  (Mr.  Ferguson) ;  same  provision  that 
has  been  ruled  out,  802-3 ;  remark  regarding 
4thcl.,8as. 


POWER,  Hon.  Laurenoe  O. — Concluded. 
Winnipeg  and  Hudson  Bay  Ry. 
Inqy .  as  to  prorogation,  761 ;  on  discussing  the 
measure  brought  before  it  is  brought  before  the 
House,  762 ;  issue  of  bonds,  762  ;  .rails  supplied 
by  Knglish  capitalists,  763. 

Writers,  appointment  OF.    See: 
"  Civil  Service  Act  Amt. " 

PRIMROSE,  Hon.  Clarence. 

Aberdeen,  Karl  of,  visit  to  difkbrent  portions 
OF  Dominion. 
Remarks  in  m.  Address  in  reply,  7,  8. 

Address  in  reply  to  Speech  from  Throne. 
M.  for,  4.  Governor  General's  appeciation  of 
the  value  of  advice  and  assistance  from  both 
Houses,  5 :  remarks  on  the  death  of  Sir  John 
Thompson,  5 ;  interpretation  of  certain  clauses 
in  treaty  of  Commerce  with  France,  6 ;  inter- 
colonial delegates,  6  ;  action  of  the  Imperial 
Parliament  respecting  trade  relations  between 
Australasian  Colonies  and  other  self-governing 
colonies  of  the  empire,  6,  7 ;  compliments  to 
Earl  of  Jersey,  7  ;  line  of  cable  between  Austra- 
lia and  Canada,  7  ;  encomium  on  Sir  Mackenzie 
Bowell,  7 ;  Manitoba  School  question,  7 ;  de- 
pre.<sion  in  trade,  7  ;  changes  in  tariS,  7  ;  econo- 
my in  appropriations  for  various  branches  of 
the  |>nblic  service,  7  ;  His  Ex.'s  visits  to  various 
portions  of  the  Dominion,  7,  8 ;  confidence  of 
Canadians  in  the  future  of  their  country,  8 ;  ad- 
mission of  Newfoundland  into  the  Dominion,  8 ; 
Insolvency  Act,  8 ;  North-west  Territories  Re- 
presentation Act,  8. 

Bowell.  Sir  Mackenzie,  Encomiums  on. 

Remarks  in  debate  on  the  Address,  7. 
Chl-te  Divorce  Case. 
On  M.  (Mr.  Kirchhoffer)  for  adoption  of  Com. 
report,  185 ;  petitioner  a  poor  woman,  although 
a  bad  precedent,  proceedings  in  forma  pauperii 
should  be  granted,  189. 

DrvORCE  Cases.    See : 
"Chute." 
"Odell." 

Divorce  Committee. 
M.  to  defer  consideration  of  communication  from 
certain  members  of  Standing  Com.  on  Divorce, 
313.  Reply  to  Mr.  Kaull>ach,  chairman  not 
here,  etc.,  313;  made  a  mistake  in  previous 
statement,  understood  chairman  mil  be  here  on 
Thursday,  313. 

Eabl  of  Jersey,  compliments  to. 
Remarks  in  debate  on  the  .Address,  7. 

Edwards,  Mr.,  testimony  of.    See  : 
"Fisheries  Act  Amt. ;  B.  (67)." 

Fisheries  Act  Amt.  ;  B.  (07). 
On  M.  for  2nd  R.  (Mr.  Angers),  434.  Resumed 
debate,  502.  Comments  on  Mr.  Scott  and  Mr. 
Power's  sfweches,  521 ;  the  optional  power,  621 ; 
method  of  milling  in  Nova  Scotia^  521 ;  inter- 
national rivers,  521 ;  on  burning  the  saw-dust, 
623  ;  Mr.  Edwards's  testimony,  622-3 ;  mill 
owner's  statement,  523 ;  Mr.  Fleming's  report, 
523-6 ;  report  of  the  Ottawa  and  Gatineau  saw- 
mill owners,  52G-7 ;  difference  in  modem  saws, 
527  -8  ;  incinerators  a  nuisance,  528  ;  Mr.  Ed- 
ward's remarks,  528 ;  resolution  of  the  Ottawa 
Board  of  Trade,  528-9 ;  statement  of  riparian 
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PBIMBOSE,  Hon.  Olarenoe— C%»i«;i«ie<i. 
Fisheries  Act  Am.— Continued. 

ownere,  529 ;  case  of  Katte,  S29  ;  expreesioDB 
used  towards  lumbermen,  etc.,  529-30.  On  Mr. 
Boulton's  speech  :  re  committee  of  lumbermen, 
evidence  of,  530  j  re  position  taken,  631 ;  less 
saw-dust  thrown  in  river,  531 ;  aska  for  informa- 
tion, 682. 

Flkmino,  SASFORn,  RKPOBT  OP.    See : 

"  Fisheries  Act  Amt. ;  B.  (67)." 
Insolvescv  Act  ;  B.  (A). 

On  M.  (Sir  Mackenzie  B.)well)  for  2nd  R.,  149 ; 
vote  af^ainst  the  B.,  IDS. 

LCMBEIUKO  INDCSTBY,  VESTED  FNTEKESTS,  ETC.    Set: 

"Fisheries  Act  Amt. ;  B.  (67)." 
Manitoba  Schooi,  Qcestion. 
Remarks  in  debate  on  the  .Address,  7. 

NeWFOCSULAND  CONFEDEBATIOX. 

In  »ii.  address  in  reply,  8. 

See  alto  "  Union  with  Newfoundland." 

NoBTH-WBST  Tebbitories  Repbesextation  Act. 

In  m.  address  in  reply,  8. 
OoKLL  Divorce  Cass. 

On  consideration  of  9th  report  of  Com. ;  supports 
report  of  Com.,  230. 

Okdeb  and  Pbocsdcrx. 

Committee  JUport,  deferring  consideration  of  peti- 
tion.   See  "  Udell  Divorce  "  debates  (above). 
Prejudicing  Caie  before  Courts.    See  "Odell  Di- 
vorce Case  "  (above). 
Ottawa  Board  op  Trade,  rksolctions  of.    See; 

"Fisheries  Act  Amt. ;  B.  (67)." 
Public  Sbbvices,  eooxohy  in  appropriatioks. 

Remarks  in  debate  in  the  Address,  7. 
Ratt^  Amtoine,  claim  akd  evidinck  op.    See : 

"Fisheries  Act  Amt. ;  B.  (67)." 
Sawdust  in  the  Ottawa  River.    See  ; 

"  Fisheries  Act  Amt.,  B.  (67)." 
Thompson,  Sir  John,  death  of. 

Remarks  in  debate  on  the  Address,  5-6. 
Union  with  Newfoundland. 
On  suggestion  (Mr.  Wark)  calling  attention  to 
the  unsuccessful  ne|^tiations  and  suggesting 
ad?i»ability  of  opening  a  correspondence  with 
Imperial  Govt,  and  propose  such  joint  assis- 
tance as  would  enable  Newfoundland  to  enter 
this  Dominion  unembarrassed  hj  financial 
difficulties,  342  ;  importance  of  position  of  New- 
foundland, 346-7 ;  resources  of  Newfoundland, 
347 ;  desirability  of  union,  347. 

PBOWSE,  Hon.  Samuel. 

British  Columbia,  kefresbntation  of  in  thr 
Cabinet. 
On  Inqj.  (Mr.  Macdonald,  B.C.)  calling  the 
attention  of  the  Senat"  to  the  commercial  and 
financial  pcnition  of  B.C.  and  asking  if  the 
govt,  considers  it  entitled  to  as  full  a  pro- 
]Kirtionate  representation,  etc.,  as  other  pro- 
vinces, 314 ;  compliments  govt,  on  giving  re- 
presentation to  P.E.I,  and  on  representation 
generally,  319 ;  on  Mr.  Macdonald's  table  of 
comi)arisons,  320  j  Canada's  resources,  320 ; 
ship  building  industry,  320-1  ;  comparative 
revenue  derived  from  B.C.  and  P. E. I.,  321; 
report  of  P.E.I,  delegation  to  England,  321. 


'PROVrSB,  Hon.  aaxauel—Continiud. 
Confederation,  TERMS  of  WITH  P.E.I.    Set. 

"Railway  Commumcation  ia  P.E.I.'* 
Davies,  L.  H.,  M.  p.,  speech  of.    See: 
"  Railway  Communication  in  P.E.I." 
Divorce  CouMrrrsK. 
On  M.  (Mr.  Miller)  for  adjt.  of  fiooae,  Sn :  nx 
in  sjTnpothy  with  Mr.  Mclnnes  (B.C.)  in  de- 
claring his  determination  not  to  serve  on  Om., 
369 ;  every  member  bound  to  fulfil  the  <luti« 
imp:-8ed  npon  him  by  c-onstitntion,  369 :  ditoree 
courts,   369 ;    extract   from    fourth    repun  d 
Divorce  Com.,  369;  procedure  in  the  count, 
369  ;  on  the  argument  of  counsel,  370 ;  im  the 
minority  report,  370 ;  xhon'd  not  allow  ifligioir 
convictions  to  interfere,  370. 
Fox,  Sir  Douolak,  report  of.    See: 
"  Railway  Communication  in  P.E.!." 

Lobster  Fishery  Act  Amt.,  B.  (91)— (Sir  XUd- 
enzie  Bowell). 

On  M.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  for  2nd  R.,  •'iTT: 
on  alterations  in  the  law,  579  ;  condition  of  the 
lobster  trade,  579 ;  mistake  in  extending  tlw 
season,  579 ;  departmental  reports  injuriuitf  to 
the  trade,  580 ;  a  remedy  to  revive  die  trade, 
580;  in  deterioration  of  canned  lobater,  o^>: 
stamping  the  tins,  580 ;  sealing  the  tins,  5*>- 
1;  on  poisoning  from  canned  lohstt-rs,  5tS: 
on  the  size  of  the  lobsters,  582-3;  bow  the 
fisherman  is  paid,  583. 

In  Com.  of  the  W.— Lobster  fishermen  subjeci  to 
license  fee,  other  fishermen  get  bounty,  613; 
the  name  of  the  packer  being  on  can  doM  nut 
guarantee  the  article,  etc,  616. 

On  subsection  3.     On  the  labelling  of  the  cub, 
619. 
National  Pouct,  the.    iSre  ; 

"  Railway  Communication  in  P.E.I." 
Newfoundland,  CONFEDERATION.    See; 

"  Union  with  Newfoundland . " 
Order  and  Procedure. 

Debale,  quoting  gpeeehe*  made  im  ether  Owmhtr.— 
Improper  to  quote  or  refer  in  one  House  to » 
debate  in  the  other  House,  (Mr.  Power),  M9; 
authority,  566. 
Prince  Edward  Istand  Rys.    See; 

"  Railway  Communication  in  P.E.L" 
Railway  Cohmunioation  in  Prince  Edward  Is- 
land. 

M.  for  copies  of  all  petitions  praying  for  railvar 
extension,  also  the  chief  engineer's  npfi 
thereon,  also  estimated  increased  earnings  on 
the  P.E.L  Ry.  which  wiUbe  effected  by  the 
operation  of  the  proposed  branche*,  5H  2; 
terms  of  confederation,  542  ;  tunnel  to  the  main- 
land ;  Sir  Douglas  Fox's  report,  542-3 :  t«;rm^ 
of  union  with  British  Columbia,  542 ;  jiolitics 
in  P.E.I.,  542;  railway  guage  in  P.E.I.,  543; 
L.  H.  Davies's  sjieech,  643-7  :  basis  of  unioc 
with  Canada,  544  ;  rxilway  subsidies,  344 ;  rail- 
ways built  by  the  government,  644 ;  alwlutf 
necessity  for  railway  communication,  54.">:  ro«d 
making,  545;  traffic,  &c.,  of  the  P.E.I.  Rf. 
545  ;  on  political  capital,  540 ;  the  Xntioial 
Policy,  646 ;  principal  branch  asked  for,  a*> ; 
bridge  from  Southimrt  to  Charlottetown,  "•*!: 
political  meetings,  547-8 ;  resolution  ]*'^^' 
548 ;  Mr.  Davies  remarks  in  the  H.  of  C  r>ti>- 
9  ;  point  of  order  (Mr.  Power),  .549-50;  Mr 
Welsh's  remarks,  560 ;  P.E.r8  rights,  55a  On 
Mr.  Power's  speech  :  railways  built  by  C«n»a». 
557. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


L — Indkx  to  Senators. 


871 


FBOWSE,  Hon.  SaxavLel—Conehided. 

RSPRI8BNTATI0N-    OF    BBITISB    COLUMBIA     IS    THE 

Cabinet.    Hee  : 

"  British  Columbia," 
Shipbl'iuuno  indcstby.    See: 

"  British  Columbia,  repreeentotion  of,  in  Cabi- 
net" 

TusJNBt  TO  P.E.I."    See; 
"  Railway  Communication  in  P.K.I." 

UKIOK  with  NBWFOCSULASn. 

On  suggestion  (Mr.  Wark)  calling  attention  to 
the  unsuccessful  nc^tiations  and  suggesting 
advisability  of  opening  a  correspondence  with 
Imperial  Govt,  and  propose  such  joint  assist- 
ance as  would  enable  Newfoundland  to  enter 
this  Dominion  unembarrassed  by  financial 
difficulties,  342 ;  friction  between  Newfound- 
land and  Canada,  345 ;  advantage  of  confeder- 
ation, 345  ;  on  terms  of  union,  345  ;  flour  and 
other  imports  into  Newfoundland,  345-6  :  Can- 
ada's exiwrts  to  Newfoundland,  34C ;  on  the  fire 
of  1891,346. 

BEAD,  Hon.  Robert  (Qulnt^). 

Bicycles  on*  Parliament  Sqdarb. 
On  attention  of  Senators  being  directed  to  danger 
of  the  practice  (Mr    Clemow) ;  (lersonnal  ex- 
perience, narrow  eHcaiie,  211. 

Chambeklai.v,  Mr.,  increase  in  salary.    See; 

"  Printing  and  the  Printing  Com." 
Chcte  Divorce  Case. 
On  M.  (Mr.  Kirchhoifer)  for  adoption  of  Com. 
report,  185 ;  proceeding  m  forma  pauperis  a 
dangerous  precedent,  the  Campbell  case  ex- 
plained, 18K. 

CoLTON  Divorce  Case. 
Presented  report  from  the  Standing  Com.  on  Di- 
vorce, and  m.  concurrence,  718 ;  recommends 
that  the  B.  be  not  further  proceeded  with,  718. 

Distilleries,  closiso  of.    See  : 
"  Revenue  from  Excise  and  Customs." 

Divorce  Cases.    See  : 
"Chute." 

IN80LVE.VCY  ACT  ;  B.  (A). 

On  M.  (Sir  Mackenzie  B.iwp11)  for  2nd  R.,  149. 
On  Mr.  Power's  speech  :  one  petition  against  B. 
Inst  year,  1B6. 

Odell  Divorce  Case. 
On  consideration  of  9th  report  of  Com. ;  defraying 
of  the  pxi>e:°.se8  by  petitioner,  case  against  the 
resjMjndent,  223 ;  to  Mr.  Power,  never  vote  for 
re{>ortB  of  Com.,  224 ;  fresh  cases  of  adultery 
Against  respondent,  evidence  before  Supreme 
Court  taken  before  lower  court,  227  ;  religious 
fight,  227 ;  divorce  court  for  Canada,  case  of 
Mrs.  Campbell,  228. 

Order  .^nd  Procedure. 

Committee  Report,  deferring  eontiileratian  of  peti- 
tion.— See  "Odell  Divorce  Case  "  (above). 

Divorce ProccAure. — See  "Odell  Divorce  Case" 
(above). 

Prejudicing  Cote  before  Cottrti, — See  "Odell  Di- 
vorce Case  "  (above). 


BBED,  Hon.  Robert  (Quint^)— Conctucfed. 
Printing  and  the  Printing  Committee. 

Ist  report.  Adoption  m. ;  recommends  certain 
documents  be  not  printed,  279-80.  To  Mr. 
McClelan,  made  inquiry  of  clerk,  who  said 
Com.  had  decided  that  none  of  these  documents 
be  printed,  280. 

6th  Report  presented,  729  ;  provides  for  increase 
of  pay  to  Mr.  Chamberlain  and  another,  name 
not  mentioned,  72!) ;  provide  that  only  one 
copy  of  certain  map  be  distributed  to  each 
Senator,  etc.,  729.  M.  that  this  report  in 
conjunction  with  two  other  reports  be  taken 
into  consideration  at  next  sitting  of  House, 
729.     M.  agreed  to,  759. 

Reveni;e  from  Excise  akd  Customs. 
On  Mr.  Boulton's  s(xieoh  :  ques.  re  closing  down 
of  distilleries  at  (irenville,  Toronto  and  Perth, 
284. 

St.  Lawrence  and  Adirondack  Ri.  Co.  Act,  B. 

(63). 

Introduced*,  268. 
2nd  H.",  272. 
3rd  R.*,  872. 

RBESOR,  Hon.  David. 
Bicycles  on  Parliament  Sqcarr. 
On  attention  of  Senators  being  directed  to  the 
danger  of  the  practice  (Mr.  Clemow),  211 ; 
matter  should  be  regulated ;  experience  in 
Toronto;  protection  of  ladies  and  children, 
211-12. 

Civil  Service  Act  Amt.  ;  B.  (130). 
On  M.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  for  2nd  R.,  697  ; 
the  intention  of  the  B.,  706 ;  appointments  by 
commission,  706-7  ;  supports  M.  for  postpone- 
ment, 707. 

Civil  Service  Scpreanncation. 

On  M.  (Mr.  Power)  for  returns  showing  names  of 

persons   who  have   been  superannuated   since 

ist  November  last,  etc. ,  622  -3  On  Mr.  Power's 

speech  :  revenue  for  superannuation  fund,  624 . 

Commission,  civil  service  appointments  by.   See: 

"  Civil  Service  Act  Amt." 
Customs  Acr  Amt.  ;  B.  (140). 
On  M.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  for  2ud  R.,  721  ; 
regulations  as   to  fixing  duties,   726  ;  case  in 
point  of  over  valuation,  726-7  ;    law  ought  to 
be  amended,  728. 

Duties,  rboclations  of.    *e.- 

"  Cnstoms  Act  Amt. " 
Independent  Order  Foresters  B.  (84). 
On  M.  (Mr.  Clemow)  for  suspension  of  41st  rule, 
731 ;  should  be  placed  on  same  footing  as  regu- 
lar insurance  companies;  on  issue  of  larger 
policies,  7S8. 
Insolvency  Act  B.  (A). 
On  M.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  for  2nd  R.,  149; 
prefer  adjournment  of  debate,  but  if  division  is 
forced  vote  for  six  months'  hoist ;  public  satis- 
fied with  local  laws ;  should  be  allowed  to  stand 
over,  168. 

Insurance.    See : 

"  Independent  Order  of  Foresters." 
Lobster  Fishery  Act  Amt.  B.  (91).— Sir  Macken- 
zie Bowell. 
On  3rd  R.  m.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell),  640 ;  on 
amt.  (Mr.  Power),  putting  name  on  can,  641. 
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BBESOB,  Hon.  DeLVH— Concluded. 
Sdpkrannpatick  op  Civil  Servants.    See  ; 

"  CSvil  Service  Suiierannuation." 
Third  Class  Clbrkshifs,  abolishmriit.    See: 

"  Civil  Service  Act  Atnt." 
Winnipeg  Great  Nobthkkn  Rv.  Co.'s  B.  (160). 
On  M.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  for  Ist  R.,  769 ; 
past  expsrience  with  the  road,  791 ;  a  wild  pro- 
ject, 791 ;  on  the  route  to  Liveroool,  791 ;  on 
the  prerogative  of  the  Senate,  792 ;  the  bonds, 
792. 

Writers,  emplotuent  op.    ;i^  : 
"  Civil  Service  Act  Amt. " 

ROBITAILLE,  Hon.  Theodore. 

On  the  Address  in  reply  to  the  Speech  prom 
the  Throne. 
On  M.  (Mr.  Primrose)  for:   On  Mr.  Ferguson's 
speech  ;  representation  of  British  Columbia  in 
the  Cabinet,  102. 

British  Columbia,  representation  op  in  Cabinet. 
In  debate  on  Address  inreply:  On  Mr.  Ferguson's 
speech,  102. 

BOSS,  Hon.  John  Jones  (the  Speaker). 
Bicycles  on  Parliahbnt  Square. 
On  attention  of  Senators  being  directed  to  the 
danger  of  the  practice  (Mr.  Clemow),  211 ;  per- 
sonal exjxjrience,  regulation  of  matter,  211 . 

Coktinot.  Acct.  Com     See : 

"  Internal  Economy." 
Divorce  Committee. 
On  attention  of  House  being  called  to  mistake  in 
minutes  (Mr.  Miller ) ;  understood  report  from 
certain  member.^  of  Standing  Com.  on  Divorce 
should  be  the  first  Order  of  the  Day, '364;  re- 
mark ;  item  will  be  called  first,  364. 

Internal  Economy  Committee. 
Shall  be  happy  to  comply  with  wishes  of  House 
in  regard  to  complaints  of  Messrs.  Macdonald 
(B.C.),  Kaulbach  and  Soott,  042. 

Rulings   and   Remarks  on    Order   and    Pbo- 

CEDIRE. 

Biltt,  public,  interferiii'i  with  private  U'/islation . 
Should  not,  in  a  public  measure,  interfere  with 
jirivate  legislation  where  private  interests  are 
at  stake  ;  cl.  should  be  stricken  out  of  B.,  796. 

Motion,  Kithdrflipul  o/.^On  Mr.  Bonlton's  offer 
to  withdraw  M.  (Revenue  from  Excise  and 
Customs),  ques.  does  the  hon.  member  with- 
draw his  M.,293. 

Order,  preredenee  of.— Pointed  out  by  Mr.  Miller 
that  It  was  promised  that  consideration  of  the 
rei>ort  from  certain  memVjers  of  the  Divorce 
Com.  should  tw  the  first  Order  of  the  Day,  in- 
stead of  the  fifth  item,  354  ;  remark  :  it  was 
understood  that  this  should  be  the  first  item  and 
it  will  be  called  first,  354. 

SANPOBD,  Hon.  William  E. 

Canadmx  Order  OF  Foresters  Incorp.  Act;  B. 

(47). 
Introduced*,  268. 
2nd  R.*,  280. 
On  Order  of  the  Day,   consideration  of  amts. 

made  by  Standing  Com.,  449  ;  Mr.  Clemow, 

promoters  not  satisfied  with  amts.,  wish    B. 

withdrawn,  449.     B.  dropjied,  449. 


SANDFORD.  Hon.  'WiUiam  R— OmetedraL 
Fisheries  Act  Amt.  ;  B.  (67).  Mr.  Angers. 
On  M.  (Mr.  Angers)  for  2nd_  R.,  434 ;  rsmned 
debate,  602.  Exjiense  to  mill-owners  of  chang- 
ing the  milb,  o36 ;  men  employed  in  tbe 
lumbering  industry,  etc.,  5.% ;  vwited  rights, 
636 ;  contribution  in  sttmipoge  to  exchequer. 
536. 

LCMBERING  INDUSTRY,  VESTED  INTKKESTS,  ETC.   Set  : 

"Fisheries  Act  Amt.  ;  B.  (67)." 

St.  Catharines  and  Niagara  Central  By.  Co.'d 
Act  ;  B.  (60). 
M.  for  3rd  R.,  487.    Explanation  of  state  of  caw 
and  on  Railway  Act  of  Ontario,  490-1. 

Saw-dcst  in  the  Ottawa  River.    See : 
"  Fisheries  Act  Amt.  :  B.  (67)." 

SOOTT,  Hon.  Bichard  "William. 
Aberdeen,  Earl  of,  tour  through  Cocntbt. 

In  debate  on  Address  in  reply.  16. 
Address  in  answer  to  speech  prom  the  Thbose. 

On  M.  (Mr.  Primrose)  for — oojipliments  to  mover 
and  seconder  of  address,  10 ;  summoning  of 
Parliament,  10  ;  death  of  the  late  Hon.  .Sir 
John  Thompson,  11-12 ;  Treaty  with  France, 
12 ;  Manitoba  School  question,  12  14 ;  th^ 
National  Policy,  14  ;  the  deficit,  14  ;  <ni  the 
fiscal  policy,  14 ;  duty  on  cottons,  woollens  and 
iron,  15  ;  the  fiscal  policy  and  home  industries, 

-  15  ;  His  Ex.'8  tour  through  the  Dominion,  16 : 
encomiums  on  Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell,  1(5. 

On  Sir  Mackenzie  BoweU's  speech  :  bnnusing  <^ 
iron  industries  in  Ontario  by  Sir  Oliver  Mowat, 
21 ;  on  the  death  of  the  late  Senator  Taa*,  26. 

On  Mr.  Boulton's  speech :  ilanitoba  School 
question,  33-5-6. 

On  Mr.  Ferguson's  speech :  Manitoba  Schiol 
question,  89-90-1-6. 

Angers,  Hon.  A.  R.,  resignation.    Sec  : 
"Manitoba  School  Question." 

Bankers  Life  A.ssociation  of  Canada,  incorp. 
Act. 

On  2nd  R.  m.  (Mr.  Lougheed),  373.  R«mark< : 
Misleading  title  and  licensing  company  fnim 
V.  S.  with  similar  name,  37.'?-4. 

On  re|x>rt  of  B.  from  Com.  on  Banking  and  Com- 
merce (Mr.  Allan),  389  ;  object*  to  title,  change 
does  not  meet  objection  first  raised,  389 :  im 
government  issuing  licenses  to  any  comt^iany 
under  any  name,  390. 

On  M.  (Mr.  Lougheed)  for  concurrence  in  anit<«., 
467  ;  explains  among  amts.,  change  in  name  of 
the  company,  title  should  be  amended,  467. 

On  M.  (Mr.  Lougheed)  for  concurrence  in  amt. 
as  to  title,  407  ;  m.  amt.,  that  B.  be  referrwi 
back  to  Com.  with  instructions  to  select  another 
name,  467.  To  Mr.  Lougheed,  name  objection- 
able on  public  grounds,  468  ;  as  to  origination 
of  foreign  companies  with  same  name,  469. 
Board  op  Appraisers,  appointment  of.    See  : 

"  Customs  Act  Amt." 
Bowell,  Sib  Mackenzie,  encomiums  on. 

In  debate  em  Address  in  reply,  16. 
Booth's  Mills,  rebuilding  op.    See  : 

"Fisheries  Act  Amt,  R  (67)." 
British  Columbi.'i  Railway  Belt  Lands.  B.  (Ml. 

On  M.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  for  2nd  R,,  672  : 
precious  metals  belong  to  province,  573. 

In  Com.  of  the  W.,  litigation  in  the  matter,  576-7. 
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SOOTT,  Hon.  Riohard  "WUhain— Continued. 
Bdbns,  the  latk  Hon.  Sevator. 

Kemarks  on  deceaiie  of,  387. 
Children,  inschakck  ok.    See : 

"  Inauruioe  on  Livee  of." 

Coal  Oil,  valcb  of.    See  : 
"  Tariff  and  Trade  matters." 

CostUEBCiAL  Treaties  Actt  B.  (126). 

On  M.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  that  House  resolve 
itself  into  Com.  of  the  W.,  643  ;  Amt.  M.  (Mr. 
McCallum)  for  six  months'  hoist,  646  ;  general 
belief  that  negotiation  was  strictly  with  France, 
648 ;  favoured-nations-clause  in  treiity  between 
England  and  the  United  States,  648 ;  control 
of  making  treaties,  648-49  ;  number  of  coun- 
tries coming  under  favoured-nations  treaty  649; 
right  of  Canada  to  make  her  own  treaties,  649  ; 
no  corresponding  advantage  derived  from 
France,  650 ;  effect  on  the  wine  industry  in 
Canada,  651 ;  more  English  than  French  Sena- 
tors supporting  B.,  063.  On  Sir  Mackenzie 
Bowel! 's  speech :  Speech  of  the  Minister  of 
Finance,  655 ;  concessions  to  the  colonies,  655. 

CosTiNGBNT  Accra.  Co¥.    See: 

"  Internal  Economy." 
Cottons,  dctt  ok.    See  : 

"  Tariff  and  Trade  matters." 
Criminal  Code,  1892. 
On  M.  (Mr.  Angers)  for  appointment  of  hon.  gen- 
tlemen to  a  joint  committee  of  both  Houses  to 
report  upon  B.  (51)  intituled :  "  An  Act 
further  to  amend  the  Criminal  Code,  1892 " ; 
explains  Mr.  Power's  views,  previons  proce- 
dure, 271-2. 

Cstminal  Code  Amt.  B.  (61). 
In  Com.   of   the  W.— On  Sec.  673:    On    Mr. 
Power's  Amt.,  753 ;  on  the  number  of  jurors 
necessary  to  render  a  verdict,  756-6. 

Customs  Act  Amt.  ;  B.  (140). 
On  M.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  for  2nd  R.,  721 ; 
changes  effected  by  B.,  723;  board  of  ap- 
praixers,  723 ;  different  duties  paid  on  same 
article,  723-4 ;  on  contesting  oases,  724  ;  short 
method  of  appeal  required,  724 ;  B.  merely 
drops  assist,  commissioner,  724 ;  U .  S .  system, 
724 ;  depositing  the  duty  pending  decision  of 
case,  726. 

DKacHKXKs  Bridge  Co.'s  B. 
On  M.  for  3rd  R.  (Mr.  McCallum).  Do  not  in- 
tend to  offer  opposition  to  B.,  249 ;  not  desir- 
able to  multi]>Iy  bridges,  249 ;  on  canalling  the 
river  at  the  Chats,  249  ;  the  amt.  and  its  object 
249-50. 

Divorce  Committee,  resignation  report. 

On  M.  (Mr.  Primrose)  to  defer  consideration  of 
communication  from  certain  members  of  the 
Standing  Com.  on  Divorce,  313  ;  report  first 
Order  of  the  Day  on  Thursday,  313. 

On  point  of  order  being  before  House  (Mr.  Mo- 
Kay),  354  ;  after  ix>int  of  ortler  is  disposed  of. 
adjt.  can  be  moved,  365. 

On  M.  (Mr.  Miller)  for  adjt.  of  the  House,  355  ; 
newspaper  attack  upon  Catholic  members  of 
Senate,  358 ;  the  attitude  of  Roman  Catholic 
Senators  on  Divorce,  359 ;  facts  of  previous 
cases,  359 ;  Sir  John  Macdonald  on  the  Emily 
Walker  case,  359 ;  Mr.  Dickey  on  the  case,  359; 
procedure  in   forma  pauperis,  360  ;^   Catholic 


SOOTT,  Eon.  Biohard  "WOliBXa— Continued. 

DlTOROK  COHMITTBE,  RESIGNATION  RBFOBT — Contd. 

members  libelled,  361.  OnMr.  Mclnnes'sspeech: 
parliamentary  rule  that  no  one  who  is  opix>sed 
to  a  principle  should  act  on  a  com.,  that  deals 
with  it,  364. 

Dominion  Lands  Act  Amt.;  R  (116). 
In  Com.  of  the  W. — On  amt.    (Sir  Macke'nzie 
Bowell),  498 ;  ranchers  lands,  selection  of  school 
lands,  498;  additional  cl.  brings  them  under 
the  provincial  law,  499. 

Dominion  Notes  Amt.  Act;  B.  (22).— Sir  Mac" 
kenzie  Bowell. 
On  M.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  for  2nd  R.,  386  ; 
ques.  as  to  reserve  in  any  issue  in  excess  of 
twenty  million  dollars,  386. 

Duty  and  Revenue.    See  : 

"  Tariff  and  Trade  matters  " 
Duties,  regulation  or.    See  : 

"  Customs  Act  Amt." 
Edwards,  W.  C,  tkstimonv  oy.    See  : 

"  Fisheries  Amt.  Act ;  B.  (67)." 

Exports.    See  ■ 

"  Tariff  and  Trade  matters. " 
Favoured-nations  Treaty.    See  ; 

"Commercial  Treaties  Act." 

Fiscal  Policy.    See  .• 

"Tariff  and  Trade  matters." 

Fisheries  Amt.  Act;  B.  (67).— (Mr.  Angers). 

On  M.  (Mr.  Angers)  that  2nd  R.  of  B.  be  allowed 
without  discussion,  etc.,  430 ;  agrees,  430. 

On  resumed  debate,  502.  Se  millmen  conforming 
to  the  law,  602 ;  Mr.  Edwards's  testimony,  603 ; 
effect  of  enforcing  the  law,  503  ;  inducements 
offered  to  erect  saw-mills,  503 ;  nuisance  dimin- 
ishing, 604 ;  Mr.  Booth's  and  other  mills,  604 ; 
Ontario  Act,  504;  Board  of  Trade  memorial, 
503 ;  petitions  presented,  505 ;  mills  at  Hawkes- 
bury,  .^OS ;  effect  of  the  dejxjsit  of  saw-dust, 
505-6;  Antoine  Ratte's  jjetition  and  claim,  606 ; 
Mr.  Fleming's  report,  506 ;  jietition  of  the  mill- 
owners,  506  7 ;  pollution  of  the  river,  507 ;  on 
the  disposition  of  sewage,  507 ;  case  of  Chicago, 
507 ;  supports  amt.,  507 ;  warn  the  mill-owners, 
508.  On  Mr.  Power's  speech  :  sewage  not  more 
injurious  than  saw-dust,  518. 

In  Com.  of  the  W.— On  cl.  1 :  On  amt.  (Mr.  Per- 
ley),  561 ;  exemption  of  rivers,  561-  3-4  ;  amt. 
proitosed,  567-8 ;  amt.  withdrawn,  .569. 

Fisheries  Amt.  Act;  B.  (74).— (Mr.  Angers.) 
On  M.  for  2nd  R.  (Mr.  Angers),  385 ;  ques.  who 
is  the  fishery  officer,  385. 

French  Treaty.    See  : 

"Tariff  and  Trade  matters." 

See  at  to  "  Commercial  Treaties  Act." 

Hamilton  and  Lake  Erie  Power  Co.'s  B.  (85).— 
(Mr.  Maclnnes,  Burlington). 
On  M.  (Mr.  Maclnnes,  Burlington)  for  suspension 
of  41st  rule  as  far  as  it  relates  to  this  B.,  430 ; 
on  certain  objections :  only  change  in  B.  is 
transposition  of  some  words,  431 ;  no  change  in 
B.,  4.31. 

Hawkesbcrv  Mills.    Su  : 
"Fisheries  Act  Amt. ;  B.  (67)." 
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SOOTT,  Hon.  Biobaxd  WtlUajn—Continutd. 
HcDsox  Bat  Rt.  Subsidy. 
On  M.  (Mr.  Miller)  for  all  orders  in  Council, 
letters  or  other  papers,  relating  to  any  subeidy, 
loan  or  foaraatee.  Remarks  on  interest,  119 ; 
population  north  of  Gladstone,  121 ;  rearrange- 
ment of  aid  subject  of  legislation,  127. 

Indkpkndknt  Orijkr  or  Forestbrs,  B.  (84). 

On  M.  (Mr.  Clemow)  for  suspension  of  4l8t  rule, 
731 ;  chief  objection  to  B.  increase  of  amount 
of  policies,  731  ;  liabilities,  dues,  fines,  etc.,  of 
members,  732 ;  does  not  come  under  superin- 
tendence of  inspector  of  insurance,  732  ;  objec- 
tion of  the  inspector,  733. 

On  M.  (Mr.  Clemow)  for  2nd  R.,  756 ;  extension 
of  amount  of  policy  asked  for,  756 ;  return 
showing  contract!),  expenses,  etc,  756 ;  rejiort 
of  inspector  of  insurance,  757  ;  on  the  working 
of  the  society,  757. 

IfTDiAN  Act  Amt.  ;  B.  (G.)— (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell). 
On  M.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  for  2nd  R.,  139  ; 
leasing   land  for   benefit  of    Indians  by  the 
Superintendent,  143. 

IN80LVK.NCY  AOT,  B.  (A). 

On  M.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  foi  2nd  R.,  149 ; 
important  that  an  insolvency  law  be  placed  on 
statute-book  ;  no  demand  in  the  country  for  the 
passage  of  Act ;  law  in  Ontario ;  in  New 
Brunswick ;  re  consideration  of  B.  by  H.  of  C, 
149.  On  Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell  s  speech : 
mortgaging  books  accounts,  161-3. 

iNSPKfnoN  Act  Amt.,  B.  (122)— (Sir  Mackenzie 
Bowell). 
On  M.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  for  2nd  R.,  539 ; 
on  remuneration  of  wheat  inspectors,  540. 

Inscbance.    See  ; 
"  Independent  Order  of  Foresters . " 

Inscbakce  Act  Amt.,  B.  (92). 

On  2nd  R.  nt.  (Mr.  Angers),  432-3 ;  on  the  titles 
of  companies,  433. 

In  Com.  of  the  W.— On  cl.  1 :  On  the  date  that 
statement  shall  be  deposited,  465-6. 

Remarks  re  insurance  on  children,  466. 

Amt.  m.,  providing  that  corporate  name  of  com- 
pany applying  for  license  is  not  that  of  any 
other  company,  466 ;  following  the  statutes  of 
England,  466. 

Ikscrakce  on  Livks  ok  Children  . 
On  Inqy.  resumed  (Mr.  MoClelan),  attention  of 
Senate  directed  to  crimes  from  practice  of  in- 
suring children  and  asks  if  govt,  intends  to 
take  any  measures  to  restrict  such  practices, 
251.  Comments  on  Mr.  Gowan's  speech,  261 ; 
origin  and  motive  for  insuring  children's  lives, 
26  L ;  decision  of  the  Massachusetts  committee, 
261 ;  the  law  in  Ontario,  262 ;  insuring  without 
knowledge  of  insured,  262 ;  frauds  committed, 
262;  insurance  on  children  under  5  years,  262. 
To  Mr.  Vidal,  practice  in  debate  after  the  in- 
quiry has  been  answered,  266. 

Internal  Economy  Committee. 

Restaurant  being  used  as  a  common  tap-room,  642. 
Iron,  doty  on.    See: 

"Tariff  and  Trade  Policy." 

Juries.    See; 

"Criminal  Code  Amt." 


SOOTT,  Hon.  Richard  'WiUiam-CmtiBaaj. 

Langknbubgh  and  Socthsbn  Ry.  Co.  Im»if. 
Act;  B.  (55). 
On  M.  (Mr.  Lougheed)  for  3rd  R.,  296;  murb: 
circumstances  of  the  case,  extract  from  botid- 
holders's  letter,  304-5 ;  reason  of  voting  fur  B., 
305;  effect  of  the  legislation,  305;  On  Mr. 
Boulton's  speech,  ques.,  307. 

Lindsay,  Hauburtok  ako  Mattawa  Rt.  CO : 
B.  (80). 
On  M.  (Mr.  Clemow)  for  concurrence  in  mxi. 
made  by  Standing  Com.  on  Railways,  etcSTT; 
on  drainage,  377-8;  in  answer  to  Air.  Miiia. 
not  opposing  Amt.,  380. 

Lobster  Fishery  Act  Amt.;  B.  (91).    Sir  Mac- 
kenzie Bowell . 
On  M.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  fur  2Dd  R.,  377; 

on  deterioration  of  canned  lobsters,  580 
In  Com.  of  the  W.:  On  subsection  3.    Deterio- 
ration of  canned  lobsters,  617 ;  on  marking  ikt 
S»r  on   the  can,  617-9-20;  violation  ni  tb» 
w,  617. 

Manitoba  School  Question. 

In  debate  on  Address  in  reply,  12-14  ;  on  Sir 

Mackenzie  Bowell's  speech,  18-19-21 ;  on  Mr. 

Boulton's  speech,   33-35-36;   on   Mr.   Yapi- 

son's  speech,  89-91-5 
Inqy . ,  any  more  important  legislation  this  si^- 

sion  especially  with  reference  to  the  Maoitoht 

School  question,  577 . 
Further  Inqy.  :  a»  to  the  policy  that  the  guvt. 

proposes  to  pursue,  586 . 
Further  Inqy.  :  as  to  rumoured  resignations,  822. 
Further  Inqy. :  re  rumoured  resignations :  practice 

in  British  Parliament  when  crisis  aris«  flat 

both  Houses  are  taken  into  confidence  d  govt, 

689. 
Further  Inqy . :  reminds  Premier  of  promise  tc) 

make  an  announcement  r^arding  rumoured  i«- 

Bignations,666. 

National  Policy,  a  failcbs.    See : 

"Tariff  and  Trade  mattere." 
Newpolt»dland  Confederation. 

In  debate  on  the  Address  in  reply,  16. 

See  also,  "  Union  with  Newfoundland.'* 

North-west  Terbitoribs   Rkprkbestatigx  ;  B. 

(121). 
On  M.  (Mr.  Ferguson)  for  2nd  R.,  750  ;  provision 

for  person's  name  omitted,  750-1. 
In  Com.  of  the  W.— On  ol.  2 :   amt.  propiwJ, 

751. 

Odkll  Divorce  Case. 
On  consideration  of  9th  report  of  Com.;  the 
juke's  ruling,  basis  of,  222 ;  prematoie  to  bring 
evidence  re  decisions  of  court  before  House.  'S&- 

Order  and  Procedure. 

BiU  ami.  ineorreetlff  reported.  On  M.  Mr. 
McCallum's  M.  for  3rd  R.  Deechenes  Bridg.' 
Co.'s  B.  ;  to  Mr.  Angers,  no  other  M.  can  be 
made,  250. 

Committee  Report,  dcierring  eontideration  of  pdi- 
tion.    See"  Odell  Divorce  Case  "  (above). 

Orisit,  praetiee  in  eaeet  of.  In  inquirinff  rf  n- 
mimred  cabinet  resignstions  observed  that  it  is 
the  usiial  practice  in  the  British  Parliamentand 
our  Parliament  when  any  crisis  arises,  'bat 
both  Houses  are  taken  into  the  confidence  of 
the  govt.,  639 ;  Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell  st»t«i 
quite  correct  as  to  the  parliamentary  and  in- 
stitutional practice,  but  he  was  not  in  a  position 
to  answer  inquiry,  689. 
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SOOTT,  Hon.  WiUlam  Riohard— Omttnued. 
Order  and  Procbdcrb— CWttnuoi. 

Divorce  Procedure.     See  "  Odell  "  c»«e  (above). 

Joint  CofnmiUeei,  appointment  of.  On  Mr. 
Power  directing  attention  to  establishment  of 
an  objectionable  precedent  and  departure  from 
usual  parliamentary  procedure  in  appointinK 
joint  committee  to  consider  amts.  (Criminal 
Code,  1892) ;  previous  procedure,  271-2. 

LegiUaiion,  Hate  of.  Inqy.  if  there  is  any  more 
important  le^slation,  especially  with  reference 
to  the  Manitoba  School  question.  Sir  Mac- 
kenzie Bowell  replies,  no  new  legislation  of  any 
importance;  definite  information  on  Monday 
re  Manitoba  Schools,  677. 

Motiret,  immtting.  Called  to  order  bj  Premier 
for  alleged  insinuations  reflecting  on  the  govt, 
776.     Apology,  782. 

Prepidicim  Cane  before  Courts.  See;  "Odell 
Divorce  Case  "  (above). 

Speaking  after  Inq/i.  is  ansioered  hi/  Minister. 
Mr.  V  idal  contended  when  a  qiie8ti<m  is  asked 
of  the  govt,  it  should  be  understood  that  when 
the  answer  is  given  the  matter  is  ended  ;  re- 
marks, hon.  member  simply  callin;^  attention 
to  the  subject,  the  practice  a  wide  one  in 
Senate,  266. 

ORnsANCE  Laku.<)  in  Nova  Scotia  and  Capk 
Brktok. 
On  Inqy.  (Mr.  Porier)  as  to  agreement  entered 
into  between  Imperial  and  Canadian  authorities 
re  transfer  of  ordnance  lands  to  the  latter, 
what  ordnance  lands  are  now  in  posses- 
sion of  the  Dominion  Govt,  in  Nova  Sootia  and 
Cape  Breton,  also  is  the  Dominion  Govt,  not 
entitled  to  the  possession  of  site  and  fortifica- 
tions at  Louiabourg,  832 ;  remarks  on  the  oc- 
casion of  the  unveiling  of  the  monument  at 
Louisbourg  by  Messrs.  DePoyser,  Hon.  K.  P. 
Wheeler  and  Dr.  Mackay,  336. 

Ottawa  Board  of  Tkadu  hrmoriau    See  ; 
"Fisheries  Act  Amt  ;  B.  (67)." 

Ottawa  Journal,  Roman  catholic  srkators  and 
Divorce.    See  : 
"  Divorce  Committee." 
Parliament,  latbscuhoning  op. 

In  debate  on  Address  in  reply.  10. 
Fknitsntiaribh  Act  Amt.;  B.  (131). 
In  Com.  of  the  W. — OnSrd  cl.:  unwise  proposal 
to  put  all  the  salaries  on  the  same  basis,  736. 

Ratt^  An'toine,  fktition  and  claim.    See  : 

"Fisheries  Act  Amt.;  B.  (67)." 
Remedial  Legislation.    See  : 
"  Manitoba  School  Question." 
Revenue  from  Ccstoms  and  Excire. 
Comments  on  Mr.  Drummond's  speech,  288  ;  on 
smuggling,  288 ;  should  tax  whisky,  etc.,  above 
everything,  288  ;  duty  on  com,  288. 

Revenue  and  Di'TT.    See  : 
"  Tariff  and  Trade  matters." 

St.  Catharines  and  Niagara  Central  Rt.  Co. 'a 
Act.  ;  B.  (60). 
On  M.  (Mr.  Sandford)  for  3rd  R,,  and  amt.  (Mr. 
Power),  487-8  ;  Ontario  law  in  regard  to  drain- 
age, 491-2;  instanceof  intimation  from  certain 
I>arties  that  the  railway  oomi)any  must  deejien 
their  ditches,  492 ;  on  ratification  of  agreement, 
492 ;  the  costs,  492  ;  how  the  land  stands,  492  ; 
the  Ontario  law,  493. 


SOOTT,  Hon.  'William  Biohard— <7on<tnu«d. 
Salaries  of  Penitentiaht  Officials.    <See  ; 

"Penitentiary  Act  Amt.  B.  (131.)" 
Saw-dost  in  the  Ottawa  River.    See  .• 

"Fisheries  Act  Amt. ;  B.  (67)." 
Sewage,  disposition  op.    See  : 

"  Fisheries  Act  Amt. ;  B.  (67)." 
Silver- Lead  Smelting  Act  ;  B.  (142). 

On  M.  (Mr.  Ferguson)  for  2nd  R.,  748  ;  smelters 
in  B.C.,  749. 

Scpbranndation  op  Judges  ;  B.  (129). 
On  M.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  for  2nd  R.,  714; 
status  of  county  court  judges,  715. 

Tariff  and  Trade  Matters. 

On  the  Address :  Treaty  with  France,  12 ;  the 
National  Policy  a  failure,  14 ;  reducing  the 
duty  and  increasing  the  revenue,  14  ;  the  fiscal 
policy,  14-15  J  reducing  the  duty  on  cottons, 
woollens  and  iron,  16 ;  Canadian  e.xport8  and 
the  fiscal  policy,  15  ;  value  of  coal  oil,  15.  On 
Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell's  speech :  bonusingof  iron 
industries  in  Ontario  by  Sir  Oliver  Mowat,  21. 

Ta8s£,  Hon.  Senator,  death  op. 
On   M.  to   adjourn    (Sir   Mackenzie    Bowell) : 
encomium  4  on  the  late  Senator,  2t>. 

Thompson,  Sir  John,  death  of. 
In  debate  on  Address  in  reply,  11-12. 

Trkati  with  France.    See: 
"Tariff  and  Trade  matters." 
See  also  "  Commercial  Treaties  Act." 

Union  with  Newfoundland. 
On  suggestion  (Mr.  Wark),  calling  attention  to 
the  unsuccessful  negotiations  and  suggesting 
advisability  of  opening  a  correspondence  with 
Imperial  Govt.,  and  propose  such  joint  assist- 
flnce  as  would  enable  iNewfoundland  to  enter 
this  Dominion  unembarrassed  by  financial  diiii- 
culties,  342 ;  value  of  Newfoundland  as  a 
pui-chiisinK  part  of  the  Dominion,  344;  effect 
allowing  Newfoundland  to  drift  into  an  alliance 
with  a  foreign  power,  345. 

United  States,  system  of  appraising  and  appeal. 
See: 

"  Customs  Act  Amt." 
Voters'  Lists.    Sec; 

"  N .  W .  T .  Representation  Act. " 

Walker,  Emily,  Divorce  Case.    See : 

"  Divorce  Committee." 
Wheat  iNSPScroRs,  salaries  of.    Sec : 

"  Inspection  Act  Amt." 

Whisky,  increased    taxation    ok,  smcggung, 
etc.    See.- 
"  Revenue  from  Customs  and  Excise. " 
Winnipeg  and  Hudson  Bay  Ry. 

On  M.  (Sir  MacKenzie  Bowell)  re  adjournment, 
763  ;  inducement  for  subsidy,  763 ;  new  pro- 
position of  route,  764  ;  security  on  the  original 
forty  miles,  764;  amount  due  to  contractors, 
etc.,  764  ;  route  of  line,  764  ;  on  being  furnished 
with  plans,  766  ;  late  )Sir  .John  Abbott's  opinion, 
705 ;  past  history  of  road,  7C5  ;  why  the  B. 
should  be  thrown  out,  766  ;  protest  of  contrac- 
tors. 766 ;  road  not  required  for  necessities  of 
country,  700. 
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SOOTT,  Hon.  William  Biobard— Continued. 

WiNSlPEG  GrRAT  NOKTHKR.N  Rt.  CJO.'s  B.  (150). 

Inqy.  whether  it  is  the  intention  to  bring  down 

lecrislation,  822. 

On  M.  (Sir  Mfiukenzie  Bowell)  to  adjourn  the 
Huuae,  he  explained  regarding  legislation  to  be 
brought  down  this  sesnion  in  connection  with 
the  Hudson  Bay  Ry.,  715 ;  ques.  will  there  be 
any  change  of  location,  715. 

On  M.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  for  Ist  R.,  769 ; 
criticism  of  manner  in  which  B.  is  imt  before 
Senate,  769  ;  the  proWsions  of  the  B.,  769-70 ; 
facts  of  the  history  of  the  road,  770  ;  claims  on 
the  original  road,  770 ;  effect  of  the  B„  770 ; 
on  the  distribution  and  printing  of  the  B.,  770- 
1  ;  amt.  on  eva-sion  of  the  charter  of  the  com- 
pany, 771 ;  the  changes  in  the  B.,  771-2  ;  route 
of  the  line,  772 ;  claims  of  bond-holders  and 
contract-mi,  772 ;  liens  on  the  forty  miles,  773  ; 
history  of  the  road,  773 ;  motive  for  granting 
original  subsidy,  773;  the  C.P.R.,  774:  justi- 
fication for  building  certain  roads.  774 ;  respon- 
8il)ility  of  the  Senate,  774 ;  on  the  subsidy  of 
880,000  a  year,  774-5  ;  late  hour  of  submitting 
B.,  775 ;  the  corresix)nde,nce,  775 ;  confining 
remarks  to  B.,  776;  rumours  regarding  the 
interest  of  the  govt,  in  the  subsidy,  770  ;  never 
Bup|x>rted  the  scheme,  776 ;  British  practice 
under  same  circumstances,  777.  On  Sir  Mac- 
kenzie Bowell's  sjieech  :  construction  of  road, 
778  ;  on  remark  /•<  rumours  of  govt,  interest  in 
B.,  781.  Afterrecess;  aix>logy  for  any  insinua- 
tions, etc.,  782.  On  Mr.  Clemow's  si>eech : 
liability  of  govt.,  787-fl. 

On  2nd  R.  m.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell),  793 ;  on 
jx>int  of  order,  794  o. 

In  Com.  of  the  \V. — On  Ist  cl.  On  increasing 
the  value  of  the  land,  797  ;  on  the  feeling  of 
the  Senate  re  B.,  797-8;  on  the  difficulty  of 
prcxiuring  copies  of  the  B.,  798. 

Additional  cl.  proiKmed  (Mr.  FerguKm)  802 ; 
effect  of  the  cl.,  802. 

On  3rd  R.  m.  (Sir  Miwikenzie  Bowell),  803 ;  amt. 
proposed,  803. 

WOOLLBXS,  DUTY  ON.     See : 
"  Tariff  and  Trade  matters." 

SMITH,  Hon.  Sir  Frank. 

Bank  of  Montrral,  adoption  of  insurance.  See: 
"Civil  Service  Act  Amt." 

Civil  Service  Act  Amt.  ;  B.  (130). 
On  M.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  for  2nd  R.,  697. 
On  Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell's  8|)eech  :  adoption 
of  system  of  iu'-urance  in  Montreal  Bank,  712. 

Cc8T0M«  Act  Amt.  ;  B.  (140). 
On  M.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  for  2iid  R.,  721 ; 
on  Mr.  Reesor's  speech  :  on  over  valuation  of 
goods,  727. 

CisTOMs  Seizures  at  Mostrkal. 
On  further  inqy.  (Mr.  Bellerose),  whether  it  is 
the  intention  of  the  government  to  introduce 
an  act  to  amend  the  Customs  Tariff,  1894,  so  as 
to  interpret  Item  No.  779  re  prohibition  of 
entry  into  this  country  of  books,  etc.,  of  an 
immoral  nature,  also  whether  it  is  the  intention 
of  the  government  to  prosecute  Norman  Mur- 
ray for  selling  a  certain  obscene  book  ;  to  Mr. 
Bellerose,  ques.  why  do  you  not  inform  the 
government  of  Queliec,  279. 

Divorce  Committee. 

On  M.  (Mr.  Miller)  for  adjt.  of  House,  355;  re 
'      the  attitude  of  the  Roman  Catholics,  361. 


SMITH,  Hon.  Sir  Frank— Omdnuerf. 
Duties,  REGULATION  OF.    See: 
"  Customs  Act  Amt." 

Lobster  Firhrey  Act  Amt.  ;  B.  (91).  Sir  Mac- 
kenzie Bowell. 

In  Com.  of  the  W. — On  sub-section  3 :  On  tb« 
date  being  put  on  the  goods,  619-30. 

On  3rd  R.  m.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  640:  t 
amt.  (Mr.  Power)  the  brand  on  the  can.  641. 

Manitoba  School  Qcestiok. 
On  inqy.  (Mr.  Scott)  as  to  rumoured  cabinet  re- 
signations, 656.  On  Mr.  Anger's  speech :  un 
govt,  being  afraid  to  grant  remedial  legisUti'jc 
663.  On  the  attitude  of  the  Irish  R.  Cath«l-i>. 
664  ;  regarding  delay  asked,  665 ;  on  th*"  a;t:- 
tude  of  the  French  ministets,  665 ;  an  Mr. 
Anger's  action,  666  ;  feeling  of  the  Prottotanti', 
666  ;  satisfaction  on  the  govt.'s  policy,  666 ; .«. 
race  and  religi<iuB  differences,  6ifi6 :  positiun  ji 
the  matter,  667.  In  reply  to  Mr.  Donoboe  to 
resignation  of  Ontario  ministers  sooner  tl^a 
submit  to  remedial  legislation,  ()67  K 

Rkmrdial  lroiolatton.    See : 

"  Manitoba  School  Question." 
Revenue  from  Customs  anu  Exclsr. 

On  Mr.  Boulton's  sjieech  :  ques.  re  nuuinfactun- 
of  whisky  last  year ;  what  about  Toronto,  2s"i. 

Roman  Catholics,  rights  of.    Scr : 

"  Manitoba  School  Question." 
Whisky,  manufacture  of.    See  : 

"  Revenue  from  Custoir.s  and  Kxcise." 
Winnipeg  Great  Northern  Ry.  Co. 'a  B.  (150). 
On  M.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  for  1st  R..  7«$ : 
on  Mr.  Scott's  insinuations,  776 ;  on  the  imns- 
age  or  rejection  of  the  6.,  782. 

WiNsiPBG  and  Hudson  Bat  Ry. 
On  explanation  of  B.    (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell. 
761 ;  on  contents  of  resolution,  762. 

SNOWBALL,  Hon.  Jabez  B. 

Commercial  Treaties  Act,  B.  (126). 
On  M.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  that  House  ressolxf 
itself  into  Cora,  of  the  W.,  643 ;  amt  m.  (Mr 
McCallum)  for  six  months'  hoist,  645 ;  remarkf 
derogatoi^  to  France,  650 ;  present  trade  with 
France,  650-1 ;  on  exports  to  France  on  sanif 
footing  as  exinrts  from  the  most-favoureil 
nations,  651 ;  steam.ship  communication  with 
France,  651 ;  wood  import  of  Great  Britain. 
051-2 ;  in  support  of  B.  by  French  Senators 
053. 

Criminal  Code  Amt.,  B   (51). 
Report  of  B.  from  Com.  of  the  W.  without  amt., 
756. 

Favoured-nations  Treaty.    See: 
"  Commercial  Treaties  Act." 

French  Treaty.    See  .• 

"Commercial  Treaties  Act." 
Great  Britain,  wood  import  of.    '.  ee : 

"  Commercial  Treaties  Act. " 

Lobster  Fishery  Act  Amt.,  B.  (91) — (Sir  Mac- 
kenzie Bowell) . 
In  Com.  of  the  W.— On  the  license  fee,  614  fi: 
exclusive  rights,  614. 
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SNOWBALL.  Eon.  Jabez  B.—Coneluded. 
Lobster  Fihhbry  Act  AHt.—Continutd. 
On  subsection  3 :  Patting;  the  date  on  the  cans, 

617  ;  on  the  lobster  business,  617-18  ;  packing, 
618 ;  labels  on  cans,  618 ;  the  lobster  season, 

618  ;  cans  tested,  618 ;  prompt  supply  of  stamps, 
618 ;  on  inferior  lobsters,  619-21 ;  Newfound- 
land lobsters,  620 ;  the  brand,  621 . 

Saw-dust  in  thb  Ottawa  Riter. 
On  M.  (Mr.  Clemow)  for  copies  of  all  reports, 
etc,  104 ;  the  law  enforced  in  the  lower  pro- 
vinces, 106-7  ;  on  the  fisheries,  107  ;  as  to  who 
enforces  the  law,  107 . 
See  also  "Fisheries  Amt  Act,  B.  (67)." 

Steamship  communication  with  France.    See  : 
"Commercial  Treaties  Act." 

Treaty  with  Fbancb.    See  ; 
"  Commercial  Treaties  Act. " 

Wood  import  op  Great  Britain.    See  ; 
"  Commercial  Treaties  Act." 

SULLIVAN,  Hon.  Michael. 

British  Columbia  Penitentiart. 
Onlnqy.  (Mr.  McInnes^.C.)  calling  attention 
to  the  report  of  Judge  Drake ;  the  presentment 
of  the  grand  jury  ;  also  to  the  annual  reports  of 
J .  G .  Moylan,  etc . ,  587  ;  management  of  insti- 
tution, 591 ;  Inspector's  charges  for  expenses, 
598;  estimate  of  expenditure,  etc.,  602;  testi- 
mony of  Fitzsimmons's  good  character,  608 ; 
wardens,  appointment  of,  etc.,  609;  alleged  ir- 
regularities at  Kingston  Penitentiary,  609 ;  on 
Mr.  Moylan,  609. 

Companies  ActtAmt.;  B.  (K). 
Reported  B.  from  Com.  of  the  W.  without  Amt., 
467. 

Drakk,  .JcnoE,  REPORT  op.    Sif e  ; 
"British  Columbia  Penitentiary." 

Fisheries  Act  Amt.;  B.  (67).— Mr.  Angers.  < 
On  M.  (Mr.  Angers)  for  2nd  R.,  434  ;  resumed 
debate,  502.  On  the  action  of  rivers,  534;  de- 
crease of  fish  not  due  to  saw-dust,  534 ;  on  ex- 
plosions, 534 ;  saw-dust  neither  impedes  naviga- 
tion nor  pollutes  the  water,  536 ;  utilization  of 
saw-dust,  535 ;  cost  of  rebuilding  mills,  535 ;  on 
the  injury  done  to  the  river,  535. 

FiTzsiuMONS,  James,  character  op.    See  ; 

"British  Cohunbia  Penitentiary." 
Independent  Order  op  Foresters.    B.  (84). 

On  M.  (Mr.  Clemow)  for  suspension  of  41st  rule, 
731 ;  annual  payment,  732. 

Insane  Prisoners,  care  op  .    See  .- 

"Penitentiaries  Act  Amt." 
Insurance.    See.' 

"Independent  Order  of  Foresters." 

Kingston  Penitentiart,  alleged  irrbovlaritibs 
AT.    See: 
"  British  Coulumbia  Penitentiaries. " 

Mills,  cost  op  improvements  .    See  : 
"  Fisheries  Act  Amt .     B .  (67) . " 

Moylan,  Inspector.    See: 
"British  Columbia  Penitentiffry." 


SULLIVAN,  Hon.  ISioheael— Continued. 
Penitentiaribs  Act  Amt.  ;  B.  (66).— Mr.  Angers. 
On  Srd  R.  m.  (Mr.  Angers),  372.     On  Amt.  m. 
(Mr.  Power),  872;  points  on  special  qualities, 
etc.,  of  some  insane  asylums,  373. 

Penitentiaries  Act  Amt.;  B.  (181). 
In  Com.  of  the  W.— On  3rd  cl.;  duties  and  sal- 
aries of  chaplains  and  surgeons,  736 ;  privileges, 
738  ;  all  the  criminal  lunatics  are  in  the  King- 
ston penitentiary,  739;  Catholic  chaplain  at 
Kingston  has  no  residence,  741 . 

RivEBB,  on  the  action  OP.    See  .• 

"Fisheries  Act  Amt.;  B.  (67)." 
Salaries  OP  penitentiasy  oppiciam.    See: 

"Penitentiary  Act  Amt.;  B.  (131)." 
Saw-dust  in  the  Ottawa  River.    See : 

"Fisheries  Act  Amt.;  B.  (67)." 
Wardens,  penptentiary,  appointment  op,  etc.  See : 

"  British  Columbia  Penitentiary . " 

TASSlS,  Hon.  Joseph. 

Announcement  of  decrease  by  Sir  Mackenzie 
Bowell,  25-6 ;  remarks :  Mr.  Scott.  2(),  Mr. 
Boulton,  69. 

VIDAL,  Hon.  Alexander. 
Boards  op  Trade  Incokp.  Amt.  Act;  B.  (L.) 
Reported  from  Com.  of  the  W..  without  Amt., 

Canada  Southern  Ry.  Co.,  Act,  B.  (64). 
Introduced*,  2C8,  (In  absence  of  Mr.  Maclnnes, 
Bur.) 

Chairmanship  op  the  Committee  ok  Railways. 
M.  for  adoption  of  report,  108;  irregularity  in 
organization  of  Committee  :  Mr.  Miller,  109- 
10-11-12-13:  Mr.  Vidal,  110;  Mr.  Power, 
110 ;  Mr.  Kaulbach.  110-12  ;  Sir  Mackenzie 
Bowell,  110-11;  Mr.  Mclnnes,  110;  Mr. 
Miller,  110-12  ;  Mr.  Alnjon,  113  ;  Mr.  Porier, 
113.    M.  agreed  to,  113. 

Commercial  Treaties  Act  ;  B.  (126). 

Reported  B.  without  amts.  from  Com.  of  W.,  656. 
Deschrnes  Briixib  Co.'s  B. 
On  M.  for  3rd  R.  (Mr.  McCallum).    Explanation 
of  situation  of  canal  and  bridges,  and  practica- 
bility of  construction  of  former,  250. 

Dominion  Lands  Act  Amt.;  B.  (116). 
Report  of  B.  with  Amts.  from  Com.  of  W.,  which 
were  concurred  in,  499. 
Edwards,  Mb.,  evidence  op.    See  ; 

"Fisheries  Act  Amt.;  B.  (67). 
Female  Oppenders  Amt.  Act,  B.  (J).— Mr.  Power. 
Reported  B.  with  Amts.  from  Com.  of  W.,  which 
were  concurred  in,  314. 
Fisheries  Act  Act,  B.  (67).— Mr.  Angers. 
On  M.  for  2nd  R.  (Mr.  Angers),  434.     Resumed 
debate,  502.     All  rivers  affected,  502 ;  rivers  not 
injuriously  affected,  510 ;  international  rights, 
510 ;   comments  on  Mr.  Clemow's  sijeech,  510  ; 
effect  on  navigation,  511  ;  Mr.  Fleming's  reitort; 
511 ;  effect  un  the  fish,  512 ;  on  the  health,  512, 
exjilosions,  512 ;  -Mr.  Edward's  evidence,  613 ; 
onect  of  enforcement  of  the  statute  of  1894, 
513 ;  To  Mr.  McCallum,  re  injury  to  fish  in  the 
Michigan  rivers,  513. 
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VIDAL,  Hon.  Alexander— C<m«<tui«(f. 
FisHEBiBS  Act  Amt.  B.— Continued . 
In  Com.  of  the  W.— On  cl.   2.    On  Amt.  (Mr. 
Clemow),  669 ;  iiibjecting  mill-men  to  jienalty, 
571. 

Fleming,  SANt'ORP,  REPORT  OF.    See: 
"  Fisheriee  Act  Amt.;  B.  (67)." 

French  Treatv.   See  : 
"  Commercial  Treaties  Act." 

Hamilton  and  Lake  Erie  Power  Co. 'b  B.  (85).— 
Mr.  Maclnnes.  Burlington. 
Report  of  B.  with  Amts.  from  Com.  on  Railways 
S.C.,  430.  On  M.  (Mr.  Maclnnes,  Burlington), 
for  BU8{)enBiun  of  41gt  rule  as  far  as  relates  to 
this  B. ,  430  ;  amts.  do  not  change  the  character 
of  the  B.  431. 

Insurance  on  Lives  of  CHiLimsu. 
On  Inqy.  (Mr.  McClelan),  calling  attention  of 
Senate  to  crimes  from  practice  of  insuring  chil- 
dren, and  asks  if  govt,  intends  to  take  any 
measures  to  restrict  such  practice,  251 ;  re- 
marks :  answer  given  by  govt  closes  Inqy., 
free  to  all  members  to  speak  before  answer  is 
given,  but  not  after,  266. 

International  Radial  Rv.  Co.'s  B.  (96). 
Reported  B.  from  Cora,  on  Rys.,  etc.,  without 
amt.,  679. 

Langenbcbg  and  Southern  Ry.  Co.,  Inoorp.  Act, 
B.  (53). 
On  M.  (Mr.  Lougheed)  fur  3rd  R.,  296;  remarks  ■ 
comments  on  preceding  speeches,  301 ;  object 
of  the  promoters  of  the  B.,  302 ;  the  important 
feature  of  the  B.,  302 ;  position  of  the  bond- 
holders, 302-3  ;  To  Mr.  Kaulbach,  no  objection 
to  charter  being  granted  for  independent  road, 
303-4.  To  Mr.  McMillan,  bondholders  not 
equally  effected,  304. 

Lindsay,  Haliburtos  and  Mattawa  Ry.  Co.  B. 
(80). 
On  M.  (Mr.  Clemow)  for  concurrence  in  amts. 
made  by  Standing  Com.  on  Rys.,  etc,  377  ;  on 
the  amt.  re  buildmg  drains  and  culverts,  3^. 

North-west  Terhitoriks  Act  Amt.  ;  B.  (135). 
Reiwrted  B.   with  amts.   from  Com.  of  theW., 
which  were  concurred  in,  638. 

Odell  Divorce  Case. 
On  consideration  of  9th  report  of  Com.  ;  compli- 
mentary remarks  on  the  Divorce  Com.,  229; 
the  case  in  court  and  ease  before  Senate  not 
analogous,  230;  on  the  evidence,  230;  not 
necessary  to  await  decision  of  Supreme  Court, 
230 ;  reasons  for  supporting  Com.  recommen- 
dation, 230. 

Obdek  and  Procedure. 

Bill,  aiiU.  not  genuine  to,  etc. — Amt.  (Mr.  Ogilvie) 
out  of  order,  not  being  germane  to  B.,  330  ;  B. 
reix)rted  from  Cora,  without  amt.,  330. 

SHIji,  private,  3rd  R.  Same  day  that  amts.  to  B. 
are  adopted,  objected  to  (Mr.  Kaulbach),  280 ; 
explains  rule  only  applies  to  same  day  report  is 
presented.    B.  read  the  3rd  time,  280. 

Bills,  private,  Srd  R. — Same  day  that  B.  is  re- 
ported from  Cora.,  objected  to  (Mr.  Power)  as 
m  direct  violation  of  Rule  70.  (Red  Mountain 
Ry.  Co.'s  B.) ;  and  Srd  R.  postponed,  270-1. 


VIDAL,  Hon.  Alexander— Cem/tnuof. 
Order  and  peocbdtiiie — Continued. 
Com.  on  BaUvMyt,    etc. — First  report  present: 
complaint  ^Mr.  Miller)  irre^jfulanty  in  organiza- 
tion; appomtmeut  of  cbainnan;  ex[daDati<a, 
110. 

<S)»«.  report,  deferring  consideration  of petitiott.— 
See  "Odell  Divorce  Case,"  (above).' 

Prejudicing  ea»e  hefore  eourtt.—8ee  "Oddl  Di- 
vorce Case  "  (above). 

Upeaking  after  Inqp.  a  anttcered  bp  3finit>tT.— 
Called  attention  to  the  fact  that  the  aBswo- 
given  by  the  govt,  closes  the  dt^iste,  36& 

Pollution  of  Rivers.    See  .- 

"Fisheries  Act.  Amt.;  B.  (67)." 
Red  Mountain  Rt.  Co. 'a  B.  (58). 
Reported  B.  with  amts.  from  Com.,  270;  exjdi- 
nation  of  amts.,  no  alteration  in  spirit  ot  E 
Srd  R.  may  be  moved  now,  270 :  on  objectica 
Mr.    Power  for  Srd   reading  without  notiw; 
stand  corrected,  but  it  is  the  practice  ot  th^ 
House,  270. 
3rd  R.*,  280. 
Saw-dust  in  the  Ottawa  Riveb.    See  : 
"  Fisheries  Act  Amt.  ;  B.  (67)." 

Seditious  and  dklawpul  AesociATiONB  and  oaths. 
See: 
"  Tenth  Chapter  of  the  ConKilidated  Statute  Jit 
Lower  Canada  Amt.  Act." 

St.  Clair  and  Erie  Ship  Canal  Co-'s  incoep 

Act  ;  B.  (72). 
Introduced*,  841. 
2nd  R.  m.,  375.    Explanation  of  B.,  376.    M. 

agreed  to,  375. 
3rd  R.*,  430. 

Tenth  Chapter  ok  the  Consoudated  Statitk 
FOR  Lower  Canada  .\mt.   Acrr,  respkctisg 

SEDITIOUS    AND    UNI.AWFni    A830CI.4TIONS    AND 
OATHS  ;  B.  (7). 

In  Com.  of  the  W.  ;  on  amt.  f«.  (Mr.  Ogilviel, 
330 ;  amt.  out  of  order  and  not  germane  to  tl^ 
B.,  330.  B.  reported  from  Com.  without  amL. 
330. 

Trail  Ckbek  and  Columbia  Rv.  Co.  incoep.  Act  : 
B.  (57).— Mr.  Maclnnes  (Burlington). 
Reported  B.  with  amt.  from  Railways  Com.  with 

explanation,  233. 
3rd  R.*,  250. 
Treaty  with  France.    See : 
"  Commercial  Treaties  Act." 

WARK,  Hon.  David. 
Experimental  Farms  in  the  North-west. 

Inq^.  whether  the  Experimental  Farms  in  the 
>iorth-we»t  might  not  be  advantageously  OKd 
in  introducing  valuable  improvements  on  the 
present  un))rofitable  system,  450  ;  wheat  culti- 
vation in  the  U.S.,  450;  in  Ontario,  450: 
exports  of  flour,  461 ;  fertilization  of  the  soil, 
450-1 ;  other  exports,  451 :  loan  companiM 
and  building  societies  in  Ontario,  451-2;  on 
fertilization,  etc.,  452. 

Fertilization  of  the  soil.    See : 

"  Experimental  Farms  in  the  North-west." 
FiSHKBiKs  Act  Amt.  ;  B.  (67).— Mr.  Angen. 
On  M.  (Mr.  Angers)  for  2nd  R.,  434 ;  resumed 
debate,  502.    Effect  of  the  saw -dust  on  naviga- 
tion, 535 ;  effect  on  the  fish,  535 ;  on  the  injurr 
done,  etc,  t35-6. 
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VTARK,  Eon.  David— Con/m««f. 
Flocb,  kxports  ok.    See  : 

"  Experimental  Farms  in  the  North-west. 
JohnbTON,  Prok.,  on  agbiccltcbe.    See : 

"  Experimental  Farms  in  the  North-west." 
Loan  companies,  btc.,  in  Ontario.    See  : 

"  Experimental  Farms  in  the  North-west." 
Nbwfodndland  Confederation.    See  : 

"Union  with  Newfoundland." 

Rbvbnce  from  Excise  and  Cds-ious. 

On  M.  (Mr.  Boulton)  that  in  the  opinion  of  the 
Senate  if  the  excise  on  spirits,  beer  and  tobacco 
were  made  equal  to  the  protection  duty,  etc., 
an  increase  of  revenue  would  result,  etc.,  2S2 ; 
too  hif^h  taxation  reduces  revenue,  289-90. 


W^ABK,  Hon.  David— Cimeiuded. 

Saw-dust  in  the  Ottawa  River.     See  ; 
"I'iBheries  Act  Amt  ;  B.  (67)." 

Union  with  Newfoundland. 
Suggestion.  Calls  attention  to  the  unsuccessful 
negotiations  and  suggests  adviRability  of  open- 
ing a  correspondence  with  Imperial  Govt,  and 
propose  such  joint  assistance  as  would  enable 
Newfoundland  to  enter  this  Dominion  unem- 
barrassed by  financial  difficulties,  342.  Remarks: 
The  fire  in  1891,  342  ;  Newfoundland's  exports 
and  imports,  342  -3 ;  basis  of  taking  over 
colony,  344 ;  business  between  province  of 
Quebec  and  Maritime  Provinces  and  Newfound- 
land, 344. 

Wheat,  cultivation  of.    See : 

"  Experimental  Farms  in  the  North-west." 
Whisky,  increased  taxation  on.    See : 

"Revenue  from  Excise  and  Customs." 
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Abbott,  late  Sib  John,  extbact  rROM  speech.  See: 

"  Civil  Service  Act  Ami." 
Aberdken,  Hib  Ex.,  the  Eabl  ok 
Loyal  reception  throughout  Canada.    Remarks  in 

speech  from  the  Throne,  4. 
Expressions  of  pleasure  on  subject.— In  Address  in 
reply,  5.     In  m.  the  Address,  8  (Mr.  Primrose), 
8 ;   in  speeches :    Mr.    Boulton,   47  ;   Mr.   Hac- 
donald,  (B.C.),  60  ;  Mr.  Power,  58 ; Mr.  Scott,  15. 

Addisoji,  Wm.,  evidence  of.    See  : 
"Fisheries  Amt.  Act ;  B.  (67)." 

ADDRESS  in  answer  to  His  Exoellenoy's 
Si>eech. 

M.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Howell)  for  consideration  of 
speech  en  22nd  April ;  agreed  to*,  4. 

M.  (Mr.  Primrose)  for  address  (death  Right  Hon- 
ourable Sir  John  Thompson,  interpretation  of 
certain  clauses  in  Treaty  of  Commerce  with 
Fi-ance,  preferential  trade  relations  between  Aus- 
tralasian (Governments  and  other  self-governing 
Colonies  of  the  Eni[>ire,  right  of  appeal  by  the 
dissentient  minority  of  the  i>eople  of  Manitoba  to 
the  (Jovemor  General  in  Ctmncil  respecting  edu- 
cation, depression  in  trade  felt  to  a  less  degree  in 
CaniKla  tlian  in  other  countries,  decrease  in 
revenue  from  Customs  and  Excise,  economy  in 
appropriations  for  various  branches  of  the  public 
service,  the  Governor  General's  tour  through  the 
country,  negotiations  with  Newfoundland  look- 
ing to  confederation  with  Dominion  of  Canada, 
measures  relating  to  bankruptcy  and  insolvency 
and  to  joint' stock  com|>anies,  amendments  to 
Insurance  Act,  Act  resijecting  Dominion  Notes, 
Dominion  Lands  Act,  Indian  Act,  North-west 
Territories  Representation  Act,  Bill  resix«ting 
the  land  Hulwidy  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
Comi)any),  4-5.  Prominence  given  by  Governor 
General  of  his  sense  of  the  value  of  the  advice 
and  assistance  of  both  Houses,  5 ;  dctath  of  the 
Right  Honourable  Sir  John  Thomiwon,  5-6 : 
inti'i-pretation  of  certain  clauses  in  Treaty  of 
Conmierce  with  France,  6 ;  intercolonial  dele- 
gates, 6  ;  action  of  Imijurial  Parliament  respect- 
ting  trade  n-lations  lietween  Australasian  Colonies 
and  other  self -governing  colonies  of  the  empire, 
6  7 :  compliments  to  Jjirl  of  Jersey,  7  ;  line  of 
cable  between  Australi.-v  and  Canada,  7 ;  encoui- 
iimis  on  Sir  Maclfcnzie  Bowell,  7  ;  Manitoba 
School  t^uestion,  7 ;  depression  in  trade,  7 ; 
changes  in  tariff,  7  ;  economy  in  appropriatioiis 
for  various  branches  of  the  ))ublic  service,  7  ;  His 
Ex.  visits  to  different  iKjrtions  of  the  Dominion, 
7-8 ;  confidence  of  Canadians  in  future  of  their 
countr}',  8 ;  tuimission  of  Newfoundland  into  the 
Dominion,  8 ;  Insolvency  Act,  8 ;  North-west 
Territories  Representation  Act,  8. 

Seconded  (Mr.  Arseiiault),  0 ;  death  of  the  late 
Right  Honourable  Sir  .Tohu  Thompson,  referring 
also  to  deaths  of  Sir  John  Macdonald,  and  Sir 
John  Abixrtt,  9 ;  l)etter  tra<le  relations  with 
foreign  powers  and  the  different  colonies  of  the 
empire,  U ;  Manitoba  School  question,  9-10 ; 
Newfoundland  confederation,  10. 
56 


ADDRESS— Cbntinuerf. 

Debate — namei  alphabttieaUi/ ' 

(Mr.  Almon),  on  Mr.  Power's  speech !  works  in 
progrvas  at  Halifax,  57.  On  Mr.  Scott's  speech  : 
remark,  14. 

(Mr.  Angers),  on  Mr.  Boulton's  speech  :  Manitoba 
Schools,  32-5.  On  Mr.  Kaulbach's  speech  : 
scheduling  of  American  cattle,  62.  On  Mr.  Ber- 
nier's  speech:  Manitoba  School  question,  77-85. 
On  Mr.  Ferguson's  speech :  Manitoba  School 
question,  96. 

(Mr.  Armand),  on  the  death  of  Sir  John  Thompson) 
88  ;  Manitoba  School  question,  88  ;  on  trade  and 
and  the  tariff,  89.  On  Mr.  Ferguson's  speech  : 
Manitoba  School  question,  90. 

(Mr.  Bemier),  on  Mr.  Boulton'  speech  :  Manitoba 
Schools,  33;  death  of  Sir  John  Thomi>son  and 
Hon.  Senator  Tasse,  75 ;  oongratulations  to  Sir 
Mackenzie  Bowell  and  Mr.  Ferguson,  76-6 ; 
Manitoba  School  question,  76-81,  83-88. 

(Mr.  Boulton),  congratulations  to  Mr.  Arsenault, 
26 ;  death  of  the  Right  Hon.  Sir  John  "Thompson 
and  Hon.  Senator  Tasse,  26-7 ;  French  Treaty, 
27  ;  preferential  trade  relations  between  Austral- 
asian (iovemments  and  other  self-governing 
colonies  of  the  empire,  27-8;  Manit<iua  Schod 

aiiestion,  38-37  ;  the  tariff  and  trade  questions, 
anadian  imports  and  exports,  37-47  ;  His  Ex- 
cellency's tour  through  Manitoba  and  the  North- 
west, 47 ;  admission  of  Newfoundland  into  the 
Dominion,  47 ;  Copyright  Act  and  report  of  Com- 
mission on  Freight  Rates,  47-  8  ;  congratulations 
to  Mr.  Ferguson,  48.  On  Mr.  Power's  siieeoh  : 
Manitoba  School  question,  51.  On  Mr.  Kaullnch's 
speech  ;  protection  of  minorities,  6t) ;  insurance 
on  the  manufacturing  industries  ;  on  revenue  ; 
tax  on  inoomes,  73 ;  on  protection  ;  shipping  in- 
dustry, 74 ;  Manitoba  School  question,  75.  On 
Mr.  liemier'a  speech ;  Manitoba  School  question, 
77-8-_9,  82  3  5.  On  Mr.  Feivuson's  sijeech  : 
Manitoba  School  question,  92-6 ;  emigration 
from  England,  100 ;  duty  on  tett,  101. 

(Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell),  compliments  to  mover  and 
seconder  of  Address,  16 ;  returning  thanks  for 
{>er!<onal  remarks,  16  ;  on  ability  to  occupy  posi- 
tion of  prime  minister,  16;  eulogies  of  Hon. 
Alexander  Mackenzie,  Sir  .John  Macdonald,  Sir 
,Tohn  Abbott  and  Sir  John  Thompson,  17 ; 
atlmission  of  Newfoundland  into  confederation, 
17  18 ;  Treaty  with  France,  18 ;  on  favoured 
nations  treaties  between  German  Zolverein  and 
other  countries,  IK  ;  Manitoba  schools,  18-21 ; 
trade  question,  21  ;  effects  of  the  National 
Policy,  21  ;  bonus  to  the  iron  industries  of 
Ontario  by  Sir  Oliver  Mowat,  21 ;  on  reduction 
of  duties,  22 ;  Liberal  tariff  policy  when  in 
power,  and  at  present  time,  22 ;  conservative 
principles,  22 ;  increase  in  j>roducts,  22 ;  dairy 
produce  in  English  markets,  23 ;  value  of  farm 
)roi)erty,  23 ;  condition  of  fanning  industry  in 
t'ree  Trade  England,  23  ;  on  the  North-west,  23 ; 
wheat  production  in  other  countries,  23  ;  Canada's 
position  to-day  compared  with  other  countries,  2 
(hi  Mr.  Mclnnes's  (B.C.)  speech  j  representati  o 
of  British  Columbia  in  the  Cabinet,  24-5.     On 
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ADDRESS— Co»«»u«(/. 

Mr.  Boulton's  speech  :  tariff  and  trade  questiunB, 
38-9,  43-4.  On  Mr.  Power's  speech  :  Manitoba 
School  question,  54  5. 

On  Mr.  Kaulbach's  8i>eech  :  Australian  meat,  62 ; 
scheduling  of  American  cattle,  62. 
-  (Mr.  Clemow),  on  Mr.  Boulton's  speech  :  Manitoba 
Schools,  87. 

(Mr.  Fprg\ison),  comments  on  Mr  Soott's  speech  on 
the  Manitoba  School  question,  89-93  ;  the  Anti- 
gonish  contest,  97  ;  price  of  kerosene  oil,  97 ;  the 
trade  question  and  fiscal  policy,  98 ;  the  fugar 
industry,  98  ;  the  operation  of  the  National 
Policy,  98-  9  ;  on  the  farming  industry,  99 ;  the 
census,  100  ;  tlie  deficit,  101 ;  duty  -on  tea,  101  ; 
returns  thanks  for  congratulations  on  entry  into 
Cabinet,  101 ;  representation  of  British  Colum- 
bia in  the  Cabinet,  101 ;  cominrison  of  imports 
and  duties  i>aid  in  at  different  ports  of  entry, 
102-3 ;  on  death  of  Sir  John  Thom)ison  with 
eulogistic  remarks,  103. 

(Mr.  Kaulbach)  on  Mr.  Mclnnes's  (B.C.)  speech: 
representation  of  British  Columbia  in  the  Cabinet, 
24  ;  on  Mr.  Boulton's  siwech  :  Manitoba  Schools, 
34-5 ;  on  Mr.  Boulton's  speech  :  tariff  and  trade 
questions,  39-41  2-3-5-6 ;  on  Mr.  Power's  sj^ech: 
the  deficit  oom|>ared  with  that  under  the  Mac- 
kenzie regime,  57.  On  the  Address :  Manitoba 
School  question,  61 :  French  Treaty,  61  ;  Austra- 
lian trade,  61;  on  the  Antigonish  el'jction,  62; 
comments  on  the  Liberal  party's  record,  63 ;  state 
of  the  country  tmder  the  Mackenzie  government, 
63 !  effects  of  the  National  Policy,  6.V4 ;  compar- 
ative expenditure  of  the  Liberal  and  Conservative 
administrations,  64 ;  the  deficit,  64  ;  admission  of 
Newfound livnd  into  the  Dominion,  04 ;  Insolvency 
Act,  05 ;  compliments  to  mover  and  seconder  of 
Address,  (>5 ;  late  date  of  summoning  of  Parlia- 
ment, 65 ;  eulogy  on  the  late  Sir  John  Thompson, 
6.J ;  complimentary  remarks  to  Sir  Mackenzie 
Bowell,  (>5 ;  Manitoba  Schixjl  question,  66-75  ; 
rightsof  the  minority,  06 ;  on  the  National  Policy, 
67-70 ;  trade  and  the  tariff,  67;  8 ;  the  Liberal 
jiolicy,  68-71 ;  fig^ures  showing  increase  in  pro- 
ductive industries,  71 ;  public  debt  of  Canada 
72 ;  free  trade  policy,  73 ;  <m  the  manufacturing 
interests,  72-  3 ;  agricultural  implements,  73 ; 
effects  of  a  free  trade  ix)licy,  73  4 ;  fishing  indus- 
t^,  74 ;  on  present  and  past  Premiers,  75.  On 
Mr.  Bemiers  speech  :  Manitoba  School  question, 
82-5. 

(Mr.  Macdonald,  B.C.),  on  Mr.  Boulton's  speech : 
tariff  and  trade  questions,  40 ;  panegyric  on 
speeches  of  hon.  gentlemen  from  Pictou  and 
Prince  Edward  Island,  59  ;  the  trade  question, 
59 ;  amount  jjaid  in  wages  by  manufacturers,  59- 
60 ;  Manitoba  School  question,  60 ;  vnsit  of  His 
Ex.  to  British  Columbia,  60 ;  death  of  the  late 
Sir  John  Thomuson,  60 ;  congratulations  to  Sir 
Mackenzie  Bowell,  60 ;  representation  of  British 
Columbia  in  the  Cabinet,  60  1  ;  on  Mr.  Fergu- 
son's s|>eech :  rei^resentation  of  British  Columbia 
in  the  Cabinetj  102  ;  consumption  of  goods  pay- 
ing duty  in  British  Columbia,  103. 

(Mr.  McCallum),  on  Mr.  Boulton's  speech :  trade 
question,  39-41-2-3. 

(Mr.  Mclnnes,  B.C.)  on  the  death  of  the  late  Hon- 
ourable Sir  •John  "Thompson,  23 ;  congratulations 
to  Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell  and  Mr.  Ferguson,  23 ; 
representation  of  British  Columbia  in  the  Cabi- 
net, 24.  On  Mr.  Kaulbach's  sjjeech  :  Australian 
meat  and  butter,  61-2  ;  scheduling  of  American 
cattle,  62  ;  on  Mr.  Ferguson's  sijeech  :  represen- 
tation of  British  Columoia  in  the  Cabinet,  101-2. 


ADDRESS— Conc/Ww/. 

(Mr.  O'Donohoe)  on  Mr.  Fergnson's  speech :  Slani- 
toba  School  question,  96. 

(Mr.  Perley)  on  Mr.  Power's  speech  :  Hudson  Bai 
Ry.,  57. 

(Mr.  Power),  on  Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell's  siieec-h: 
Manitoba  Schools,  20  ;  on  Mr.  Boulton's  siie«:li ; 
Manitoba  Schools,  32.  On  the  Address,  changt* 
in  the  Cabinet,  48-9  ;  encomiums  on  Sir  Mac- 
kenzie Bowell,  49;  mortality  of  Premiers,  IS: 
Mr.  Ferguson  8  entry  into  the  Cabinet,  49 ;  re- 
presentation of  British  Columbia  in  the  Cabinet. 
49 ;  on  the  representation  of  Cape  Breton  aai 
Nova  Scotia  in  the  Cabinet,  in  addition  to  ttw 
High  Commissioner,  SO ;  death  of  Sir  John 
Thompson,  50;  Treaty  with  France,  50;  infer- 
colonial  preferential  trade,  501  ;  Maoitola 
School  question,  51  ;  object  of  a  constitatiai,  ."il ; 
state  of  affairs  in  Antigonish  under  the  Xati<nul 
Policy,  53;  extracts  from  Montreal  (lazttU  m 
inference  drawn  from  bv-ele ctions  54 ;  attitude 
of  Conservative  party  of  the  province  of  Manitoba 
previous  to  election  of  1892  on  school  quefttii*. 
55  ;  re-enactment  of  Act  of  1881,  56  :  the  leader -.if 
the  Opposition  promises  not  to  use  the  ManittJs 
School  question  to  get  into  power,  56 ;  depte»itin 
of  trade  in  Canada,  56;  the  deficit,  5»>-7:  re- 
ducing duties  and  increasing  the  revenue,  57->' ; 
His  Rx.'s  travels  through  Canada,  58  ;  admissicQ 
of  Newfoundland  into  the  Dominion,  58 :  the 
French  shore  difficulty,  68;  insolvency  law. 
58-9 ;  on  Mr.  Kaulbach's  spet-ch :  shipijing 
industry,  74  ;  on  Mr.  Fergu.-Km  b  speech  :  Mani" 
toba  School,  94-7 ;  decrease  in  farming  {lopuli- 
tion,  99 ;  regarding  population,  100. 

(Mr.  Robitaille)  on  Mr.  Ferguson's  speech : 
representation  of  British  Columbia  in  the 
Cabinet,  102. 

(Mr.  Soott),  compliments  to  mover  and  seconder  of 
Address,  10;  summoning  of  ParUanient,  lit; 
death  of  Sir  John  Thorawion,  11-12  ;  Treatv  with 
France,  12 ;  Manitoba  School  question,  12  14 : 
the  National  Policy,  14  ;  the  deficit,  14 ;  on  th(» 
fiscal  policy,  14  ;  duty  on  cottons,  woollens  and 
iron,  15  ;  the  fiscal  jjolicy,  and  home  induetrit-i, 
15;  His  Ex.  trip  through  the  count rj-.  \h: 
admission  of  Newfoundland  into  the  Dominixn, 
16  ;  enoomimus  on  Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell,  16 :  «i 
Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell's  speech :  Manitoba 
Schools,  18-21 :  on  Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell"* 
sjieech :  bonusing  of  iron  industries  in  OntKri.' 
by  Sir  Oliver  Mowat,  21 ;  on  Mr.  BoultonV 
speech :  Manitoba  Schools,  33,  35-6 ;  on  Mr. 
Ferguson's  speech:  Manitoba  School  question. 
89-90-1,  95. 

AlwouKSiMKNTSi.    See  "  Senate,  adjournments." 
Administration.    See  : 
"  Ministerial  changes." 
See  also,  "  Vacancy  in  Cabinet." 
Agriculture  and  Immioration. 
Suggestion  (Mr.  Bemier)  re  Joint  Committee  with 
House  of  Commons,  113 ;  remarks  :  Mr.  Aneen'. 
113. 

AoBICUI-TURAL  implements,  MANCKACTCRgOP,  lll-n. 

ETC.    See  : 

"  Customs  Duties  on  Agricultural  Implements." 

See  also  "  Rebate  on  Exports." 

See  also  "  Tariff  and  Trade  matters." 


•  industries,  protection  to,  ETC      Sec  : 


'  Tariff  and  Trade  matters." 


■  PKODCcrs,  taxation  ox.    See  .■ 


"  Experimental  Farms  in  the  North-weet." 
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Alberta  Railway  and  Ooal  Oomiiauy's 

B.  {27).— Mr.  McMiUan. 

2nd  R.*,  139  (ot.  Mr.  Maclnnes,  Burlington). 
Srd  R.*,  166  (in.  Mr.  Mac'Inneg,  Burlington). 
Assent,  805. 
(58-59  Vie.,  cap.  46). 

Ale  .\sd  bkeh,  duty  on.    See; 
"  Rebate  on  Kxports." 
See  also  "  Revenue  from  Excise  and  Customs. " 

Antigosish,  inpbbknce  ov  election  in. 
Remarks  on  the  Address :  Mr.  Ferguson,  97  ;  Mr. 
Power,  63-4. 

Archbishop  op  RnPBBT's  Land,   corrrsfondence 
WITH.     See  : 
"  Manitoba  School  Question." 

Argvle,  Loru,  lttkbances  op.    See  ; 
"  Manitoba  School  Question." 

Arnoldi,  Mr.,  evidence  of.    See : 
"  Fisheries  Amt  Act ;  B.  (67)." 

Assiniboia,  Minutes  op  the  Journal  op  the  Coun- 
cil.   See ; 
"  Manitoba  School  Question." 

Australia,  trade  with,  cable,  etc. 
Reference  to  in  m.  address  in  reply  to  8))eech  from 

the  Throne  (Mr.  Primrose),  7. 
See  also  "  Rebate  on  Exports." 
See  also  "  Tariff  and  Trade  matters  "  (generally). 

Authors,  rights  op,  petitions,  etc.    See : 
"Copyright  Law." 

BaIK  DfcS  CHALEUlm  ScANDAL. 

M.  (Mr.  Landry)  for  cojnes  of  the  sworn  declara- 
tion of  Francois  Langelier  and  Ernest  Pacaud, 
also  certain  promisory  notes,  295-6.  Mr.  Power, 
rises  to  a  qviestion  of  order ;  proper  place  to  apply 
for  papers  is  to  the  Quebec  legislature,  296  ;  Mr. 
Landry,  i>ai>er8  sent  to  Ottawa  addressed  to  the 
Secretary  of  State,  for  the  Governor  General,  296  ; 
Mr.  Power,  not  these  papers,  296 ;  Mr.  Angers, 
no  objection  on  i)art  of  (Tovemment  to  have  the 
papers  brought  before  the  House  if  rejiort  was 
made,  296.     M.  agreed  to,  29a 

Banking  and  Commerce  Com. 
Ado5)tion  of  Report  of  Com.  of  selection  for  ap- 
pomtment  of,  M.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  and 
agreed  to,  *108. 
The  .James  Maclaren  Co.'s  B.  Reported  from 
Com.  (Mr.  Allan)  with  Amts.,  B.  explained 
and  suggests  be  taken  into  consideration  to- 
morrow, 200.  M.  (Mr.  McCalluni)  Amts.  be 
taken  into  consideration  to-morrow,  200.  M. 
agreed  to,  200. 

Bank  op  Montreal,  adoption  op  insurance.    See.- 
"Civil  Service  Act  Amt." 

Bankers  Lips   Association  ok  Canada,   incobp. 
Act,  B.  (26).  -Mr.  Lougheed. 

Introduced*,  331. 

2nd  R.  M.  (Mr.  Lougheed),  378.  Remarks :  Mis- 
leading title,  Mr.  Scott,  373-4 ;  Mr.  Ogilvie, 
life  insurance  company,  374  ;  Mr.  Lougheed,  on 
the  title,  licensing  comiiany  with  similar  name 
fnrni  the  United  States,  374  ;  Mr.  Ogilvie,  mis- 
leading title,  374  ;  licensing  United  States  com- 
pany with  same  name,  Messrs.  Scott,  Lougheed, 
Power,  374-5.  M.  agreed  to,  376. 
56^ 


Bankers  Life  Association  op  Canada— Con<tnued. 

B.  reported  with  Amt.  from  Com.  on  banking  and 
conmierce  (Mr.  Allan),  389  ;  explanation  of  Amt 
with  change  of  title,  389.  M.  (Mr.  Lougheed) 
^^^mts.  be  taken  into  consideration  to-mor- 
l^^r  Mr.  Scott  objects  to  title  ;  change  does  not 
meet  objection  first  raised,  389  j  Mr.  Clemow,  com- 
panies with  same  name  in  the  United  States  likely 
to  do  business  in  Canada,  389 ;  Mr.  Lougheed, 
gives  notice  will  M.  suspension  of  49th  rule  in  re- 
ference to  this  B.,  390  ;  Mi.  Power,  gives  notice 
will  M.  an  Amt.  to  change  the  title  of  B.,  390  ; 
title  of  B.  and  licensing  a  United  States  Com- 
mny,  Messrs.  Allan,  Soott,  Clemow,  Lougheed, 
Desjardins,  Ferguson  (Niagara),  Mclnnes  (Bur- 
lingtQii),  Onlvie,  Angers,  390;  Messrs.  Angers, 
Lougheed,  Desjardins,  391. 

On  the  Order  of  the  Day,  consideration  of  Amts., 
467  i  M.  (Mr.  Lougheed)  that  49th  rule  be  sus- 
pended, 467  ;  remarks  :  Messrs.  O'Donohoe  and 
Lougheed,  467.    Motion  agreed  to,  467. 

M.  (Mr.  Loueheed)  fdr  concurrence  in  Amts.,  467  ; 
remarks  ;  Messrs.  Tjougheed  and  Scott,  467.  M. 
agreed  to,  467. 

M.  (Mr.  Lougheed)  for  concurrence  in  Amts.  as  to 
title,  467 ;  Amt.  M.  (Mr.  Scott),  that  B.  be 
referred  back  to  Com.  with  instructions  to  select 
another  name,  467  ;  remarks :  Messrs.  O'Donohoe, 
Dickey,  467 ;  Messrs.  McCallum,  Angers,  Loug- 
heed, Scott,  468;  Messrs.  Lougheed,  Ogilvie, 
Scott,  Angers,  469 ;  Messrs.  Lougheed,  Angers, 
470.    M.  agreed  to,  470. 

B.  re|iort«d  from  Com.  on  Banking  and  Commerce 
(Mr.  Allan),  574;  change  of  name  to  "Mer- 
chants," 574.  M.  (Mr.  Lougheed)  that  report  be 
concurred  in,  574.    M.  agreed  to,  574. 

3rd  R.*,  577. 

Assent,  806. 

(58-59  Vic,  cap.  82.) 

Bankruptcy  Act.    See: 
"  Insolvency  Act." 

Beer,  duty  on.    See: 
"  Rebate  on  Exports." 
See  alto  "  Revenue  from  Excise  and  Customs." 


Bkkt-root  Sugar  Bounty  B.  (148). 
Bowell. 


Sir  Mackenzie 


1st  R.*,  7.59. 
2nd  R.*,  759. 

Remarks :  Mr.  Power,  asks  for  information,  759 ; 
reply,  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  explains  B.,  759- 

In  Com.  of  the  W.  No  amts.,  760 ;  B.  reported 
from  the  Com.  without  amts.  (Mr.  Dever),  760. 

3rd  R.  W4.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell),  768;  bounties 
paid  (Sir  Mackenzie  BoweU),  76a  M.  agreed  to, 
768. 

Assent,  805. 

(.58-59  Vic.,  cap.  6.) 

Behring  Sea  Seal  Fishery.    See : 
"Fur  Sealing  in  the  North  Pacific." 

Belgian  Govt.,  removal  op  embargo  on  Canadian 
Caitle.     See : 

"  Montreal  Harbour." 

Belgium,  Schools  in.    See : 

"Manitoba  School  qustion." 

Berne  Convention.    Si;e.- 
"Cojiyright  Law." 
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BicTcu»  OS  Parliament  Squabb. 
Attention  of  Senators  directed  to  danger  of  allowing 
the  practice  (Mr.  Clemow).  Remarks:  Messrs. 
Clemow,  Read  (Quint^),  Alnion,  Reesor,  Mr. 
Speaker,  211.  Mr.  Angers:  Matter  left  in  hands 
of  Minister  of  Public  Works,  211-12. 

Bills,  PRlNTisooir.    See  "Printing." 


■  Questions  of  pbocidurb  with.    See : 


"  Order  and  Procedure." 


BILLS— Seriatim. 


(— )  An  Act  relating  to  Railways. — {Sir  Afavkenzie 
Boirell.) 
Introduced  *,  4. 
"Manitoba  School  Question." 

(A)  An  Act  respecting  Insolvency  (Si''  Mackenzie 

Bowell). 

Introduced  and  1st  R.  m.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell) 
and  B.  explained,  108.     M.  agreed  to,  'lOS. 

m,  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  printing  of  additional 
copies  of  B.  owing  to  great  demand,  128. 
Remarks ;  Mr.  Kaulbacn,  128.  M.  agreed 
to,  128. 

2nd  R.  »i.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell),  explanation  of 
alterations  in  B.,  149;  remarks:  Messrs.  Mc- 
Callum,  Bowell,  Scott,  Maclnnes  (Burling- 
ton), 149 ;  Messrs.  Maclnnes  (Burlington), 
McClelan,  150 ;  Mr.  McClelan.  151 ;  Messrs. 
McClelaii;  Kaulbach,  152;  Messrs.  Kaul- 
bach.  Primrose,  McCallum,  153 ;  Mtissrs. 
McCallum,  Bellerose,  1,54  ;  Slessrs.  Bellerose, 
Allan,  McDonald  (C.B.),  155;  Mhhsi-s.  Mc- 
Donald (C.B.),  Clemow.  Power,  McCallum, 
156 ;  Messrs.  Power,  Read  (Quinte),  157 ;  Mes- 
srs. Power,  Kaulbach,  Boulton,  Reesor,  158; 
Messrs.  Bowell,  Power,  159  ;  Messrs.  Bowell, 
SIcCalluin,  Power,  McClelan,  IBO ;  Messrs. 
Bowell,  Scott,  McKindsey,  MoCalluni,  161 ; 
Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell,  102 ;  Messrs.  Bowell, 
Miller,  Scott,  Bellerose,  163 ;  Mr.  Bellerose, 
164.     M.  agreed  to,  164. 

(B)  An  Act  for  the  relief  of  William  Wallace  Col- 

ton. — (Mr.  Ctcmow.J 

Report  of  Divorce  Com.  presented  (Mr.  Lougheed) 
reix>rting  i)ersonal  service  and  »t.  that  the 
Report  l)e  adopted,  113.     M.  agreed  to,  113. 

1st  R.*,  113. 

2nd  R.*,  131. 

Adoption  m.  (Mr.  Kirchhoffer)  of  Rejiort  of  Com- 
mittee. 189;  remarks:  adopting ivimrts with- 
out placing  evidence  l)eforo  House ;  Messrs. 
McKay,  Power,  Kirchhoffer,  Clemow,  Kaul- 
bach, 189.    M.  agreed  to  on  a  division,  189. 

Adoption  in,  (Mr.  Rea<l)  of  18th  Re|)ort  of  the 
Standing  Com.  on  Divorce,  718;  recommends 
tliat  B.  b<)  not  further  proceeded  with,  718. 
M.  agreed  to,  718. 

(O)  An  Act  for  the  relief  of  Mary  Bradshaw  Kald- 
mg.—(Mr,  VIcMoic.J 

Reixirt  of  Divorce  Com.  presented  ( Mr.  Lougheed) 
reiiorting  iwrsonal  service  and  m.  that  Report 
lie  adoptiHj,  113.     M.  agreed  to,  113. 

Ist  R.*,  114. 

2ud  R.*,  131. 

3rd  R.  m.  (Mr.  Clemow),  220;  M.  agreed  to,  220. 

Assent,  80o. 

(58  59  Vie.,  cap.  96.) 


BILLS— Con(tmi«i . 

(D)  An  Act  for  the  relief  of  Helen  Woodbam  Jar- 

vis.— fjfr.  Ctemow.) 

Report  of  Divorce  Com.  prF«ented  (Mr.  Lougheed) 
reporting  (jersonal  service,  and  «.  that  Re- 
port be  adopted,  114.     M.  agreed  to,  114. 

Ist  R.*,  114. 

2nd  R.*,  181. 

Adoption  m.  (Mr.  Clemow)  of  13th  Report,  234 
M.  agreed  to  on  a  division,  250. 

3rd  R.,  250. 

Assent,  806. 

(58-59  Vie.,  cap.  97.) 

(E)  An  Act  to  amend  the  "  Civil  Service  Act.  '— 

(Mr.  Angen.) 

Ist  R.,  128 ;  remarks  :  (Mr.  Angers)  to  {irovide 
for  necessary  proceeding  in  cases  of  irregn- 
larity  and  fraud  practised  at  exaniinaticns, 
128. 

2nd  R.  m.  (Mr.  Angers)  and  further  explained, 
130. 

In  Com.  of  the  W. — Remarks:  Messrs.  Angers 
and  Kaulbach,  1.30-1 ;  B.  reported  (Mr.  Lan- 
dry) without  amendment,  131. 

3rd  R.*,  139. 

Ai-sent,  805. 

(68  59  Vic.,cap.U.) 

(F)  An  Act  to  amend  an  Act  entituled  :   "  An  Act 

respecting  Copyright." — (Mr.  Angem.J 

Introduced*,  129. 

2ud  R.  »i.  (Mr.  Angers) ;  remarks :  MeaacK.  Boul- 
ton and  Angers,  139.     M.  agreed  to,  139. 

In  Com.  of  the  W.— B.  reported  (Mr.  Ijmdry) 
without  Amt.,  143. 

3rd  R.*,  164. 

M.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  for  concurrence  in 
m  Amts.  made  by  H.  of  C,  679;  remark^: 
Messrs.  Bowell,  Power,  679.  M.  agreed  to, 
679. 

Assent,  805. 

(!>8-59  Vic,  cap.  37.) 

(Q)  An  Act  further  to  amend  the  Indian  Act— 
(Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell). 

Introduced*,  129. 

2nd  R.,  m.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell) ;  B.  explained 
(Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  139-43  ;  remarks : 
Mr.  Macdonald  (B.C.),  142-3;  Mr.  Bemier, 
142-3 ;  Mr.  Scott,  143 ;  Mr.  Power,  143 :  Mr. 
Boulton,  144 ;  M.  agreed  to  and  B.  read  the 
second  time,  144. 

In  Com.  of  the  W.— On  Ist  clause ;  remarks : 
Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell,  164^  6 ;  Mr.  Power, 
164  6;  Mr.  Kaulbach,  165;  Mr.  Bemier. 
165 ;  (Mr.  Maclnnes)  n-ported  progress  ami 
asked  leave  to  sit  again,  166. 

In  Com.  of  the  W.,  resumed,  189  ;  on  cl.  1  ;  leas- 
ing of  lands,  Amt.,  m.  (Mr.  Power),  ItW: 
remarks:  Messrs.  Power,  Macdonald,  .-Vlnion, 
Kaulbach,  Bo\ilton,  190  ;  Sir  Mackenzie 
Bowell,  191-2;  Messrs.  Bemier  and  Power, 
192  ;  Amt.  lost ;  cl.  adopted.  193. 

On  cl.  2:  Messrs.  Macdonald  (B.C.);  Bowell, 
>Ir.  Power,  193  ;  cl.  adopted,  193. 

On  cl.  6:  Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell,  193-4;  Mes.ir<. 
Macdonald  (B.C.),  Power,  Almon,  1!«:  cl. 
agreed  to  on  a  division,  196. 

On  el.  7,  sulwection  2 :  Messrs.  Power  and  Ber- 
nier,  195 :  subsection  adopted,  195. 

On  cl.  8:  Amt.,  »i.  (Mr.  Power);  remarla:  Sir 
Mackenzie  Bowell,  195  ;  cl.  agreed  to  .<i.i 
amended,  195;  Mr.  Maclnnes  (Burlington) 
from  Com.  reported  B.  with  Amts.,  which 
were  concurred  in,  195. 
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BILLS— (7on(in««({. 

'  ftt.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell),  errors  in  B.,  be  not 
now  read  the  .^rd  time  but  referred  back  to 
Com.  of  the  W.,  199. 

In  Com.  of  the  W.,  resumed  remarks  :  Sir  Mack- 
enzie Bowell,  to  Mr.  Macdonald  (B.C.)  re 
Lougheesd's  reserve  ca«e,  discretionary  power 
of  Bffent  to  relieve  destitution  ;  agent  autho- 
rized to  expend  850  in  this  case,  199.  Mr. 
Macdonald  (B.C.),  reply  satisfactory,  199 ; 
Mr.  Maclnnes  (Burlington)  from  Com.,  re- 
ported B.  with  Amts.,  which  were  concurred 
m,  199. 

Srd  R.*,  199. 

Assent,  805. 

(58-59  Vic,  cap.  35). 

(H)  An  Act  respecting  the  Shore  Line  Railway 

Comiiany.— (Mr.  MeClelan). 
Introduced*,  195. 
2nd  R.  m.  (Mr.  MeClelan),  explanation  of  B., 

230-1.  M.  agreed  to,  231. 
M.  (Mr.  MeClelan)  for  concurrence  in  amt.  made 

by  the  Standing  Com.  on  Railways,  etc.,  314. 

M.  agreed  to,  314. 
Srd  R*,  314. 
Amts.  received  from  H.  of  C,  733-4 ;  explanation 

(Mr.  Power),  734 ;.  M.  (Mr.  Power)  that  atute. 

be  concurred  in,  734.    M.  agreed  to,  734. 
Assent,  805. 
(58-59  Vic,  cap.  63). 

(I)  An  Act  for  the  relief  of  Julia  Ethel  Chute.— 
{Mr.  Clemoit.) 

Reimrt  of  Divorce  Com.  presented  (Mr.  Kirch- 
hoffer),  not  relieving  petitioner  of  all  expenses 
but  recommending  rule  nxiuiring  9200aeposit 
be  dispensed  with.  M.  (Mr.  Kirchhoffer)  re- 
port be  taken  into  consideration  tomorrow, 
146.     M.  agreed  to,  146. 

Adoption  of  Sth  R.  m.  (Mr.  Kirchhoffer),  185 ; 
rem.-vrks :  (Mr.  Power),  report  read,  185 ;  re- 
lieving petitioner  of  ]>ayment  of  S200  deposit : 
Messrs.  Kirchhoffer,  Power,  185;  Messrs. 
Kaulbacl],  185-6,  Clemow,  Kaulbach,  Power, 
186 ;  Messrs.  Mrlnnes,  Kaulbach,  MilW, 
Power,  Kiichhoffer,  187 ;  Messrs.  Kirch- 
hoffer, Kaulbach,  Power,  Read,  Belleroee, 
ODonohoe,  Primrose,  188 ;  Messrs.  Kaul- 
bach, Primrose,  189.  M.  for  adoption  agrued 
to  by  following  vote:  (C.  23,  N.-C.  21),  189. 

Adoption  of  12th  reiiort  »«.  (Mr.  Kirchhoffer), 
230  ;  M.  agreed  to  on  a  division,  230. 

Intnxlnced*,  m 

2nd  R.*,  342. 

3rd  R.*,  497. 

Assent,  805. 

(58  59  Vie.,  cap.  95.) 

(J)  An  Act  to  amend  the  Act  resiiecting  certain 
Female  Offender*  in  the  Province  of  Nova 
Scotia.— (ilfr.  Potcer.) 

Introduced*,  247. 

2nd  R.  m.  (Mr.  Power),  280.  Explanation  of  B., 
280-1;  remarks:  Messrs.  Macdonald,  B.C., 
Kaulbach,  Power,  Allan,  281 ;  Messrs.  Kaul- 
bach, Power,  Almon,  282.     M.  agreed  to,  ^2. 

House  resolved  into  Com.  of  W.  on  B.,  314. 

B.  reported  from  Com.  of  W.  with  Anita.  (Mr. 
Vidal)  which  were  concurred  in,  314. 

3rd  R.*,  329. 

Assent,  805. 

(58  .59  Vic,  cap.  43.) 

(K)  An  Act  to  amend  the  Companies  Act. — [Mr. 
Kirchhoffer.) 
Introduced*,  331. 


BILLS—  Continued. 

2nd  R.*,  341  (Mr.  Allan). 

B.  reported  from  Com.  of  the  W.  (Mr.  Sullivan), 

without  Amt.,  467. 
3rd  R.*,  497. 
Assent,  805. 
(68-59  Vic.,  cap.  21.) 

(L)  An  Act  further  to  amend  the  Act  resiiecting 
the  incorporation  of  Boards  of  Trade.— (5i> 
Muckemit  BovxU.) 

Introduced*,  364. 

2nd  R.  m.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell),  377  ;  explana- 
tion of  B.,  377.    M.  agreed  to,  377. 

In  Com.  of  the  W.,  430.  B.  reported  from  the 
Com.  without  Amt.  (Mr.  Vidal),  430. 

8rd  R.*,  430. 

Assent,  806. 

(58-69  Vic,  cap.  17.) 

(M)  An  Act  for  the  settlement  of  certain  questions 
between  the  Government  of  Canada  and 
British  Columbia  relating  to  lands  in  the 
railway  belt  of  British  Columbia.—  (Sir  Mac- 
kenzie JSoireU.) 

Introduced*,  487. 

2nd  R.  m.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell),  572.  Explana- 
tion of  B.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell,  572-  3  ;  re- 
marks :  Mr.  Macdonald  (B.C.),  572 ;  Messrs. 
MacDouald  (B.C.),  Bowell,  Louebeed,  Scott, 
573;  Messrs.  Bowell,  Macdonald  (B.C.),  574. 
M.  agreed  to,  574. 

In  Com.  of  the  W. — Remarks  :  previous  legisla- 
tion, etc.,  Messrs.  Power,  Bowell,  Mac- 
donald (B.C.),  Scott,  576:  Messrs.  Scott, 
Lougheed,  677.  B.  rejiorted  from  Com.  with- 
out Amt.  (Mr.  Lougheed),  577. 

3rd  R.,  577. 

Assent,  805. 

(58-59  Vic,  cap.  4.) 

(N)  An  Act  further  to  amend  the  Tenth  Chapter 
of  the  Consolidated  Statute  for  Lower  Canada 
resiiecting  seditious  and  unlawful  associa- 
tions and  oaths.  -(If r.  Poicer.) 

Introduced*,  282. 

2nd  R.  HI.  (Mr.  Maclnnes,  Burlington),  313. 
Explanation  of  B.  (Mr.  Power),  313.  Re- 
marks :  Messrs.  Power  Maclnnes  (Burling- 
ton), 313;  Messrs.  DeBoucherville,  Maclnnes 
(Burlington),  314.     M.  agreed  to,  314. 

M.  (Mr.  Maclnnes,  Burlington)  that  House  re- 
solve itself  into  Com  of  the  W.  on  B.,  329. 
Remarks :  explanation  of  B.,  Mes^irs.  De 
Boucherville,  MHoInne8(Burlington),  Ogilvie, 
329 ;  Mr.  Ogilvie,  330.    M.  ajrreed  to,  330. 

In  Com.  of  the  W.  :  Amt.  ni.  (Mr.  Ogilvie),  330; 
Amt.  not  germane  to  the  B.,  Messrs,  Power, 
Vidal,  Clemow,  Kaulliach,  &30.  B.  reiiorted 
from  Com.  without  Amt.  (Mr.  Vidal),  330. 

3rd  R.*,  340. 

Assent,  805. 

(58-59  Vic,  cap.  44.) 

(22)  An  Act  further  to  amend  the  Act  respecting 
Dominion  notes. — (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell). 

Introduced*,  376. 

2nd  R.  m.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell),  886 ;  explana- 
tion of  B.,  386 ;  ques.  (Mr.  Scott)  as  to 
reserve  in  any  issue  in  excess  of  twenty 
million  dollars,  386  ;  Sir  Maikenzie  Bowell, 
issue  not  restricted,  but  security  dollar  for 
dollar  roust  lie  provided,  .386. 

B.  passed  through  Com.  of  the  W.,  read  the  3rd 
time  and  jiassed  under  a  sus)iension  of  the 
rule,  386. 

Assent,  805. 

(58  59  Vict.,  cap.  16.) 
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SIIjLS— Continued. 

(26)  An  Act  tu  incorixirate  the  Bankers'  Life 
A  !u>ociation  of  Canada. — {Mr.  Lougkeed), 

Introduced*,  331. 

2nd  R.  m.  (Mr.  Ixjugheed),  373.  R4>marke : 
iniBleading  title,  and  licensing  IT. S.  Com|>any 
with  similar  name  ;  Mecsrs.  Scott,  Ogilvie, 
Lougheed,  Power,  373-5.   >L  agreed  to,  ST5. 

B.  reported  with  amts.  from  Com.  on  Banking 
and  Commerce  (Mr.  Allan),  38!) ;  explains 
amt.  with  change  of  title,  389.  M.  (Mr. 
Lougheed)  that  amts.  be  taken  into  consider- 
ation to-morrow,  389.  Mr.  Scott,  objects  to 
title,  change  does  not  meet  objection  first 
raised,  389  ;  Mr.  Clemow,  companies  with 
same  name  in  U.S.  likely  to  do  business  in 
Canada,  389 ;  Mr.  Lougheed,  lyives  notice 
will  »«.  suspension  of  49th  rule  in  referenw 
to  this  B.,  390 ;  Mr.  Power  gives  notice  will 
M.  an  amt.  to  change  the  title  of  B.,fi90; 
title  of  B.  and  licensing  U.S.  oomnny, 
Messrs.  Allan,  Scott,  Clemow,  Lougheed, 
Desj.irJins,  Kerfjuson  (Niagara),  Maclnnets, 
(Burlingttm),  Ogilvie,  Angers,  3i)0  ;  Messrs. 
Angers,  Lougheed,  Desjardins,  391. 

On  the  Order  of  the  Day,  consideration  of  amts., 
4(i7 ;  M.  (Mr.  Loughee<l)  that  49th  rule  be 
8us|iended,  4(>7  ;  remarks  :  Messrs.  O'Dono- 
hoe  and  Loughml,  467.     M.  agreed  to,  467. 

M.  (Mr.  Lougheed)  for  concurrence  in  amts., 
41)7  ;  remarks  :  Messrs.  Lougheed  and  Scott, 
467.     M.  agreed  to,  467. 

M.  (Mr.  Lougheed)  for  concurrence  in  amts.  as 
to  title,  467  ;  amt.  in.  (Mr.  Scott)  that  B.  be 
referred  Imck  to  Com.  with  instructions  to 
select  another  name,  467  ;  remarks  :  Messrs. 
O'Donohoe,  Dickey,  467  ;  Messrs.  McCaUum, 
Angers,  Lougheed,  Scott,  468;  Messrs. 
Lougheed,  Ogilvie,  Scott,  Augers,  469; 
Messrs.  Lougheed,  Angers,  470.  M.  agreed 
to,  47''. 

B.  reported  from  Com.  on  Banking  and  Com- 
merce (Mr.  Allan),  574  ;  change  of  name  to 
"  Merchants, "  575.  M.  (Mr.  Lougheed)  that 
report  be  concurred  in,  574. 

M.  agreed  to,  574. 

3rd  R.*,  577. 

Assent,  805. 

(68-59  Viet.,  Cap.  82.) 

(27)  An  Act  respecting  the  Alberta  Railway  and 
Coal  Company. — {Mr.  MeMillnn). 

Intnxluced*,  130  (Mr.  Maclnnes). 
2iid  R.*,  139  (Mr.  Maclnnes.) 
3rd  R.*,  166  (Mr.  Maclnnes). 
Assent,  805. 
(58-59  Vic,  cap.  45.) 

(28)  An  Act  to  incorporate  the  St.  John  River 
Bridge  Comjiany.— (jWr.  Poirier.) 

Introduced*,  195. 

2nd  R.  m.  (Mr.  Poirier) :  explanation  of  B.,  ?31 ; 

remarks  :  Messrs.    Power  and    Poirier,  231. 

M.  agreed  to,  231. 
3rd  R.*.  250. 
Assent,  805. 
(57-58  Vie.,  cap  ,  74.) 

(20)  An  Act  to  incor|iorate  the  James  Maclaren 
Co.    Limited.— f'Afr.  McLaren). 

Introduced*,  131. 

2nd  R.*,  145. 

B.  r^i^rted  from  Com.  (Mr.  Allan)  with  Amts.. 
exiilains  B.  and  suggest.^  be  taken  into  con- 
sideration to-mnrrow,  200. 

M.  (Mr.  McCallum)  amts.,  be  taken  into  con- 
sideration to-morrow,  200.  M.  agreed  to, 
200. 
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M.  (Mr.   McCallum)  for  concurrence  in  Amts. 

made  bv  Com.  on  Banking  and  Comnieive, 

231 ;  M.  agreed  to,  231. 
3rd  R.*,  231. 
Assent,  805. 
(5&  59  Vic,  cap.,  90). 

(30)  An  Act  to  incorporate  the  Deschenes  Bridge 
Company.— (Jtfr.  McLaren.) 

Introduced*,  130. 

2nd  R.  m.  (Mr.  McLaren)  144 ;  remarks :  Mr. 

Clemow,   144;  Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell,  144; 

Mr.  McCallum,  145.    M.  agreed  U>,  14S. 
3rd    R.    111.    (Mr.    McCallum),    248;     remarki: 

Messrs.    Power,    McCallum,    248;    Mwors. 

Scott  and  McCallmn,  249;    Me«8rs.   Scott, 

Angers,  Vidal,  250.    M.  agreed  to,  250. 
Assent,  805. 
(68-59  Vic.,  cap.,  73.) 

(31)  An  Act   to   incorporate  the   Canadian  Sick 

Benefit  Society. — {Mr.  McKindDcy.) 

Introduc-ed,*  33L 

2nd  R.*,  375. 

B.  rejurted  from  Com.  on  Banking  and  C<im. 
nierce,  (Mr.  Allan),  387.  Remarle:  on  giv- 
ing notice  in  different  provinces,  Messrs. 
ilacdonald,  (B.C.),  Allan,  Miller,  387-x.S; 
Mr.  Lougheed  gives  notice  will  move  sus- 
pension of  49th  rule  on  B .  coming  up  ita  3tH 
R.,389. 

On  Order  of  the  Day,3rd  R.,  B.  (31),  an  Act  to 
incorporate,  etc,  432  ;  M.  (Mr.  Lougheed) 
that  subsection  (c)  of  rule  49  be  sus|iended 
in  so  far  as  relates  to  this  B.,  432 ;  explana- 
tion of  omission  of  publication  of  notice  in 
other  provinces,  432.     M.  agreed  to,  43i. 

.<trd  R.,  »t,  (Mr.  Lougheed),  432.  M.  agreed  to, 
432. 

Assent,  805. 

(58-  59  Vic,  cap.,  80). 

(32)  An  Act  re8i)ecting  the  Ottawa,  Arnprior  and 
Parry  Sound  Ry.  Co. — {Mr.  McLartn). 

Inti-uduced*.  130. 
2nd  R.*,  145^ 
3rd  R.*,  KiO. 
Assent,  805. 
(58-59  Vic,  cap.,  67.) 

(33)  An  Act  to  amend  the  Act  to  grant  certain 

gawers  to  the  Sable  aud  Spanisb  B<iom  and 
lide  Company  of  Algoma,  Limited. — {Mr. 
MeCallum). 
Introduced*,  131. 
2nd  R.  m.,  (Mr.  McCallum),  146.     B.  explain«l 

146.     M.  agreed  to,  146. 
3rd  R.*,  200. 
Assent,  800. 
(58-59  ric,  cap.,  76.) 

(34)  An  Act  respecting  the  Toronto,  Hamilton  and 
Buffalo  Railway  Co.— (..Vr.  LowihetH.) 

l8t  R.*,  679. 

2nd  R.*,  679. 

3rd  R.*,  680. 

Assent,  805. 

(58-59   Vie.,  cap.  66.) 

(36)  An  Act  to  amend  the  Act  incorporating  the 
Canada  and  Michigan  Tunnel  Comiony.  and 
to  change  the  name  of  the  Com|«nv  to  tlie 
Canada  and  Michigan  Bridge  and  Tiuinel 
Comiwny. — (Mr.  MeMiUan). 

Introduced*,  130. 

2nd  R.  7/1.  (Mr.  McMillan),  145.  Remarks :  Mr. 
McCallum,  for  explanation  of  B.,  143.    B. 
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explained  (Mr.  McMillan),  145-6.    M.  agreed 

to,  146. 
.Srd  R.*,  166. 
Ansent.  805. 
(58-5a  fiB.,  Cfip.  71.) 

(38)  An  Act  resi)ecting  the  Hamilton  Distillery 
Comiany.— (^r.  Maclnnes). 

Introduced*,  195. 

2nd  R.  m.  (Mr.  Maclnnes,  Burlington),  231 ;  re- 
marks :  Messrs.  Power,  Devcr  and  Kaulbach, 
231.     M.  agreed  to,  231. 

3rd  R.*,  2.'«3. 

Assent,  806. 

(58-39  Vic,  cap.  92.) 

(39)  An  Act  further  to  amend  the  Hamilton  Fro' 
vident  and  Loan  Society  Act  of  1885.— (itfr 
MurJnnef,  Buditujton). 

Intrfxiuoed*,  331. 
2nd  R.*,  341. 
3rd  R.*,  430. 
Assent,  805. 
(68-59  Vic,  cap.  85.) 

(45)  An   Act   lesiiecting   the    Great   North-west 
Central  Ry.  Co. — {Mr.  Cltmoto). 
Introduced*,  268. 

2nd  R.*,  280. 

M.  (Mr.  Cleniow)  for  concurrence  in  amts.  made 

by  Standi i.g  Com.  on  Railways,  etc.,  375. 

M.  agreed  to,  375. 
3rd  R.*,  375. 
Asoent,  805. 
(58-59  Vic,  cap.  48.) 

(46)  An  Act  to  incorporate  the  Trans-Canadian 
Railway  Comiiany. — (Mr.  Clenuno.) 

Ist  R.*,  733. 
2nd  R.*,  733. 
.Srd  R.»,  744. 
Assent,  805. 
58-59  Vic,  cap.  68.) 

(47)  An  Act  to  incorporate  the  Canadian  Order  of 
Foresters  — (Mr.  Sanford). 

Introduced*,  268. 

2nd  R.*,  280. 

On  Order  of  the  Day,  consideration  of  amts. 
made  by  Standing  Com.,  449  ;  Mr.  Clemow, 
promoters  not  satisfied  with  amts.,  wish  B. 
withdrawn,  449.    B.  dropi>ed,  449. 

(48)  An  Act  to  incor))Otate  the  Dominion  Atlantic 
Ry.  Co.— (ilfr.   Power). 

Ist  R.,  375.    Mr.  Power,  explanation  of  B.,  875. 
M.  (Mr.  Power)  that  rules  40  and  60  be  disjjensed 

with  as  regards  this  B.,  reason  given,  376. 

M.  agreed  to.  376. 
2nd  R.,  M.  (Mr.  Power),  370.    M.  agreed  to,  376. 
M.  (Mr.  Power)  for  concurrence  in  amts.  made 

by  the  Standing  Com.    on  Railways,   etc., 

380.    M.  agreed  to,  380. 
3rd  R.  M.  (Mr.   Powers),  380.    Amt.  M.  (Mr. 

MoClelan),  380.      Remarks:    Mr.    McKay; 

380 ;  Messrs.  Power,  McKay,  Dickey,  381 ; 

Messrs.     Dickey,     Almon,     Ogilvie,     382 ; 

Messrs.  Ogilvie,  Kaulbach,  McKay,  Power, 

383 ;  Messrs.  Power,  Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell, 

385  ;  Sir  Mackenssie  Bowell,  385.     Anit.  lost 

on  a  division,  385.     B.  read  3rd  time  and 

passecl,  38.5. 
Assent,  805. 
(58-59  Vic,  cap.  47.) 
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(49)  An  Act  respecting  the  Windsor  and  Anna- 
polis Railway  Co.— (Afr.  Power). 

Ist  R.,  330.  Remarks  :  Sir  Mackenzie  Rowell, 
Mr.  Power,  company  commuting  claim  with 
govt,  for  duty,  330. 

2nd  R.  «t.  (Mr.  Power),  841,  explanation  of  B. 
(Mr.  Power),  841.    M.  agreed  to,  841. 

3rd  R.*,  380. 

Assent,  805. 

(58-69  Vic,  cap.  69.) 

(50)  An  Act  respecting  the  Manitoba  and  South- 
eastern Ry.  Co.— (Mr.  Bernier.) 

Introduced*,  130. 
2nd  R.*,  146. 
8rd  R.*,  166, 
Assent,  803. 
(.58-59  Vic,  cap.  66.) 

(51)  An  Act  further  to  amend  the  Criminal  Code, 

1892.— (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell.) 

Introduced  *,  730. 

2ndR  m.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell),  753  i  M.  agreed 
to,  763. 

In  Com.  of  the  W.— On  Sec.  673 ;  remarks :  amt. 
m.  (Mr.  Power)  verdict  of  eleven  jurors  in 
four  hours,  753 :  Messrs.  Power,  Kaulbach, 
754;  Messrs.  Kaulbach,  Power,  Bowell, 
Scott,  753  ;  Mr.  Scott,  756.    Amt.  lost,  766. 

B.  reported  from  Com.  without  amt.  (Mr.  Snow- 
ball), 756. 

drd  R.  7n.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell),  766 ;  remarks : 
Mr.  Power,  766;  Messrs.  Power,  Ferguson, 
Kaulbach,  767;  Mestrs.  Power,  Kaulbach, 
768.  Amt.  m.  (Mr.  Power),  768.  Amt.  lost 
on  a  division,  768.  B.  resid  third  time  and 
passed,  768. 

Assent,  806. 

(58-59  Vic,  cap.  40.) 

(63)  An  Act  respecting  the  Manitoba  and  North- 
west Loan  Company,  Limited.  — (Mr.  BotUton. ) 
Introduced  *,  268. 
2nd  R.*,  280. 
3rd  R.*,  376. 
Assent,  80.5. 
(68-59  Vic,  cap.  86.) 

(54)  An  Act  to  incorporate  the  Ottawa  and  Ayl- 
mer  Railway  and  Bridge  Company. — (Mr. 
CUtnun^) 

Introduced,  233. 

2nd  R.  in.  (Mr.  Clemow),  250.  Explanation  of 
B.,  250. 

3rd  R.*,  294. 

Assent,  805. 

(58  55  Vic,  cap.  58.) 

(66)  An  Act  to  incor]>orate  the  Langenburg  and 
Southern  Railway  Company.— (3/r.Xo«jf»eat.) 

Introduced*,  268. 

2nd  R.  T/i.  (Mr.  Lougheed),  272 ;  remarks :  Messrs. 
Power  and  Lougheed,  272;  M.  agreed  to,  272. 

3rd  R.  VI.  (Mr.  L<3ugheed),  296 ;  remarks  :  Mr. 
Power,  on  the  report  of  the  Com.,  29(>-7 ;  his- 
tory of  the  construction  of  the  road,  etc.,  (Mr, 
Power)  297  ;  Messrs.  Power,  Kaulbach,  298  ; 
Messrs.  Kaulbach,  McCallum,  Bellerose,  299  ; 
Messrs.  Bellerose,  Drunimond,  300;  Messrs. 
Drummond,  Power,  Vidal,  301 ;  Mr.  Vidal, 
302;  Messrs.  Vidal,  Kaullwch,  303;  Messrs. 
Vidal,  McMillan,  Ogilvie,  Scott,  304  -Messrs. 
Scott,  Power,  Eoulton,  305  ;  Mr.  Boulton, 
806 ;  Messrs.  Boulton,  Scott,  Lougheed,  307 ; 
Messrs.  Lougheed,  Power,  308;  Mr.Lougheed, 
309;  Messrs.  Lougheed,  Macdonald  (B.C.), 
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McCallum,  McClelan,  310 ;  Messrs.  McCIelan, 
Allan,  311  ;  Mr.  AllAn,  312.  M.  agreed  to 
on  followinK  vote  (C,  41 ;  N.-C,  10),  312. 

Assent,  805. 

(58-59  Vic,  cap.  83. 

(66)  An  Act  to  amend  the  Act  to  incorporate  the 
Nova  Scotia  Steel  Company,  Limited. — [Mr. 
Pover. ) 

Introducwl*,  210. 

2nd  R.  m.  (Mr.  Power),  232.  Explanation  of  B., 
232 ;  remarks :  Messrs.  Kaulbach,  Power, 
2-'?2;  Messrs.  Kaulbach,  Power,  Almon, 
Ogilvie,  233.    M.  agreed  to,  233. 

B.  reimrtcd  from  Bankmg  and  Commerce  Com. 
(Ml.  Allan)  with  anit. :  concurrence  in  amt. 
til.  (Mr.  Power),  and  agreed  to,  314.  3rd  R. 
m.  (Mr.  Power).  338.  Remarks :  Mr.  Ahiion 
states  the  position  of  the  matter,  338-9 ; 
Mr.  Power,  explains  B.  had  been  allowed  to 
inss  Com.,  3^;  Mr.  Miller,  no  division 
taken,  and  only  a  few  aints.  made  in  Com., 
339 ;  Mr.  Allan.  B.  very  carefully  considered 
in  Com.,  etc,  33!) ;  Mr.  Kaulbach,  majority 
of  company  that  amalgamated  in  favour  of 
B.,  %t»-  40.     M.  agreed  to,  340. 

M.  (Mr.  Power)  to  return  to  the  Xova  Scotia 
Steel  Co.  the  original  deed  of  sale,  eta,  432. 
Remarks:  Messrs.  Miller  and  Power,  432. 
M.  agreed  to,  432. 

(58-59  Vic,  cap.  91.) 

Assent,  805. 

(67)  An  Act  to  ineoriwrate  the  Trail  Creek  and 
Columbia  Railway  Company. — {Mr.  Mac- 
Jniwi, ) 

Introduced*,  195. 

2nd  R.*,  231. 

B.  reiwrted  from  Com.  (Mr.  Vidal)  with  amt., 
233 ;  explanation  regardingnotice (Mr. Vidal), 
233 ;  remarks  :  Messrs.  Clemow,  Vidal,  233 ; 
M.  (Mr.  Maclnnes,  Burlington)  for  adoption 
of  amt.,  233 ;  M.  agreed  to,  233. 

3rd  R.*,  250. 

Assent.  805. 

(58-5!)  Fie,  cap.  67.) 

(68)  An  Act  respecting  the  Red  Mountain  Rail- 
way Company. — (Mr.  Macdonald,  B.C.) 

Introduced*.  211. 

2nd  R.  111.  (Mr.  Macdonald,  B.C.),  B.  explained, 
23a 

B.  re|)orted  from  Com.  with  amts.  (Mr.  Vidal), 
270 ;  explanation  of  amts.,  270 ;  remarks : 
practice  regarding  3rd  R. ;  Messrs.  Power 
and  Vidal,  270.  M.  (Mr.  Macdonald,  B.C.) 
that  amts.  be  taken  into  consideration  to- 
morrow, 271.     M,  agreed  to,  271. 

3rd  R.*,  280. 

Aweut,  SOS. 

(58-59  Fi>.,  caj(.  60.). 

©O)  All  Act  respecting  the  St.  Catharines  and 
Niagara  Central  Ry.  Co.,  and  to  change  the 
name  of  the  Co.  to  the  Niagai-a,  Hamilton 
and  Pacific  Ry.  Co.— (Jfr.  Lougheed.) 

Intnxiuced*,  341. 

2nd  R.*,  376. 

3rd  R.  m.  (Mr.  Sanford),  487.  Amt.  m.  (Mr. 
Power),  487  8.  Remarks :  Messrs.  Power, 
Maclnnes  (Burlington),  Clemow,  Miller,  488 ; 
Messrs.  Miller,  McClelan,  McMillan,  Kaul- 
Imch,  Mclnnes  (B.C.),  489;  Messrs.  Kaul- 
bach, Sanford,  McMillan,  490;  Messrs. 
(iowan,  Scott,  ^IcMillan,  491 ;  Messrs.  Scott, 
McMillan,  Power,  McCallum,  492;  Messrs. 
Scott,  Kaulbach,  McCallum,  493;  Mr.  Mc- 
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Callum,  494-5;  Messrs.  McCaUum,  Power, 
Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell,  496;  Sir  Mackenzie 
Bowell,  497.  Division  on  the  amL,  iriiidi 
rejected.    (C.  19,  N.-C.  22),  497. 

Assent,  806. 

(58-59  Vic,  cap.  61.) 

(62)  An  Act  respecting  the  Buffalo  and  Fort  Erie 
Bridge  Co.— (Mr.  Loughetd.) 

Introduced*,  341. 
2nd  R.*,  376. 
3rd  R.*,  430. 
Assent,  805. 
(58-59  Vic,  cap.  70.) 

(63)  An   Act  respecting   the  St    Lawrence  and 

Adirondack  Ry.  Co. — {Mr.  Scad.) 
Introduced*,  268. 
2nd  R*,  272. 
Srd  R.*,  372. 
Assent,  806. 
(58-69  Vic.,  cap.  62.) 

(64)  An  Act  resiiecting  the  Canada  Soatbem  Rr. 

Co.— [Mr.  Maclnnrt,  Buriington.) 
Introduced*,  268  (Mr.  Vidal). 
2nd  R.*,  272. 
Srd  R.*,  372. 
Assent,  805. 
(68-59  Vic.,  cap.  46.) 

(66)  An  Act  further  to  amend  the  Penitentiarin 

Act.— (Wr.  Angtra.) 

Introduced*,  272. 

2nd  R.  </t.  (Mr.  Angers),  340.  Explanation  of  R. 
340.  Remarks :  Mr.  Power,  on  1st  cL,  S*i. 
M.  agree<l  to,  340. 

In  Com.  of  the  W.— On  2nd  cl. :  removing  insane 
convicts  into  asylums,  Messrs.  Kaulbach, 
Angers,  Power,  340 ;  Messrs.  Angers,  Power, 
Kaulbach,  341.  Cl.  agreed  to,  ML  B.  re- 
ported from  Com.  (Mr.  Maclnnes,  Burling- 
ton), without  amt.,  341. 

Srd  R.  m,  (Mr.  Angers),  372.  Remarks :  amt. 
m.  (Mr.  Power)  sending  prisoners  on  hKom- 
ing  insane  to  asylums  in  same  |irovinc«  a« 
convicted  in,  372-3 ;  Mr.  Sullivan  point.-  r>m 
special  qualities  of  certain  asylums,  373 ;  amt. 
withdrawn,  373.  B.  read  Srd  time  and  pa^^ed, 
37a 

Assent,  805. 

(58- 69  Vi:.,  cap.  41.) 

(67)  An  Act  further  to  amend  the  Fisheries  Act.-- 

(Mr.  Atigen.) 

Introduced*,  314. 

On  objection  (Mr.  Power)  to  M.  (Mr.  Angers!  for 
2nd  R.  to  be  allowed  without  any  discusmuti 
at  ])resent;  Mr.  Angers  ni.  for  2nd  R.  to- 
morrow, 430.  Remarks :  Messrs.  Power, 
Angers  and  Scott,  430.    M.  agreed  to,  430. 

2nd  R.  m.  (Mr.  Angers),  434.  Remarks :  Meas-rs. 
Angers,  McMillan,  Kaulbach,  Boulton,  434- 
6 :  Slessrs.  Angers,  McMillan,  Clemow,  4.W : 
Messrs.  Power,  Angers,  Macdonald  (B.C.), 
Clemow,  437 ;  Mr.  Clemow,  437  4a 

Debate  resumed,  470.  Evidence  adduced  bv 
Com.  appointed  bjr  the  House  from  the  fol- 
lowing :  Messrs.  Heney,  Tilton,  Addison, 
Keef en  Besserer,  Mathen  Hon.  Mr.  (.Hasier. 
Capt.  Bowie  ;  report  of  Com.,  general  sum- 
ming up  (Mr.  Clemow),  470-85;  millo»Tiers 
liability  (Mr.  Gowan),  485-7.  M.  (Mr.  Scottl 
that  debate  lie  adjourned,  487.  M.  agreed 
to,  487. 

Debate  resumed,  602  ;  remarks :  Mr.  Scott,  503- 
3;     Messrs.    Scott,     Macdonald,     (BC.l, 
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Angen,  504;  Mr.  Scott,  606-6;  Messrs. 
Soott,  Power,  Allan,  507 ;  Messrs .  Scott, 
Allan,  608;  Messrs.  Allan,  Vidal,  611; 
Meeara.  Vidal,  Allan,  Kaulbacb,  509 ;  Messrs. 
Vidal,  Kaulbacb,  Clemow,  510 ;  Mr.  Vidal, 
512;  Messrs.  Vidal,  McCallam,  Kaulbach, 
513;  Mr.  Kaulbach.  514-15;  Messni.  Kaul- 
bacb, Power,  616  ;  Mr.  Power,  517  ;  Messrs, 
Power,  Scott,  Almon,  518 ;  Messrs.  Almon, 
McClelan,  519  ;  Mr.  McClelan,  520  ;  Messni. 
McClelan,  Primrose,  521 ;  Messrs.  Primrose, 
Macdonald,  (B.C.),  622  ;  Messrs.  Primrose, 
Clemow,  623 ;  Mr.  Primrose,  524  527 ; 
Messrs.  Primrose,  Macdonald,  (B.C.), 
Casgrain,  528;  Mr.  Primrose,  529;  Messrs. 
Power,  Primrose,  Boulton,  530;  Messrs. 
Boulton,  Primrose,  631;  Messrs.  Boulton, 
Bowell,  Primrose,  632;  Messrs.  Boulton, 
Kaulbacb,  Maclnnes  (Burlington),  533 ; 
Messrs.  Maclnnes  (Burlington),  Sullivan, 
Power,  Clemow,  Ogilvie,  534 ;  Messrs. 
Sullivan,  Wark,  635;  Messrs.  Wark, 
Sanf urtl,  Almon,  Perley,  636 ;  Messrs . 
Perley,  Bowell,  Angers,  O'Donohoe,  Power, 
537 ;  Mr.  O'Donohoe,  638.  M .  agreed  to, 
538. 

In  Com.  of  tbe  W.,  on  cl.  1;  amt.  m.  (Mr. 
Perley),  exempting  those  rivers  for  two  years 
more  from  Ist  May,  1895,  to  which  the  law 
has  not  yet  been  enforced  up  to  the  present 
time,  501  ;  remarks :  Messi-s.  Angers,  Perley, 
Power,  Scott,  McClelan,  561  ;  Messrs. 
Angers,  Power,  Allan,  562 ;  Messrs.  Allan, 
Bowell,  Scott,  Power.  Perley,  563  ;  Messrs. 
Bowell,  Scott,  Angers,  Power,  564  ;  attention 
called  to  report  in  Ottawa  Jmirnnl  (Mr. 
Clemow),  564  ;  on  the  amt.,  Messrs.  Growan, 
Power,  .565 ;  Mr.  Power,  566  ;  Messrs.  Scott, 
Angers,  Power,  McMillan,  Allan,  567  ;  Mr. 
Allan,  5tj8 ;  com.  divided  on  amt.  (Mr. 
Perley)  which  was  rejected,  668 ;  amt. 
submitted  (Mr.  Scott),  .t68  ;  Messrs.  Allan, 
Scott,  McClelan,  Macdonald  (B.C.).  Angers, 
Scott,  669  ;  amt.  (Mr.  Soott)  withdrawn,  569  ; 
amt.  (Mr.  Clemow),  change  30th  June,  1897 
to  30th  Aiiril,  1897,  569 ;  Messrs.  Angers, 
Clemow,  Aluion,  569.  Amt.  declared  lost  on 
a  division,  509. 

On  2nd  cl.,  amt.  m.  (Mr.  Clemow),  that  all  after 
word  "  Council  "  in  36th  line  of  subsection  2, 
be  struck  out,  569  ;  remarks  :  Mr.  Clemow, 
569 ;  Messrs.  Clemow,  Angers,  Power, 
Gowan,  670;  Messrs.  Angers,  Clemow, 
McCalluni,  Vidal,  571 ;  Mr.  Angers,  572. 
Amt.  lost,  672  ;  Cl.  aereed  to,  672  ;  B.  re- 
ported from  Com.  (Mr.  Ogilvie)  without 
amt.,  572. 

3rd  R,  m.  (Mr.  Angers),  576 ;  remarks :  Mr. 
Clemow,  unnecessary  to  continue  further 
opposition,  etc.,  575 ;  Mr.  Almon,  effect  if 
B.  was  not  allowed  to  become  law,  575.  M . 
agreed  to,  675. 

Assent,  805. 

(58-59  Fie,  cap.  27.) 

(68)  An    Act   further   to  amend  the   Dominion 
Elections  Act. — {Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell.) 
Introduced*,  656. 
2nd   K.  m.    (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell),  679;  ex- 

Klanation  of  B.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell),  679. 
I.  agreed  to,  679. 
In  Com.  of  the  W.  ;  Kxplanation,  (Sir  Mackenzie 
Bowell),  693 :  B.  rejwrted  without  amt.  from 
the  Com.  (Mr.  Dever),  693. 
3rd  R.,  693. 
Assent,  806. 
(58-69  Vic,  cap.  13.) 


(60)  An  Act  respecting  the  Voters  List  of  1896. — 

(Sir  Afaekensie  Bowell.) 
Introduced*,  612. 
2nd  R.  7)1.   (Sir  Mackeiuie  Bowell),  636 ;   ex- 

jJanation  of   B.    (Sir   Mackenzie   Bowell), 

636-7.     M.  agreed  to,  637. 
3rd  R.*,  639. 
Assent,  805. 
(68-69  Vic,  cap.  12.) 

(70)  An  Act  respecting  the  Temiaoouata  Ry.  Ca — 

{Mr.  Catgrain.) 
Introduced*,  268. 
2nd  R.*,  280. 
3rd  R.*,  372. 
Assent,  805. 
(68  69  Vic,  cap.  65.) 

(71)  An  Act  to  incori>or&te  the  Camp  Harmony 

Angling  Club. — {Mr.  Kirchhoffer). 
Introduced*,  210. 
2nd  R.*,  232. 
Adoption  M.  (Mr.  Kirchhoffer)  of  amts.  made  by 

Com.  on  Railways,  etc.,  280. 
M.  agreed  to,  280. 
3rd  R.,  m.  (Mr.  Kirchhoffer),  280.    Remarks: 

re   giving   B.   3rd   R.    same  day   amts.   are 

adopted,   Messrs.   Kaulbach,  Vidal,   Miller, 

280.     M.  agreed  to,  280. 
Assent,  806. 
(58-69  Vic.,  cap.  93.) 

(74)  An  Act  further  to  amend  the  Act  to  encourage 

the  development  of  sea  fisheries  and  the  build- 
ing of  fishing  vessels. — {Mr.  Atujeri). 

Introduced*,  376. 

2nd  R.,  m.  (Mr.  Angers),  886;  explanation  of  B., 
385.  Remarks ;  Messrs.  Scott,  Angers,  Kaul- 
bach, ,S8o  ;  Messrs.  Miller  and  Angers,  386. 
M.  agreed  to,  386. 

In  Com.  of  the  W. — Mr.  Power  suggests  different 
wording  of  cl.,  386;  Mr.  .Angers  explains 
why  suggestion  cannot  be  adopted,  386.  B. 
reported  with  amts.  from  Com.  (Mr.  Ogilvie) 
which  were  concurred  in,  386. 

3rd  R.*,  430. 

Assent,  805. 

(58-59  Vic,  cap.  29.) 

(75)  An  Act  to  revive  and  amend  the  Act  restject- 
ing  the  Lake  Manitoln  and  Canal  Co. — {Mr. 
Clcmoic) . 

Ist  R.*,  733. 
2nd  R.*,  7.'B. 
2rd  R.*,  744. 
Assent,  806. 
(58-59  Vic,  cap.  62.) 

(77)  An  .\ct  to  amend  the  Act  to  incorporate  the 
St.  Clair  and  Krie  Ship  Canal  Company.— 
{Mr.  Vidal.) 

Introduced*,  341. 

2nd  R.,  m.  (Mr.  Vidal),  375.  Explanation  of  B., 
375.    M.  agreed  to,  375. 

3rd  R.*,  430. 

Assent,  806. 

(58-69  Vic,  cap.  75.) 

(76)  An  Act  to  incorporate  (iilmour  and  Uughsou. 
— {Mr.  CUmoic). 

Introduced*,  294. 

2nd  R.*,  314. 

B.  rejxorted  from  Banking  and  Commerce  Com. 
with  amts.  (Mr.  Allan),  342.  Amt.  explained 
(Mr.  Allan),  842.  M.  (Mr.  Clemow)  that 
amts.  be  concurred  in,  342.  M.  agreed  to, 
342 

3rd  R.*'.  376. 

Assent,  806. 

(68-59  Vic,  cap.  89.) 
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(80)  An  Act  to  incorporate  the  Lindiiay,  Halibnr- 

ton  and  Mattawa  Ry.  Co. — {^fr.  Ijol/son.) 

Introduced*,  268. 

2nd  R*.  272. 

M.  (Mr.  Clemow)  for  concurrence  in  the  amts., 
made  by  the  Standing  Com.  on  Railways, 
etc.,  377.  Remarks,  on  drainage,  Mr.  Scott, 
378 ;  Mr.  McCallum,  379 ;  MesHn..  MiUer, 
Scott,  Vidal,  380.    M.  agreed  to,  380. 

3rd  R.,  380. 

As-sent,  805. 

(58-69  Fie.,  cap.  54.) 

(81)  An  Act  to  incorix>rate  the  Ontario  Accident 

Insurance  Co.— (itfr.  Lougheed.) 
Introduced*,  430. 
2nd  R*,  449. 
3rd  R.*,  574. 
AKsent,  805. 
(58-59  Vic,  cap.  83.) 

(82)  An  Act  respecting  the  Kingston  and  Pem- 
broke Ry.  Co.- (Mr.  Perloi.) 

Introduced*,  612. 
3rd  R.*,  678. 
Assent,  805. 
(5«"59  Vic,  cap.  61.) 

(83)  An  Act  resjwcting  the  Eastern  A^isurance 
Society  of  Canada.— (Wr.  Poie-er.) 

Ist  R.,  330,  »i.  (Mr.  Power)  that  41st  rule  of  the 
Senate  be  susiwuded  an  regards  this  6. ;  ex- 
planation, 331.    M.  agreed  to,  3.S1. 

2nd  R.  m.  (Mr.  Power),  SSI.  M.  agreed  to  and 
referred  to  Com.  on  Banking  and  Commerce, 

sax. 

3rd  R.*,  376. 

Assent,  805. 

(58-59  Vie.,  cap.  81.) 

(84)  An  Act  to  amend  the  Act  incorporating  the 
Supreme  Court  of  the  Order  of  Foresters. — 
(Mr.  Clemow.) 

Ist  R.,  731. 

M.  (Mr.  Clemow)  for  suspension  of  41st  nile,  731. 
Remarks :  objections  to  B. ;  Mexsrs.  Scott, 
Ogilvie,  731 ;  Messrs.  Ogilvie,  Scott,  Clemow, 
Sullivan,  Kaulbach,  Bowell,  732 ;  Messrs. 
Bowell,  Clemow,  Scott,  Reesor,  732.  m.  (Mr. 
Clemow)  that  B.  Iw  read  the  2nd  time  at  next 
meeting  of  the  House,  733.  M.  agreed  to, 
733. 

B.  withdrawn  (Mr.  Clemow),  768;  reasons  for, 
(Mr.  Clemow),  7(i8-9;  M.  (Mr.  Clemow)  for 
remission  of  fee,  etc. ,  769 ;  remarks :  Sir  Mac- 
kenzie Bowell,  propriety  of  introducing  bills 
in  Senate  first,  (69.     M.  agreed  to,  769. 

(86)  An  Act  to  incorporate  the  Hamilton  and  Lake 
Erie  Power  Company.— (itfr.  Maclnnet,  Bur- 
lington. ) 

Introduced*,  376. 

2i.d  R.  m.  (Mr.  Maclnnes,  Burlington),  376 ;  ex- 
planation of  B.,  376.    M.  agreed  to,  376. 

Report  of  B.  with  Amts.  from  Com.  on  Railways, 
etc.  (Mr.  Vidal).  430. 

in.  (Mr.  Maclnnes,  Burlington),  that  4l8t  rule  be 
siisfiended  in  so  far  as  relates  to  this  B.,  430. 
Remarks :  objecting  to  M.,  Messrs.  Power, 
Maclnnes,  Scott,  Allan,  Angers,  MiUer,  Vi- 
dal, Bt-llerose,  431 ;  M.  (Mr.  -Maclnnes.  Bur- 
liugton)  that  Amts.  be  concurred  in,  431.  M. 
agreed  to,  431. 

3rd  R.,  131. 

Assent,  805. 

(58-.59  Vic.,  can.  78.) 


BILLS— C^nittuued . 

(87)  An  Act  to  incorporate  the  Jameo'  Bay  Rv. 
Co.— «r.  McMillan.) 

Introduced*,  341. 

2nd  R.  in.  (Mr.  McMillan).  375 ;  explanatiiHi  >.'■ 

B.,  375,    M.  agreed  to,  375. 
M,   (Mr.  McMillan)    for  concurrence  in  .luito. 

made  by  the  Standing  Com.  on  Railways.  >-u., 

464 ;  M.  agreed  to,  and  B.  read  3rd  tinM-  and 

passed,  464. 
Assent,  805. 
(68-69  Vic,  cap.  50.) 

(88)  An  Act  respecting  the  South  Shore  Kailvray 
/  ComiMUiy.— (Jfr.  Kaulbach). 

Ist  R.,  730. 

M.  (Mr.  Kaulbach)  for  suspension  of  4l6t  rulf. 

730.     M.  agreed  to,  730. 
2nd  R.  m.  (Mr~  Kaulbach),  730;  explanation  in 

regard  to  debts  of  old  company,  73il.    M. 

agreed  to,  730. 
~    3rd  R.*,  744. 
Assent,  805. 
(68  59  rtc.,  cap.  64.) 

(OO)  An  Act  respecting  the  Oshawa  Railway  Ca— 
[Mr.  Dobton). 
Introdviced*,  430. 
2nd  R,*,  449. 
3rd  R.*,  574. 
Assent,  805. 
(58-59  Vic,  cnp.  66.) 

(91)  An  Act  to  amend  the  law  n^pecting  the  L»ii' 
ster  Fishery. — (Sir  Mackenzie  Boirdl). 

Introduced*,  577. 

2nd  R.  m.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell),  577  :  explana- 
tion of  B.,  577-8 :  renutrks :  Mr.  Power, 
678 ;  Messrs.  Power,  Kaulbach,  Prowse,  57S ; 
Messrs.  Prowse,  Scott,  Power,  580;  Messrs 
Power,  Almon,  Kaulbach,  Sll ;  Messrs. 
Kaulbach,  Prowse,  582 ;  Messts.  Fergusuo 
(P.E.I  ),  Macfarlane,  Prowse,  Kaulbach, 
583 ;  Messrs.  Macfarlane,  Arsenault,  581 : 
Mr.  Maodonald  (P.E.I.),  585.  M.  agrwd 
to,  585. 

In  Com.  of  the  W.— Remarks  :  repeal  of  sec.  .1, 
re  marking  with  labels,  packing,  etc.,  Messr>. 
Power,  Bowell,  612 ;  Messrs.  Power,  Kaul- 
bach, 618  ;  license  fee,  Messrs.  Prows^', 
Kaulbach,  613 ;  Messrs.  Power,  Kaulbach, 
Snowball,  Bowell,  614  ;  Messrs.  Bowell, 
Kaulbach,  Lougheed,  615 :  Messrs.  Kaulbach, 
Prowse,  Snowball,  Bowell,  Power,  Arsenanlt, 
616;  Messrs.  Power,  Bowell,  617.  CI 
allowed  to  stand,  617. 

On  subsection  3  :  stamping  with  the  year  canned  : 
Messrs.  Scott,  Bowell,  Snowball,  617 :  Messrs. 
Snow^ball,  Power,  Kaulbach,  Prowse,  61S: 
Messrs.  Prowse,  Snowball,  Bowell,  Scotl, 
Smith,  619;  Messrs.  Scott,  Smith,  Power, 
Snowball,  620  ;  Messrs.  Snowball,  Power, 
Arsenault,  621.  Amt,  in.  (Mr.  Power),  621 ; 
remarks  :  Messrs.  Power,  Bowell.  622.  Amt. 
lost,  622.  Mr.  Lougheed  from  the  com. 
reported  progress  and  asked  leave  to  sit 
again,  622. 

In  Com.  of  the  W.,  resumed,  638.  Remarks: 
Messrs.  Bowell,  Power,  Macdonald  (P.E.I.1, 
638. 

B.  reported  with  amts.  from  Com.  (Mr.  Longheed) 
which  were  concurred  in,  638. 

3rd  R.  fft.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell),  640:  amt  i.t. 
(Mr.  Power)  stamping  with  nanie  and  year. 
640;  remarks:  Messrs.  Macdonald  (B.C.), 
Arsenault,  Kaulbach,  640 ;  Messrs.  Kaulbach, 
Bowell,  Reesor,  Smith,  Power,  641.    Dinsion 
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on  amt.  which  was  lost  (C.  9,  X.-C.  38),  641-2. 

B.  read  3rd  time  and  passed,  642. 
Assent,  805. 
(5S-59  Kic.nnp.  28.) 

(82)An  Act  further  to  amend  the  Insurance  Act.— 
{Mr.  An'jert). 

Introduced*,  386. 

2nd  K.  i».  (Mr.  Angers),  432 ;  explanation  of 
object  of  B.  (Mr.  Angers>,  432-3.  Mr.  Scott, 
on  title  of  companies,  433.   M.  agreed  to,  433. 

M.  (Mr.  Angers)  that  B.  be  referred  to  a  Com.  of 
the  W.,  433.  Remarks  :  Messrs.  Power  and 
Angers,  434.  B.  allowed  to  stand  until  to- 
morrow, 434. 

In  Com.  of  the  W. — On  1st  cl.  Attention  called 
(Mr.  Power)  to  certain  alleged  di8cre]*ancies 
as  to  date  when  company  will  make  returns, 
etc.,  464  5  ;  remarks :  Messrs.  Angers,  Power, 
Scott,  Bowell,  484-6  ;  cL  adopted,  466. 

Remarks,  insurance  on  children  ;  Messrs.  Scott, 
Ogilvie,  Angers,  466. 

.A.mt.  m.  (Mr.  Scott)  to  Sec.  4,  coriwrate  name  of 
com|)any  applying  for  license  not  that  of  any 
other  known  nmipany,  4I!6 ;  remarks :  Messrs, 
Power,  Scott,  Angers,  466. 

B.  r«>i>orted  (Mr.  Maclnnes,  Burlington)  from 
Cora,  with  amt,  467,  which  was  concurred  in, 
467. 

3rd  R..  497. 

AHsent,  80.5. 

(58-50  Vic,  cap.  20.) 

(85)  An  Act  to  incor|iorate  the  (irand  Falls  Water- 
Power  and  Boom  Comimny.— (jl/r.  PerUy.) 
Introduced*,  272. 
2nd  R.*,  294. 
3id  R.  m.  (Mr.  Perley),  502.      Remarks:    Mr. 

Power,  on  change  of  name,  502. 
Assent,  805. 
(58-59)  Vie.,  tap.  77.) 

(06)  ■A.n  .4ct  to  incorporate  the  International 
Radial  Railway  Company. — {Mr.  Lough&xL) 

Introduced*,  612. 

2nd  K*,  638. 

B.  refx)rted  without  Amt.  (Mr.  Vidal)  from  Com. 
on  Railways,  etc.,  679. 

M.  (Mr.  Lnugheed)  for  susjiension  of  the  70th 
rule,  679.    M.  agreed  to,  679. 

3rd  R.  III.  (Mr.  Ixiugheed),  679  ;  remarks:  Mr. 
Allan,  enters  protest  against  this  legislation, 
Svmday  traffic,  679-80.  M.  agreed  to,  B. 
re4td  3rd  time  and  ]>as8ed,  680. 

Assent,  805. 

(58-59  Vic,  Clip.  49.) 

(97)  An  Act  respecting  the  Clifton  Suspension 
Bridge  Company.— (^Vr.  Louyhenl.) 
Introduced*,  341. 
2nd  R.*,  538. 
3rtl  R.*,  .>77. 
Assent,  805. 
(58-5!)  Vic,  cap.  72.) 

(68)  An  Act  resiieoting  the  Quebec,  Montmorency 
and  Charlevoix  Railway  Co.— (Jfr.  Clefiioic.) 

1st  R.*,  733. 

2nd  R.*,  7.% 

B.  report  with  Amts.  from  Com.  on  Railways, 
etc  (Mr.  Dickey),  744 ;  explanation  of 
changes  (Mr.  Dickey),  744.  M.  (.Mr.  Clemow) 
for  concurrence  in  Anita.,  744.  M.  agreed 
to,  744. 

3rd  R.,  744. 

Assent,  806. 

(58-59  Vic.,  cap.  59.) 


TSlliJjS— Continued . 

(100)  An  Act  to  incoriwrate  the  Dominion  of 
Canada  Trusts  Company. — {Mr.  Cleinow.) 

Ist  R,  730. 

M.  (Mr.  Clemow)  for  susiiension  of  4lBt  rule,  730. 

M.  agrwd  to,  730. 
2nd  R.  i/i.   (Mr.  Clemow),  781  j   remarks :    Mr. 

Mclnnea  (Burlington)  on  name  of  oom{>any, 

731.     M.  agreed  U),  731. 
Si-d  R.*,  744. 
Assent,  805. 
(58-59  Vic,  cap.  84.) 

(101)  An  Act  to  incorporate  the  Domestic  and 
Foreign  Mi«8ionary  Society  of  the  Church  of 
England  in  Canada. — (Mr.  Allan.) 

Introduced*,  3.11. 

2nd  R.  m.  (Mr.  Allan),  375.     Explanation,  376. 

M.  agreed  to,  375. 
3rd  R.*,  4.S0. 
Assent,  80.5. 
(68-69  Fir.,  cap.  94.) 

(106)  An  Act  to  incorporate  the  Ottawa  Land 
and  Security  Comi)any.— (Jlfr.  Clemou:) 
1st  R.*,  733. 
2nd  R.*,  733. 
3rd  R.*,  744. 
Assent,  8(95. 
(58-59  Vie.,  cap.  87.) 

(113)  An  Act  to  amend  chapter  10  of  the  Statutes 
of  1892,  respecting  the  Harbour  Commis- 
sioners of  Three  Rivers. — {Sir  Mackenzie 
Bowdl.) 

Introduced*,  499. 

2nd  R.  m.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell),  .'>38  ;  remarks: 
explanation  of  B.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell), 
538-3;  Messrs.  Macdonald  (B.C.),  Power, 
Angers,  Bowell,  539.     M.  agreed  to,  539. 

.Srd  R.*,  574. 

Assent,  805. 

(58-.T9  Vic,  cap.  26.) 

(114)  An  Act  to  amend  the  Act  res^ting  roads 
and  road  allowances  in  the  province  of  Mani- 
tol».~Sir  Mackenzie  Boietll.) 

Introduced*,  6.56. 

2nd  R.  »t.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell),  679  ;  explana- 
tion (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell),  679.  M.  agreed 
to,  679. 

In  Com.  of  theW. — Explanation  of  B.  (Sir  Mac- 
kenzie Bowell),  693;  remarks  :  Messrs. 
Power,  Bow-U,  694.  B.  reiwrted  without 
Amt.  from  Com.  (Mr.  Macdonald,  r.E.I.), 
694. 

3rd  R.,694. 

Assent,  805. 

(58-69  Vic,  cap.  30.) 

(116)  An  Act  further  to  amend  the  Dominion 
Lands  Act.— (5«V  Mackcnzi\Boiirll.) 

Introduced*,  449. 

2nd  R.  m.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  487.  Explana- 
tion of  B.,  487.    M.  agreed  to,  487. 

In  Com.  of  the  W.— Amt.  w.  (Sir  Mackenzie 
Bowell),  498 ;  remarks :  Messrs.  Scott, 
Bowell,  Power,  Almon,  498.  Amt.  agreed 
to.  498. 

Additional  cl.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell),  498 ;  re- 
marks :  Messrs.  Scott,  Bowell,  498-9. 

B.  reiK)rted  from  Com.  with  amts.  (Mr.  Vidal), 
which  were  concurred  in,  499. 

M.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  for  concurrence  in 
amts.  made  in  Com.  of  the  \V.,  .538.     M. 

red  to.  538. 
m.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell),   538.       M. 
agreed  to,  538. 
Assent,  805. 
(58-69  Vic,  cup.  34.) 
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(117)  An  Act  reapecting  La  Chambre  de  Com- 
merce du  district  ae  Montreal.     {Mr.  Det- 
jurdint.) 
Introduced*,  612. 
2nd  R.*,  622. 
3rd  R.*,  656. 
Asaent,  805. 
(58-59  Vic,  cap.  88.) 

(120)  An  Act  further  to  amend  the  North-west 
Irrigation  Act. — (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell.) 

Introduced*,  730. 

2nd  R.  m.  (Sir  Macke  zie  Bowell),  757  ;  explana- 
tion of  changes  in  B.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell), 
757-8.     M.  agreed  to,  758. 

3rd  R.,  758. 

Assent,  805. 

(58-59  Fic.  cap.  33.) 

(121)  An  Act  further  to  amend  the  North-west 
Territories  Representation  Act.— (Afr.  Fer- 
imton.) 

IntriKluced*.  730. 

2nd  R.  »M.  (Mr.  Ferguson,  750 ;  explanation  of 

B.  (Mr.  Ferguson),  750 ;  remarks  :  Mr.  Scott, 

750-1.     M.  ^reed  to,  751. 
In  Com.  of  the  W. — On  cl.  2  ;  remarks  :  Messrs. 

Scott,  Ferguson,  Power,  762 ;  Messrs.  Power, 

Ferguson,  753. 
B.  rei)orted  from  Com.  without  amt.  (Mr.  Dever), 

763. 
3rd  R.,  753. 
Assent,  805. 
(58-59  Vic,  cap.  11.) 

(122)  An  Act  to  amend  the  General  In8))ection 
Act.— (St>  Mackatsic  Bowell.) 

Introduced*,  499. 

2nd  R.  m.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell),  539.  Ex- 
planation of  B.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell), 
539  -40.  Remarks :  Messrs.  Ogilvie,  Bowell, 
Lougheed,  Power,  Scott,  540 ;  Messrs.  Ogil- 
vie, Bowell,  641.    M.  agreed  to,  541. 

3rd  R.*,  674. 

Assent,  805. 

(58-59  Vic.,  cap.  24.) 

(123)  An  Act  further  to  amend  the  Public  Works 
Act.— (Sir  Mackenzie  Soiiell.) 

Introfluced*,  499. 

2nd  R.  m.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell),  641.  Ex- 
planation of  B.,  541.    M.  agreed  to,  541. 

B.  reiwrted  from  Com.  of  the  W.  without  amt. 
(Mr.  Perley),  574. 

B.  allowed  to  stand  over  until  to-morrow  for  3rd 
R.,  674 ;  remarks  Messrs.  B  )well  and  Angers, 
574. 

3rd  R.  m.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell),  576  ;  wording 
of  B.  correct  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell),  576. 
M.  agreed  to,  576. 

Assent,  805. 

(58-59  Vic,  cap.  36.) 

•  (124)  An  Act  further  to  amend  the  Act  to  readjust 
the  representation  of  the  House  of  Commons. 
— (Mr.  An<ier».) 

Introduced*,  541. 

2nd  R.,  — 

3rd  R.,  677. 

Assent,  805. 

(58-59  Vic.,  caj).  10.) 

(126)  An  Act  for  granting  to  Her  Majesty  certain 
sums  of  money  required  for  defraying  certain 
exiHjnses  of  the  public  service  for  the  fiscal 
year  ending  30tn  June,  1895,  and  for  other 
l)urpoHe8  relating  to  the  public  service.— (Sir 
Mackenzie  BoiceU.) 


TSITAJA— Continued . 

Ist  R.*,  431. 
2nd  R.*,  431. 
3td  R.*,  431. 
Assent,  806. 
(58-69  Vie.,  cap.  1.) 

(126)  An   Act   reepectingr    Commercial   Trpsti-> 
affecting  Canada. — Sir  Mackenzie  SoKcfi 

Introduced*  686. 

2nd  R.  m.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell),  639  :  remark- : 
Messrs.  McCallum.  Bowell,  639.  M.  afin-: 
to,  639. 

M.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  that  Hoose  resJ-.^ 
itself  into  Com.  of  the  W.,  643 :  expUoatj.^i 
of  B.  ;  ratification  of  French  Treaty ;  «-i- 
planation  of  delay,  643-4  ;  remarks  :  Meun.. 
McCallum,  Bowell,  645  ;  amt.  iw.  (Jlr.  Mc- 
Callum) for  six  months  hoist,  645  ;  seo«id  M. 
(Mr.  Boulton),  645-647 ;  Messrs.  Boolt.t. 
Kaulbach,  647  ;  Messrs.  Kaulbach,  Boultt.i 
Scott,  648  i  Messrs.  Scott,  Macdonald  (B.C.  i. 
649 ;  Messrs.  Scott,  Poiner,  Snowball.  Mc 
Callum,  660  ;  Messrs.  Snowball,  McCalluii. 
Power,  Bowell,  651 ;  MsHsrs.  Snowfall 
Power,  Boulton,  Almon,  Dever,  652  ;  M««-r^ 
Dever,  Bemier,  Scott,  Snowball,  Bo»>", 
653:  Messrs.  Bowell,  Boulton.  Macdccu'.i 
(B.C.),  664  ;  Messrs.  Bowell.  Scutt,  665:  .-n 
Mackenzie  Bowell,  656.  Division  on  am'.. 
(Mr.  McCallum)  for  six  months'  hoi»t,  (C.  G. 
N.-C.  42),  656.  B.  reported  without  amt>. 
from  Com.  (Mr.  Vidal),  65a 

3rd  R.,  656. 

Assent,  805. 

(68-59  Vic.,  cap.  3.) 

(127)  An  Act  further  to  amend  the  Act  respt^ctiuj; 
the  Judges  of  Provincial  Courts.  — (Sir  Mac- 
kenzie Bowell. ) 

Introduced*,  612. 

2nd  R.  DL  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell),  637 ;  remark* : 
Messrs.  Scott,  Bowell,  637.  M.  agreed  to, 
037. 

In  Com.  of  the  W. — Salaries  paid  to  two  Mon- 
treal judges,  Messrs.  Biowell,  Kaulhach. 
Lougheed,  643.  B.  reix>rted  without  amti>. 
(Mr.  Maclnnes,  Burlington),  from  com.,  613. 

3rd R.*,  643. 

Assent,  805. 

(58-59  Vic,  cap.  38.) 

(129)  An  Act  to  amend  the  law  reMi»ecting  th.- 
Superannuation  of  Judges  of  Prn\-uicial 
Courts. — (.Sir  Mackenzie  Botectl.) 

1st  R.,  694. 

M.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  for  2nd  R.  to-nHim)w, 

694.    Explanation    of    B.    (Sir    Mackenri." 

Bowell),  694.     M.  agreed  to.  694. 
2nd  R.  m.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  714 ;  remarks : 

Messrs.    Lougheed,    Bowell,  714 ;   Messrs . 

Lougheed,  Scott,  Bowell,  715.     M.  agreed  bv, 

716. 
B.  then  passed  through  Com.  of  the  TV.  without 

amt.,  715. 
3rd  R.*,  715. 
Assent,  805. 
(58-59  Vic,  cap.  39.) 

(130)  An  Act  further  to  amend  the  Ci\Tl  Service 
Act.— (Sir  Mackenzie  Boirell.) 

Introduced*,  612. 

2nd  R.  m.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell),  697 ;  explans- 
tion  of  B.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell),  69(  ;  re 
marks:  Mr.  Maclnnes  (Burlington),  697-9; 
Messrs.  Maclnnes  (Burlington),  Mocdon^d 
(B.C.),  699;  Messrs.  Maclnnes  (Burlington), 
Power,    700 ;   Mr.    Maclnnes    (Burlinf^ton), 
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701-2  ;aint.  m.  (Mr.  MacInne8.Barliiifton),8LX 
monthe' hoUt,  703 ;  Memgrs.  Maodonala(B.C.), 
Power,  703  ;  Mr.  Power,  704 :  Meesra.  Mac- 
donald  (B.C.),  Power,  705  ;  Messrs.  Power, 
ReesoT,  706;  Messrs.  Reesor,  Maclnnes  (Bur- 
lington), Clemow,  707 ;  Messrs.  Clemow,  Mac- 
lnnes (Burlington),  Kaulbach,  708  ;  Messrs. 
Kaulbach,  Power,  Maodonald  (B.C.),  709; 
Messrs.  Macdonald  (B.C.),  Bowell,  710;  Sir 
Mackenzie  Bowell,  711 ;  Messrs.  Bowell, 
Power,  Maclnnes  (Burlington),  Ogilvie, 
Smith,  712;  Messrs.  Bowell,  Power,  713; 
Messrs.  Bowell,  O^lvie,  Maclnnes  (Burling- 
ton), 714 ;  amt.  withdrawn  and  B.  read  the 
2nd  time,  714. 

In  Com.  of  the  W. — On  cl.  1:  objections,  Mr. 
Power,  716 ;  remarks :  Messrs.  MacTnnn 
(Burlington),  Power,  Allan,  716 ;  M.  (Mr. 
Power)  that  Com.  rise,  716  ;  rules  of  debate, 
dismissal  of  temporary  clerlu.  Sir  Mackenzie 
Bowell,  717 ;  Messrs.  Allan,  Bowell,  717 ; 
Messrs.  Bowell,  Allan,  718.  M.  declared 
lost,  718. 

.-Vmt.  m.  (Mr.  Clemow)  that  Act  shall  not  come 
into  force  until  Jany.  1st,  next,  718.  Amt. 
agreed  to,  718. 

B.  reported  with  amt.  from  the  Com.  (Mr.  Ogilvie) 
which  was  concurred  in,  718. 

3rd  R.,  718. 

Assent,  805. 

(58-39  Vie.,  cap.  15.) 

(181)  Penitentiaries  Act  Amt. — Sir  Mackenzie 
Bowell.) 

Ist  R.»,  728. 

3rd  R.  »i.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell),  728 ;  explana- 
tion of  general  principle  of  B.,  728 ;  on  unifor- 
mity of  salaries  of  officers,  Messrs.  Power, 
Kaulbach,  728-9  ;  M.  agreed  to,  729. 

Com.  of  the  W. — ()n  3rd  cl.,  remarks:  Mr. 
Power,  salaries  of  chaplain  and  surgeon,  734  ; 
M.  (Mr.  Power)  that  this  cl.  bo  struck  out, 
735;  Messrs.  Power,  Sullivan,  Scott,  Clemow, 
Kaulbach,  735 ;  Messrs.  Kaulbach,  Bowell, 
730  ;  Mes,srs.  Bowell,  Power,  Clemow,  737 ; 
Messrs.  Bowell,  Dickey,  Clemow,  Sullivan, 
738 ;  Messrs.  Clemow,  McMillan,  Bowell, 
Sullivan,  Power,  739  ;  Messrs.  Power,  Fer- 
guson, Bowell,  740  ;  Messrs.  Power,  Bowell, 
McInnes(B.C.),  Sullivan,  Bcmier,  Ferguson, 
741;  Messrs.  Mclnnes  (B.C.),  Bowell,  742 ; 
Amt.  (Mr.  Power)  lost  on  a  division,  742. 
On  the  rights  of  the  Senate,  Messrs.  Power, 
Bowell,  742 ;  Mes-srs.  Power,  Bowell,  743. 

On  cl.  7 :  substitution  (Sir  Mackenide  Bowell) ; 
sections  1,  3  and  6  shall  apply  only  to  [lereons 
hereafter  appointed,  etc.,  743.  Amt.  agreed 
to,  743. 

B.  reported  with  an  amt.  from  the  Com.  (Mr. 
Dever),  which  was  concurred  in,  743. 

3rd  R.  m.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell),  744.  B.  read 
a  third  time  and  i>as!ied  under  a  suspension 
of  the  rule,  744. 

Assent,  805. 

(38-59  Vic,  cap.  42.) 

(132)  An  Act  to  revive  and  amend  the  Act  to 
enable  the  city  of  Winnipeg  to  utilize  the 
As-sinilwine  River  Water  Power. -(Afr. 
Boullwi). 

Introduced*,  612. 

2nd  R.*,  622. 

3rd  R.*,  (!3». 

Assent,  805. 

(o8-.5<)  Vic,  cap.  79.) 


BTLAjB— Continued. 

(134)  An  Act  to  legalize  payments  heretofore  made 
to  the  general  revenue  fund  of  the  North- 
west Territories  of  certain  fines,  penalties  and 
forfeitures. — {ifr.  Angert.)  , 

Introduced*,  657. 

2nd  R.  m.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell),  685 ;  object  of 
B.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  685-6;  M.  agreed 
to,  686. 

3rd  R.*,  622. 

Assent,  SO,"). 

(58-39  Vic,  cap.  32.) 

(136)  An  Act  further  to  amend  the  Act  respecting 

the  North-west  Territories.— (Sir  Mackenzie 

BmocU.) 
1st  R.*,  612. 
2nd  R.*,  612. 
In  Com.  of  the  W.— On  cl.  3 :  resignation  of  local 

members ;  remarks :  Messrs.  Power,  Bowell, 

637.    M.  (Mr.  Power),  637.    M.  agreed  to, 

637. 
On  cl.  2  :  Amts.  m.  (Mr.  Lougheed),  explanation 

of    amts.    (Mr.    Lougheed),    637-8.    Amts. 

adopted,  638. 
B.  reported  with  amts.  from  Com.  (Mr.  Vidal) 

which  were  concurred  in,  638. 
3rd  R.  m.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell),  639 ;  amt.  m. 

(Mr.  Lougheed)  ratifying  Ordinance  of  the 

Legislative  Assembly  of  the  N.W.T.,  639. 

M.  agreed  to,  639 ;  B.  as  amended  read  3rd 

time  and  passed,  639. 
Assent,  805. 
(.'>8-59  Vic.,  cap.  31.) 

(136)  -A.n  Act  respecting  the  discharge  of  a  mort- 
gage known  as  the  Markland  Mortgage.— 
(Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell. ) 

Introduced*,  636. 

2nd  R.  m.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell),  678 ;  explana- 
tion of  B.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell),  678-9. 
M.  agreed  to,  679. 

In  Com.  of  the  W. — Remarks :  Messrs.  Power, 
Bowell,  692 ;  Messrs.  Power,  Bowell,  693.  B. 
reported  without  Amt.  from  Com.  (Mr 
Boultou),  693. 

Srd  R.,  693. 

-Assent,  805. 

(58-59  Vic.,  cap.,  5.) 

(140)  Customs  Act  further  Amt. — (Sir  Mackenzie 
Bowell). 

1st  R.,  721. 

2nd  K.  m.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell),  721 ;  object  of 
B.  (Sir  Mackenzie'Bowell),  721-2.  Remarks: 
Messrs.  Bowell,  Mtlnnes  (B.C.),  722  ;MB9srs.' 
Bowell,  Mclnnes,  Sa)tt,  723 ;  Messrs.  Sciitt! 
Power,  Bowell,  Ogilvie,  724  ;  Messrs.  Power, 
Angers,  Bowell,  725,  Messrs.  Bowell,  Kaul- 
bach, Angers,  Scott,  Reesor,  726 ;  Messrs. 
Reefor,  Smith,  Bowell,  Power,  727  ;  Messrs. 
Bowell,  Reesor,  Dever,  728.  M,  agreed  to' 
B.  read  the  2nd  time,  728.  ' 

B.  was  then  referred  to  a  Com.  of  the  W.,  and 
re|>orted  without  amt.,  728. 

3rd  R.,  730. 

As.sent,  803. 

(58-59  Vic,  cap.,  22.) 

(142)  An  Act  to  encourage  Silver-lead  Smelting.— 

(Mr.  FtTimson.) 
Introduced*,  730. 
2nd  R.  m.  (Mr.  Ferguson),  748 ;  explanation  of 

B.  ;  encouragement  of  silver  lead  smelting 

(Jrlr.    Ferguson),    748-9;    remarks:    Messrs! 

Ferguson,    Mclnnes,    (B.C.),    Scott,     749; 

Messrs.  Mclnnes,  (B.  C),    Kaulback,    750. 

M.  agreed  to,  730, 
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In  Com.  of  the  \V. — On  Sec.  1 ;  remarks :  Messre. 

Power,  Bowell,  Bernier,  750. 
3rd  R.,  750. 
A«8ent.  H05. 
(58-59  Vic,  cap.  7.) 

(143)  An  Act  further  to  amend  the  Act  resiiecting 
the  Senate  and  Kou.se  of  CammooH.— (Mr. 
Firgumn. ) 

1st  R.,  730. 

M.  (Mr.  Ker(fU8on)  for  Buoiiension  of  41iit  rule 

with  re«liect  to  thi»  B.,  730;  objection  (Mr. 

Power),  730.    2nd  R.,  of  B.  fixed  for  next 

sitting,  730. 
2nd  R.  i/i.  (Mr.  Ferguson),  746 ;  explanation  of 

B.;  sessional  indemnity, (Mr.  Ferguson),  746; 

remarks :     Messrs.     Power,     Bowell,     746 ; 

Messrs.  Power,  Kaulbach,  747 :  Mr.  Kaul- 

bach,  74«.     M.  rgreed  to,  748. 
3rd  R.,  748. 
Assent,  805. 
(58-5!)  Vic,  cap.  9.) 

(144)  An  Act  further  to  amend  the  Winding  Up 
Act — Sir  Mackenzie  BoictU. ) 

Intrciduced*,  730. 

2nd  R.  w.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell),  744  ;  explana- 
tion of  B.  (!^ir  Mackenzie  Bowell),  744-5 . 
M.  agreed  to,  745. 

3rd  R.,  745. 

Assent,  805. 

(58-5i»  Vic,  cap.  18.) 

(145)  An  Act  to  authorize  the  Trea.sury  Board  to 
exempt  certain  societies  fiom  the  oi)eration 
of  tlie  Insurance  Act.  -  -{Sir  Mackenzie  Bmcell. ) 

Introduced*,  730. 

2nd  R.  m.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell),  745 ;  explana- 
tion of  B.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell),  745-6. 
M.  agreed  to,  746. 

3rd  R.,  746. 

ARs«'nt,  805. 

(58-5!)  Fie.,  cip.  19). 

(146)  An  Act  to  amend  the  Customs  Tariff,  1894. 
Ist  R.,  760. 

2nd  R.  i«.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell),  760  ;  explana- 
t.on  of  changes  in  tariff,  700 ;  remarks : 
Me  srs.  Dever,  Power,  Kaulbach,  760 ; 
Messrs.  Kaulbach,  Bowell,  Power,  761.  M. 
agreed  to,  761. 

3rd  R.,  761. 

Assent,  805. 

(58-59  Vic.,  cap.  23.) 

(147)  An  Act  further  to  amend  the  Inland  Revenue 
Act. — (Sir  Mackenzie  BuwcU.) 

Ist  R.*,  759. 

2nd  R.  i/i.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell),  750  ;  explana- 
tion of  B.,  759.    M.  agree<i  to,  759. 
3rd  R.,  759. 
Assent,  805. 
(58  59  Vic,  cap.  25.) 

148)  An  Act  resjiecting  the  bounty  on  Beet-root 

Sugar.— (Sir  Mackenzie  BoireU). 
1st  R.*,  759. 
2nd  R.*,  759. 
Remarks :  Mr.  Power,  asks  for  information,  759 ; 

reply,  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell),  explains  B., 

759"60. 
In  Com.  of  the  W.— No  Amts.  760  ;  B.  rejiorted 

from  the  Com.  without  amts.  (Mi.  Dever), 

760. 
3rd  R.  I/I.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell),  768  ;  Imimties 

paid  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell),  768.     M.  agreed 

to,  768. 
Assent,  805. 
(58-69  Vic,  cap.  6). 


BIIjIjS— Concluded. 

(149)  An  Act  for  granting  to  Her  M»i(i.lv(Trj  ■ 
sums  of  money  reouu«i  fordefrarini;B--A: 
ext^enses  of  the  public  seriiice  for  iW mai .. 
year  ending  30th  June,  ISXi,  ukJ  fur  ' 
purjXMies  relating  to  the  public  i(eni(T.-i>. 
Mackenzie  Bov:eil.) 

Ist  R.*,  769. 
2nd  R.*,  769. 
3rd  R.*,  769. 
Assent,  805. 
(58-59  F«c.,  cap.  2.) 

(150)  An    Act   resiiecting  the  Winniirc  Om- 
Northern  Rv.  Co. — (Sir  Maektnzii  B  <  ■  \ 

Ist  R.  m.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell),  7t£l:  M!J'  - 
M.  (Mr.  Maclnnes,  Burlington  f'j  t  »- 
months'  hoist,  769;  Mr.  .Scott,  7fi9 :  M. — 
Scott,  Bowell,  770 ;  Messrs.  Scutt.  !>'»• 
771 ;  Mr.  Scott,  772 ;  Messra.  Sc  /ti,  l-.-. 
773 ;  Messrs.  Sccjtt,  Bowell,  774 :  Mi^r 
Scott,  Bowell,  Mclnnifl  (B.C.),  775:  (•»  • 
order,  Messrs.  Bowell,  Scott.  Smith,  }'•:.-■ 
son,  776;  Messrs.  Scott,  Bowell, T77;M'~> 
Scott,  Bowell,  778 :  Messrs.  Bo»i-lL  P  «■ 
779;  Messrs.  Power,  Ferguson,  780;  M"*- 
Power,  Bowell,  Scott,  Smith,  781;  Mm. 
Smith,  Power,  7S2.  After  rccws :  M~:- 
Bowell,  Scott,  Power,  782 ;  Mr.  PoW'-r.  > . 
Messrs.  Power,  Ferguson,  784;  Mr.  Y': 
son,  785-786  ;  Messrs.  Ferguson.  0'! .  • 
Scott,  787 ;  Messrs.  Power,  Clemow.  !>■•• 
788;  Messrs.  Cleniow,  Bowell,  "MS:  M'-'- 
Clemow,  Bowell,  Scott,  Power,  AnpT',  7" 
Messrs.  Angers,  MacInnes(Burling:t.'i.i.r:'. 
Messrs.  Maclnnes  (BurlingtonI,  Rfwo:,?'!. 
Messrs.  Reesor,  Bowell,  792.  Xmi.  runl": 
by  the  following  vote  (0.  7,  N.-C.  lU  W 

M.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowellj  forsusjieneiiin  uf  4:- 
rule,  ;92;  objected  to  (Mr.  PowcM,  T'.t';  ^ 
marks:  Messrs.  BoweU,  Povirer, 7!C;  .M'-— 
Ferguson,  Bowell,  793.  Further  .M.  ^ 
Mackenzie  Bowell)  that  when  the  Hi«-  • 
joums  to-night  it  .stands  adjourned  uirl  :•: 
o'clock  on  Monday  morning,  793.  M.  ur- 
to,  793. 

2nd  R.  »».  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell),  7»3;  on  i-  ■ 
of  order,  Mr.  Power,  793:  Maws.  P"-' 
Bowell,  Scott,  794 ;  Messrs.  Scott,  Fcnni--. 
the  Speaker,  Power,  795 ;  the  Sjieafcer,  M" 
Power,  796  ;  decision  on  point  "f  order  tk- 
Speaker),  796  ;  Messrs.  Bowell,  Power,  Kuc 
bach,  Angers,  the  Speaker,  Mr.  Scott,  T:''. 
M.  agreed  to  and  B.  read  the  secmd  !.-• 
796. 

In  Com.  of  the  W.— On  Ist  cL  ;  remark-:  )!• 
Power,  796;  Messrs.  Power,  K»ulla. . 
Bowell,  Scott,  797 ;  Messrs.  Scott,  fi'»- 
Power,  798;  Messrs.  Power,  MacInnw-iE:;'- 
lington),  Ferguson,  799;  Messm.  Fetr;.'! 
Power,  800;  Jlessrs.  Ferguson,  Power,  ki 
bach,  Power,  the  Chairman,  801 ;  cL  st-t"' 
to  on  a  division,  801. 

On  3rd  cl. ;  remarks :  Messrs,  Power,  »a  .. 
802;  amt.  m.  (Mr.  Power),  802;  >l>~'^ 
Bowell,  Power,  802.  Amt  lost  and  cL  ap"- 
to,  802. 

Additional  cl.  amt  (Mr.  Fenru-wn),  W-,:  "' 
marks:  Messrs.  Power,  Ferguson.  N"" 
802 ;  Me-ssrs.  Power,  Bowell,  803;  »mt.  »it" 
drawn,  803. 

3rd  R  >/».  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell),  80.1:  anit  - 
(Mr.  Scott),  803.  Amt  rejected  by  fiiU"«.!~ 
vote  (C.  6,  N.-C.  11),  808.  R  »a>  the"  m- 
the  third  time  and  passed,  803. 

Assent,  806. 

(58-59  Fic,  cap.  8.) 
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BiACKSTONK,  Sir  W.,  ok  thb  Education  op  Child- 
RBS.    See: 
"  Manitoba  School  Question." 

BoAitD  OF  Appraisers,  Appointmknt  of.    See : 
"  Customs  Act  Amt." 

Boards,  Ma vc factored,  AnsuKSiON  of  ikto  U.S. 
See: 
"  Customs  Tariff  Act  Amt." 

Boards  ofTrade  Inoorp.  Amt.  Act ;  B.  (L). 

—.Sir  Mackenzie  Bovell. 
Introduced*,  354. 
2nd  R.  m.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell),  9H7 ;  explanation 

of  B.,  377.     M.  agreed  to,  377. 
In  Com.  of  the  W.,  430.    B.  reported  from  Com. 

with  Amt.  (Mr.  Vidal),  430. 
3i-d  R.*,  430. 
Assent,  805. 
(68-59  Vk.,  cap.  17.) 

Board  of  Trade  Rktcrks,  British.    See : 
"  Rebate  on  Exports." 

Bonuses  to  Indubtbtes. 
Remarks  in  deb.'ite  on  the  Addresn  :  Sir  Mackenzie 

Bowell,  21  ;  Mr.  Scott,  21. 
See  al»o  "  Silver-lead  Smelting  Act." 

Book  Accounts,  Mortgaging.    See : 

"  Insolvency  Act." 
Books,  Duty  on,  going  into  U.S.    See : 

"  Copyright  Law." 
Booth's  Mills,  Rebuilding  of.    See : 

"  Fisheries  Act  Amt. ;  B.  (67). 

Bounty,  Beet-root  Sugar.    See : 
"Beet-root  Sugar  B." 

Bowie,  Capt.,  Evidence  of.    See: 
"  Fi.iherie8  Amt.  Act ;  B.  (67). 

Breweries  in  Canada.    See : 
"  Revenue  from  Excise  and  Customs." 

Bricks,  manufacture  of.    See : 
"The  James  MacUren  Co.'s  B." 

Bridging  of  navigable  stre-^ms,  provisions.  See.- 

"  Deschenes  Bridge  Co.'s  B." 

British  Columbia,  His  Ex.'h  visit  to. 

In  siieech  from  the  Throne,  4. 
In  addre-ts  in  reply,  5.    In  m.  address  (Mr.  Prim- 
rose) 8. 

British  Columbia  Militia  Rifle  Range. 

Inqy.  (Mr.  Mclnnes)  resi^cting  rifle  range  for 
use  of  militia  in  Victoria,  B.C.,  147.  Remarks: 
(Mr.  Mclnnes),  nearest  rifle  range  14  miles  from 
the  city,  more  rifle  practice  required  among 
militia-men,  as  to  whether  the  representatives 
from  Victoria  ever  applied  for  a  new  rifle  range, 
148 ;  Mr.  Almon,  remark,  148. 

Reply  (Sir  Mackenxie  Bowell),  no  action  taken 
towards  providing  a  rifle  range,  no  report  from 
local  ofiicers  as  io  necessity  for  one,  when  that 
is   done  matter  will  receive  consideration,  148. 


British  Columbia  Penitentiary. 

Inqy.  (Mr.  Mclnnes,  B.C.),  Ist,  as  to  dismissal  of 
James  Fitzsimmons  from  Deputy  Wardenship, 
2nd,  as  to  reappointment,  C!). 

Reply  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell),  inconvenience  aris- 
ing from  questions  of  this  character ;  relieved  of 
duties  pending  investigation  and  reinstated,  69- 
70. 

Inqy.  (Mr  McInnes.B.C).  reappointment  of  Arth- 
ur McBride  and  William  Keary  to  wardenshipand 
accountantship  of  New  Westminster  Peniteniten- 
tiary,  135. 

Reply  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell),  not  the  intention  of 
the  government  to  reapjmint  Arthur  McBride  and 
William  Keary  on  account  of  unsatisfactory  re- 
cords, 135. 

Intjy.  (Mr.  Mclnnes,  B.C.),  was  it  on  recommenda- 
tion of  a  member  of  the  Dominion  Parliament 
from  British  Columbia  that  James  Fitzsimmons 
was  reappointed  deputy-warden  of  New  West- 
minster Penitentiary,  135. 

Reply  (Sir  Mackpnzie  Bowell)  Deputy-wardens  in 
Canadian  penitentiaries  appointed  on  recommen- 
dation of  Minister  of  .Justice  not  a  member  of 
parliament.  This  course  followed  in  James  Fitz- 
simuions'  case,  136.  M.  (Mr.  Mclnnes)  for  copy  of 
instructions  to  Mr.  .Tustioe  Drake,  1894,  relative 
to  the  inquiry  into  the  management,  copy  of  all 
evidence  given  before  the  Royal  Commission,  copy 
of  report  of  Mr.  Justice  Drake,  148.  Remarks  : 
Mr.  Mclnnes,  148-9 ;  Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell,  149. 

Inqy.  (Mr.  Mclnnes,  B.C.)  when  papers  in  connec- 
tion with  the  Royal  Commission  held  last  year  to 
inquire  into  irregularities  in  the  B.  C.  penitenti- 
ary, will  be  brought  down,  247. 

Reply  (Mr.  Angers),  papers  being  prepared,  very 
voluminous,  247. 

Remark,  (Mr.  Mclnnes,  B.C.),  return  brought  down 
in  H.  of  C.  some  time  ago,  247. 

Further  Inqy.  (Mr.  Mclnnes,  B.C.),  when  paiiers 
asked  for  will  be  laid  on  the  table,  353. 

Reply  (Mr.  Angers),  Minister  of  Justice  has  several 
clerks  copying  the  evidence,  and  that  it  will  be 
brought  down  presently,  363. 

M.  (Mr.  Mclnnes,  B.C.)  for  i»stponement  of  Ms. 
until  July  2nd,  .S76.  Remarks  :  Sir  Mackenzie 
Bowell,  on  delay  in  bringing  down  the  returns, 
377  ;  Mr.  Mclnnes,  (B.C.),  no  intention  of  pro- 
c-eeding  with  Ms.  until  papers  are  placed  on  the 
table,  377 ;  Mr.  Miller,  suggests  alteration  of  first 
M.  to  bring  it  within  rules  of  House,  377;  Mr. 
Mclnnes  (B.C.),  will  amend  M.,  377. 

M.  (Mr.  Mclnnes  (B.C.),  for  copies  of  letters  1  to  5, 
cheques  A,  B,  C,  also  letter  of  Rev.  Mr.  Morgan, 
marked  exhibit  E,  all  referring  to  Mr.  .Justice 
Drake's  report  of  1894,  377.  Remarks  :  Mr.  Mc- 
lnnes (B.C.),  and  Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell,  .377.  M. 
agreed  to,  377. 

Motions  postponed,  calling  attention  to  the  Report 
of  Judge  Drake,  etc.,  499 ;  dismissal  of  .James 
Fitzsimnions^  etc.,  in  the  jiublic  interest,  499. 
Remarks :  Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell,  certain  imi^ers 
laid  on  table,  499  ;  Mr.  Mclnnes  (B.C.),  asks  that 
notices  be  placed  on  Order  Paper  for  Monday 
next,  499.  Ms.  allowed  to  stand  until  Monday 
next,  499. 

Further  Inqy.  (Mr.  Mclnnes,  B.C.),  calling  atten- 
tion to  the  report  of  Judge  ]>rake:  the  present- 
ment of  the  Orand  Jury,  also  to  the  annual  re- 
ports of  J.  G.  Moylan,  etc.,  587  ;  ques.  (Mr.  Mc- 
lnnes, B.  C),  whether  article  in  Toronto  Ololje 
is  correct,  587  ;  reply  to  last  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bow- 
ell), substantialhr  correct,  587.  Remarks:  Mes- 
srs. Mclnnes  (B.C.),  Bowell,  587;  necessity  to 
read  Justice  Drake's  report,  Messrs.  Mclnnes 
(B.C.),  Bowell,  587  ;  Mr.  Mclnnes  (B.C.),  Coin- 


Digitized  by 


Google 


896 


II. — Index  to  Subjects. 


British  Columbia  Pknitestiarv— CWtmuerf. 

missoner  Drake's  report,  588-  90 ;  Moylan's  in- 
structions to  FitzBiminons,  590  -.  general  condition 
of  affairs,  591 ;  letter  sent  to  Justice  McCreight 
by  Father  Morgan,  591 ;  how  the  institution  was 
conducted,  S92 ;  FitsKimmoiis's  letter  from  the 
Deputy  Minister  of  Justice,  592  ;  Fitzsimmons's 
to  the  Minister  of  Justice,  593-4 ;  Mr.  CJeorge 
Foster  sent  to  improve  the  management,  694  ; 
Fitzsimmons's  character,  Messrs.  Macdonald  (B. 
C),  Mclnnes  (B.C. ),  594  ;  Mr.  Moylan's  report, 
595;  Messrs.  Bowell,  Mclnnes  (B.C.),  Macdon- 
ald (B.C.),  .590  ;  Mr.  Mclnnes  (B.C.),  Moylan's 
report  of  1890,  597 ;  Moylan's  letter  to  Senator 
Mclnnes  (B.C.),  579;  Kennedy  Bros,  reply  to 
Mr.  Moylan,  697 ;  Moylan's  report,  1889,  597-8 ; 
charges  for  expenses,  Messrs.  Sullivan,  Mclnnes 
(B.C.),  598;  Mr.  Mclnnes  (B.C. ).  reports  of  1891- 
2-3,  598 ;  rejjort  for  189.5,  398-9,  600 ;  present- 
ment of  grand  jury,  600  ;  Moylan's  attack  on  Mr. 
Macdonald  (B.C.),  in  the  Cilizeti,  600;  on  inqy. 
re  Fitzsimmons'  reinstatement,  600-1 ;  extracts 
front  Victoria  Times  and  World,  601 ;  estimates 
of  expenditure,  602,  Messrs.  Sullivan,  Mclnnes 
(B.C.),  602;  Moylan's  reports,  602;  state  of  the 
Kingston  penitentiary,  602;  St.  Vincent  de  Paul, 
603 ;  Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell,  on  the  alleged  irregu- 
larities, 603  ;  fly-sheet  circulated  by  an  ex-convict, 
Messrs.  Bowell,  Mclnnes  (RC. ),  603 ;  Moylan's 
letter  to  Senator  Mclnnes  (B.C.),  Messrs.  Bowell, 
Mclnnes  (B.C.),  604;  Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell,  on 
the  evidence,  604-5 ;  Jud^  McCreight's  habits, 
etc.,  Messrs.  Bowell,  Mclnnes  (B.C.),  605;  the 
Orphans'  Home,  605-6  ;  irregularities  not  due  to 
Fitzsimmons,  Messrs.  Bowell,  Mclnnes  (B.C.), 
606 ;  report  of  Moylan  after  superannuation, 
Messrs.  Bowell,  Mclunes  (B.C.),  606^7;  Mr. 
Bride's  health,  Messrs.  Bowell,  Power,  Mclnnes 
(B.C.),  607;  Mr.  Davies'  connection  ivith  the 
matter,  Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell,  607 ;  appointment 
of  Chief  Justice  Davie,  Messrs.  Bowell,  Mclnnes 
(B.C.),  608;  ques.  of  order,  Messrs.  Mclnnes, 
Bowell,  Desjardins,  608  ;  Mr.  Sullivan,  testifies 
to  Fitzsimmons's  good  character,  608  ;  wardens, 
ap])ointment  of,  etc.,  609:  alleged  irregularities 
at  Kingston  ^)enitentiarv,  (!09 ;  on  Mr.  Moylan, 
609  ;  Mr.  Macdonald  (ft.C);  Judge  Drake's  re- 
|X)rt,  609 ;  re  Fitzximmons,  609 ;  making  charges 
against  people  not  on  floor  of  House,  609 ;  Mr. 
Kaulbacn,  right  of  i>ress  to  comment  on  what  is 
said,  609-10. 

Reply  (.Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  not  govt. 's  intention 
to  clismiss  Fitzsimmons  until  further  investiga- 
tion ;  not  the  intention  to  appoint  a  commission 
to  investigate  conduct  of  J.  G.  Moylan,  610. 

Further  remarks:  Mr.  Mclnnes  (B.C.),  on  being 
absent  from  the  ctmntry  to  avoid  giving  evidence, 
610 ;  taking  advantage  of  jiosition  to  attack  (leo- 
ple,  610 ;  Mr.  Keary's  case,  610-11 ;  on  the  re- 
fund of  coal,  purchase  of  supplies,  etc.,  611 ;  Sir 
Mackenzie  Bowell,  on  Mr.  Keary's  dLsmissjvl,  611 ; 
violations  of  rules,  etc..  Oil. 


British  Columbia  Penttestiary. 
"  Privilege,  Question  of." 


See: 


British  Columbia  Railway  Belt  Lands 

B.  (M). — Sir  Mackenzie  Boieell. 

Introduced*,  487. 

2nd  R.  M.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell),  .572.  Kxplana- 
tion  of  B.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell),  572-3  ;  re- 
marks:  Mr.  Macdonald  (B.C.),  572;  Messrs. 
Macdonald  (B.C.),  Bowell,  lA)ugheed,  Scott,  573; 
Messrs.  Bowell,  Macdonald  (B.C.),  574.  M. 
.igreed  to,  574. 


British  Columbia   Railway  Belt  Luids 

B.  {M) -Continued. 

In  Com.  of  the  W. — Remarks  :  prerious  UmSx.  ?, 
etc.,  Messrs,  Power,  Bowell,  Macdontfl  (B  t. . 
Scott.  576 ;  Messrs.  Soott,  Loughe«d.  577.  E 
reported  from  Com.  without  amt.  (Mr.  Lk^- 
heed,  577. 

3rd  R.,  577. 

Assent,  805. 

(58-59  Vic.,  cap.  4.) 

British  Columbia,  representation  of,  ix  thj 
Cabinbt. 

In  debate  on  the  Address  in  reply  to  speech  feci 
the  Throne,  Mr.  Mclnnes,  24 ;  on  Mr.  Mclimf*'. 
speech  :  Remarks :  Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell,  H  h : 
Mr.  Ferguson,  101  ;  Mr.  Kaulbach.  24:  Mr 
MaodonsSd  (B.C),  60-1;  Mr.  Power,  49;  Mr. 
Robitaille,  102. 

Inqy.  (Mr.  Macdonald,  B.C.),  calls  the  attfotVi 
m  the  Senate  to  the  commercial  and  £iuku1 
position  of  B.C.,  and  asks  if  govt.  oonsid'T^  : 
entitled  to  as  full  a  proiwrtionate  represmati  % 
etc.,  as  other  provinoes,  314.  Remark." :  -Mr. 
Macdonald  gives  figures,  etc,  315-17 :  Jfe.-i>. 
Ferguson,  Macdonald.  317 ;  Mr.  Macdi'iiall 
318  ;  Messrs.  Kaulbach,  Ahnon,  Prowse,  hv 
heed,  319;  Mr.  Prowse,  320;  Messrt  Pt<w»' 
and  Mclnnes,  B.C.,  321;  Messrs.  McKsv.  M^ 
Innes  (B.C.),  Macdonald  (B.C.),  Sir  Mackeim- 
Bowell,  322 ;  Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell  anJ  .Mr. 
Mclnnes  (B.C.),  323;  Sir  Mackenzie  BosvIL 
Messrs.  Angers  and  Mclnnes  (RC),  324:.'>ir 
Mackenzie  Bowell,  Messrs.  Mardonald  (B  C  , 
Mclnnes  (B.C.),  325;  Sir  Mackenzie  B.ir-a 
Mr.  Mclnnes  (B.C.),  326;  Sir  Mackenzie  Bow.iL 
327;  Mr.  Mclnnes  (B.C. ),  Sir  Mackenzie  Bnwli, 
Mr.  Mclnnes  (B.C.),  .^28  ;  Sir  Mackenzie  Iio«>i;, 
Mr.  Mclnnes  (B.C. ),  329.     M.  agreed  to,  329. 

See  aim  "  Vacancy  in  the  Cabinet. 

British  North  America  Act.    See  : 
"  Manitoba  School  Question. " 
See  also  "Vacancies  in  the  Senate." 
See  also  "  Copyright  Law." 

British  Pacific  Ry. 

Inqy.  (Mr.  Mclnnes,  B.C.) :  has  Mr.  R  P.  RitM. 
of  Victoria,  B.C..Vice-Pre8ident,  or  any  one  .i-' 
on  behalf  of  said  railway  oomiiany,  ai>pli«l  i" 
the  usual  railway  subsidy  of  83,'JOO  per  milr  to 
a.ssist  in  building  their  railway  ?  If  so.  is  it  tf' 
intention  of  the  government  to  grant  the  all'!! 
cati(m  ?  136. 

Reply  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell) :  no  application  hi- 
been  made,  136. 

British  rights,  coptbioht.    See; 
" Copyright  Law." 

Brophy,  Mk.,  Evidence  ok.    See: 
"Fisheries  Amt.  Act,  B.  («7)." 

Brotherhood  ok  Railroad  Thaisme-v,  ixsw.iNff. 
ETC.     See  : 
"  Insurance  Act  Amt.,  B.  (145)." 

Bbyce,  Rev.  Dr.,  on  the  School  Qussno.v.   *■ 
"  Manitoba  School  Question." 

Buffalo  and  Fort;  Erie  Bridge  Oo's  B- 

{Q2).—Mr.  Loui/lKcd. 
Introduced*,  341. 
2nd  R*.  376. 
3r<l  R*,  430. 
Assent,  805. 
(58-59  Vic,  cap.  70.) 
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BUTTSB,  IN  TBI  SNGUBB  HARKET.      S«t: 

"  Tariff  und  Trade  matters "  (generally.) 
CaBINBT  OFFICES,  BKPKKSENTATION.      See; 

"British  Columbia,  repteaentation  in  Cabinet." 
See  alto  "  Vacancy  in  Cabinet." 

Cable,  between  Austbaua  and  Canada. 
Reference  to  in  m.  Address  in  reply  to  Speech  from 

the  Throne  (Mr.  Primrose),  7. 
See  at>o  "Tariff  and  Trade  matters  "  (generally.) 

Camp  Harmony  AnBrlinfir  Club  Incorp. 

Act  B.  {71).— if r.  Kirchhoffcr. 
Introduced*,  210. 
2nd  R.*,  232. 
Adoption  M.  (Mr.  Kirchhoffer)  of  amts.  made  by 

Com.  on  Railways,  etc.,  280. 
M  agreed  to,  280. 
3rd  R.,  m.  (Mr.  Kirchhoffer),  280.    Remarks: 

re  giving  B.   3rd  R.   same  day  amts.  are 

adopted,  Messrs.    Kaulbach,  Vidal,  Miller, 

280.    M.  agreed  to,  280. 
Assent,  SOS. 
(58-39  Vic,  cap.  83.) 

Canada,  Expokts  of.    See : 

"  Tariff  and  Trade  matters  "  (generally.) 
Canada,  hksoiirces  of. 

Referred  to  in  Speech  from  Throne,  4. 

In  Address  in  reply,  6.     In  m.  Address  in  reply 
(Mr.  Primrose),  8. 

Canadian    and    Michisran    Tunnel    Co., 
Amt. ;  to  chAnsre  the  name  to  the 
Canadian  and  Michigran  Bridge  and 
Tunnell  Co.  B.  (38).-i»fr.  McMillan. 
Introduced*,  130. 
2nd  R.  m.  (Mr.  McMillan),  145.     Remarks  :  Mr. 

McCalluni,  for  explanation  of  B.,  145.     B. 

expUined  (Mr.  McMillan),  146-6.    M.  agreed 

to,  148. 
3rd  R.*.  166. 
Assent,  806. 
(58-6<.»  Vic,  cap.  71.) 

Canada  Southern  Ry.  Co.  Act,  B.  (64).— 

Mr.  Mitelnnei  CBurlitiytonJ. 
Introduced*,  268  (Mr.  Vidal). 
2nd  R.*,  272. 
3rd  R.*,  372. 
Assent,  805. 
(58-.59  Fic,  cap.  46.) 
Canadian  Gazette  of  London,  on  School  Ex- 
hibits.   See : 
"  Manitoba  School  Question." 

Canadian  Order  of  Foresters  Incorp.  Act. 
B.  {47).— Mr.  Sanford. 
Introduced*,  268. 
2nd  R.*,  280. 

On  Order  of  the  Day,   consideration  of  amts. 
made  by  Standinf^f  Com.,  449  ;  Mr.  Clemow, 
pTomotors  not  satisfied  with  amts.,  wish  B. 
withdrawn,  449.    B.  dropjjed,  449. 
Canadian  Pacific  Rv.  Co. 
Remarks  in  del>ate  on  the  Address  :    Commission 
on  Freight  Rates  (Mr.  Boulton),  -18. 

Earnings.    See : 

"  Rebate  on  Exports." 
Canadian  Pacific  Rv.  Land  Subsidy.    See  : 
"Railways,  Subsidies  (land)  to  C.P.R.  Co.,  B." 

CoNSTRCcnoN  of.    See : 

"British  Columbia,  representation  of  in  Cabinet." 
57 


Canadian  Sick  Benefit  Society  Incorp. 

Act,  B.  {31).- Mr.  McKindxy. 

Introduced,*  331. 

2nd  R.*,  375. 

B.  reported  from  Com.  on  Banking  and  Com- 
merce, (Mr.  Allan),  387.  Remarks:  on  giv- 
ing notice  in  different  provinces,  Messrs. 
Miicdonald,  (B.C.),  Allan,  Miller,  387-88; 
Mr.  Lougheed  gives  notice  will  move  sus- 
ixjnsion  of  49th  rule  on  B.  coming  up  for  3rd 
R.,  389.  fr3 

On  Order  of  the  Day,3rd  R.,  B.  (31),  an  Act'to 
incorporate,  etc,  432  ;  M.  (Mr.  Lougheed) 
that  subsection  (c)  of  rule  49  be  suHi)ended 
in  so  far  as  relates  to  this  B.,  432 ;  explana- 
tion of  omission  of  publication  of  notice  in 
other  provinces,  432.    M.  agreed  to,  432.       , 

3rd  R.,  »(,  (Mr.  Lougheed),  432.  M.  agreed  to, 
432. 

Assent,  805. 

(58-59  Vie.,  cap.,  80). 

Canadi.\n  Trade,  etc.    See: 

"  Tariff  and  Trade  Matters." 
Canals,  Canadian  Couparbd  with  U.S.    Sec: 

"  Montreal  Harbour  Commission." 

CANAL.S  AND  WATERWAYS.      See  : 

"  Transiwrtation  on  the  Great  Lakes." 
Cahtier,  Sib  George,  monument  to.    See : 

"  Memorials  to  the  Founders  of  Confederation." 
Cattle  EMBARGO  removed.    See: 

"  Montreal  Harbour." 
Cattlk  trade. 

In  remarks  on  Address  :  (Mr.  Kaulbach)  meat 
from  Orepon  and  Washmgton  Terries.,  61-2; 
quarantinmp;  of  American  cattle,  62. 

See  also  "  Tariff  and  Trade  matters  "  (generally). 

Cedar,  admission  of,  into  U.S.    See: 

"  Customs  Act  Amt." 
Chairmanship  of  Railways,  etc.,  Com.    See: 

"Railways,  Telegraphs  and  Harbours  Com." 
Chamberlain,  Mr.,  increase  of  .salary.    See : 

"  Printing  and  the  Printing  Com." 

Chambre  de  Commerce  du  district  de 
Montreal  Act ;  B.  (117).— Jfr.  Lajardint. 
Introduced*,  612. 
2nd  R.*,  622. 
3rd  R.*,  (B6. 
Assent,  805. 
(58-59  Vic.,  cap.  88.) 

Champagne,  importation  of.    See: 

"Commercial  Treaties  Act" 
Chaplains  of  penitentiaries,  salaries.    Sec : 

"  Penitentiaries  Act  Amt. ;  B.  (131)." 
Chaudiere,  water  supply  impeded.    See : 

"  Deschene's  Bridge  Co.  's  Bill. " 
Cheese,  exports,  etc.    See: 

"  Tariff  a7»d  Trade  matters  "  (generally). 

ChENIEK,  Rev.  M.,ONEDfCATIONOFHALF-BKEEDS.  See: 

"  Manitoba  School  (Question." 
Chief,  life  titm  of.    See : 

"  Indian  Act  Amt.  B." 
Children,  insurance  on.    See : 

"  Insurance  on  Lives  of  Children. " 
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Ohute,  Julia  Ethel,  Divorce  B.  (l).—{itr. 

Clemoi^. ) 

Reiwrt  of  Divorce  Com.  prenentt^  (Mr.  Kirch 
hoffer),  not  relieving  petitioner  of  all  expenoes 
but  recommending  rule  requiring  ?200 deposit 
l)e  dispensed  with.  M.  (Mr.  Kirchhoffer)  re- 
port be  taken  into  consideration  to-morrow, 
146.     M.  agreed  to,  146. 

Adoption  of  8th  R.  «i.  (Mr.  Kirchhoffer),  185 ; 
rem.wks :  (Mr.  Power),  report  read,  185 ;  re-  j 
lieving  petitiiner  of  payment  of  $200  depoxic : 
Messrs.  Kirc-hhoffer,  rower,  185 ;  MeKirs. 
Kaulhaoli,  185-6,  Cli-mow,  Kaulhach,  Power, 
186;  Mewrn.  Mclnnes,  Kaulbach,  Miller, 
Power,  KiichhofTer,  187 ;  Messnt.  Kirch- 
hoffer, Kaulbach,  rower,  Kead,  Bellerose, 
O'Donohoe,  Primrose,  188;  Mewjre.  Kaul- 
bach, Primrose,  18i».  M.  fora<loption  agreed 
to  by  fo'lowing  vote:  (C.  23,  N.-C.  21),  189. 

Adoption  of  12th  reiJort  m.  (Mr.  Kirchhoffer), 
'23n  ;  M.  agreed  to  on  a  division,  230. 

Introduced*,  230. 

2nd  R.*,  342. 

3rd  R.*,  4'.>7. 

Assent,  805. 

(58-5!)  r (■<•.,  rap.  !«.) 

ClOABS,  DITV  ON,  ETC.     Sec  : 

"  Revenue  from  Kxcise  and  Customs." 

"Citizen,"  Ottawa,  kbroseoi'«  beport  in. 
Chi  rebate  to  manufacturers  of   exiwrted    goods. 
Correction  made  (Mr.  Boulton),  18o. 

extract  from.     Sec : 

" Customs  seizure  at  Montreal." 

Civil  Service  Act  Amt.,  B.  (130)-(Si'r  Mac- 
kenzie Howell. ) 

Introduced*,  612. 

2nd  R.  m.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell),  097 ;  explana- 
tion of  B.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell),  697 ;  re- 
marks:  Mr.  Maclnnes  (Burlington),  697-9; 
Messrs.  Maclnnes  (Burlington),  Macdonald 
(B.C.),  699;  Messrs.  Maclnnes  (Burlington), 
I'ower,  700 ;  Mr.  Maclnnes  (Burlinitton), 
701-2;  amt.  m.  (Mr.  Mac[nne8,BiirUngtun),six 
months' hoist,  703 ;  Messrs.  Macdonald(B.C.), 
Power,  703;  Mr.  Power,  704;  Messrs.  Mac- 
donald (B.C.),  Power,  705;  Messrs.  Power, 
Reesor,  706;  Messrs.  Reesor,  Maclnnes  (Bur- 
lington), Clemow,  707  ;  Messrs.  Clemow,  Mac- 
lnnes (Burlington),  Kaulbach,  708;  Messrs. 
Kaull«ch,  Power,  Macdonald  (B.C.),  709; 
Messrs.  Macdonald  (B.C.),  Bowell,  710;  Sir 
Mackenzie  Bowell,  711;  Messrs.  Bowell, 
Power,  Maclnms  (Burlington),  Ogilvie, 
Smith,  712 ;  Messrs.  Bowell,  Power,  713 ; 
Messrs.  Bowell,  Ogilvie,  Maclnnes  (Burling- 
ton), 714;  amt.  withdrawn  and  B.  read  the 
2nd  time,  714. 

In  Com.  of  the  W. — On  cl.  1 :  objections,  Mr. 
Power,  716 ;  remarks :  Messrs.  Maclnnes 
(Burlington),  Power,  Allan,  716;  M.  (Mr. 
Power)  that  Com.  rise,  716  ;  rules  of  debate, 
dismissal  of  temixirary  clerks.  Sir  Mackenzie 
Bowell,  717 ;  Messrs.  Allan,  Bowell,  717 ; 
Messrs.  Bowell,  Allan,  718.  M.  declared 
lost,  718. 

Amt.  m.  (Mr.  Clemow)  that  Act  shall  not  come 
into  force  until  .Tany.  Ist,  next,  718.  Amt. 
agreed  to,  718. 

B.  reiKjrted  with  amt  f  roni  the  Com.  ( Mr.  Ogilvie) 
which  was  concurred  in,  718. 

3rd  R.,  718. 

Assent,  805. 

^58  59  Yie.,  dip.  15.) 


cavil  Service  Acts  further  Amt. ;  Pro- 
oeedingrs  in  cases  of   irreKolarity 
and  fraud  practiced  at  examina- 
tions of  presons  Beeiking  for  certifi- 
cates, B.  (B).— (Afr    Angers.) 
1st  R.,  128 ;  remarks  :  (Mr.  Angers)  to  jjroviJ,- 
for  necessary  proceediags  in  ame*  of  irre^- 
larity  and  fraud  practised  at  exiuninatiaw, 
128. 
2nd  R.  m.  (Mr.  Angere)  and  further  exitlaincd, 

130. 
In  Com.  of  the  W. — Reniarkt :   MeesrK  Jingen 
and  Kaulbach,  180^  1 ;  B.  re(>orted  (Mr.  Lu- 
dry)  without  amendment,  131. 
3rd  R.*,  139. 
Assent,  805. 
(58-59  Vie.,  cap.  U.) 

Civil  Service  Si-pbranncation. 

M.  (Mr.  Power)  for  return  showing  names  of  per- 
sons who  have  lieen  superannuated  since  the  L-t 
of  Novemlier  last,  etc.,  622-3.  Remarks:  aum- 
mary  notice  of  dismissal,  8ui>erannuation  aUov- 
ance,°M.  Power,  623  ;  Messrs.  Maclnnes  ( Burlioj;- 
ton,  Ree-sor,  Power,  624  ;  ]irintinR,  624 :  o<>et  U 
civil  government,  624;  Mr.  Macdonald  (B  C. I. 
on  the  summary  dismissal  of  civil  servant*,  {'<£>: 
Mr.  H.  J.  Morgan's  case,  testimonials  etc.,  tiSn 
8 ;  Mr.  Maclnnes  (Burlington),  in  the  Sup«-r- 
anuuat'on  Act,  628  ;  Mr.  Kaulbach,  628  ;  Messrs. 
Kaulbach,  Maclnnes  (Burlington),  MacdonaM 
(B.C.),  Perley,  Bowell,  629  ;  Messrs.  BowelL 
Power,  <i30 ;  Messr-i.  Bowell,  Power,  Kaulbaclu 
631;  Morgan's  case,  .Messrs.  Macdonald  (B.C.', 
Bowell,  631 ;  Messrs.  Howell,  Maclnnes  (Buihne- 
ton),  Macdonald  (B.C.),  632  ;  Messrs.  .MacdimsW 
(B.C.),  Bowell,  Power,  033.     >I.  agreed  to.  C3.3 

Clark,  Capt.,  on  euccatiox  in  Roman  Cvthoh. 
Schools.    See  : 
"  Manitoba  School  Question." 

Clifton  Suspension  Bridge  Co's  Act :  6. 

{&7).—{Mr.  Louglucd.) 

Introduced*,  341. 

2nd  R.*,  638. 

3rd  R.*,  677. 

Assent,  805. 

(58-89  Fir.,  cap.  72.) 

Clothino,  niTT  OK.    See  : 

"  Rebate  on  Exports." 
Clover  Point  Riklk  Ranoe.     6r<-.- 

"  British  Columbia  Militia  Rifle  Range." 
Coal  Oil,  duties  on.    Sre  : 

"Tariff  and  Trade  matterti  "  (generally.) 
PBUTE  OF.     See  : 


"  Rebate  on  Exjiorts." 
Coffee,  revenue  frou.    See  : 

"  Rebate  on  Exjxjrts." 
Colton,  'William  Wallace,  Divorce  B.  (Bi 

— Mr.  Cletitoie. 

Report  of  Divorce  Com.  presented  (Mr.  Loughe^l 
reiiorting  iiersonal  service  and  »».  that  iti- 
Rejxirt  be  adopted,  113.    M.  agreed  to.  Hi 

Ist  R.*,  113. 

2nd  R.',  131. 

Adoption  m.  (Mr.  Kirchhoffer)  of  Re|>oit  of  Com- 
mittee. 189 ;  remarks  :  adopting  i-ejiorts  ■»  itli 
out  i>lacing  evidence  before  House  ;  Messrs 
McKay,  Power,  Kirchhoffer,  Clemow.  Kaul- 
bach, 189.     M.  agreed  to  on  a  division,  ISi, 

Adoptions.  (Mr.  Read)  of  I8th  Report  of  the 
StandmgCom.  on  Divorce,  718;  r»oommemi« 
that  B.  be  not  fnrther  proceeded  with  Tl.^ 
M.  agreed  to,  718. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


II. — Index  to  SuBJEcra. 


899 


COLCMBIA    AND     KoOTENAY    Ry.    ANU    NAVIGATION 
Co.    See  : 
"  British  Columbia,  repregentation  of,  in  Cabinet." 

COUBIN'RS.    See  : 

"  Revenue  from  ExciBe  and  Custome." 

OOMUERC'IAI.  CKSTRB«.     See : 

"  Rebate  on  Exports." 

Commercial  Policy.    Sec; 

"  Relmte  on  Exports." 

See  Blue,  "  Tariff  and  Trade  matters. " 

Oommercial  Treaties  Act;  B.   (126)— Sir 

Alaekeiizie  Boicelt. 

IntrtKluced*,  586. 

2nd  R.  M.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell),  639  ;  remarks  : 
Messrs.  McCallum,  Bowell,  639.  M.  agreed 
to,  639. 

M.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  that  House  resolve 
■  itself  into  Com.  of  the  W..  643 ;  explanation 
of  B.  ;  ratifii«tion  of  French  Treaty ;  ex- 
planation of  delay,  643-4  ;  remarks  :  Mefsrs. 
McCallum,  Bowell,  645 ;  amt.  m.  (Mr.  Mc- 
Callum) for  six  months  hoist,  645 ;  second  M. 
(Mr.  Boulion),  645-647 ;  Messrs.  Boulton, 
Kaulbach,  Ml  ;  Me.isrs.  Kaulbach,  Boulton, 
Scott,  648  ;  Messrs.  Scott,  Macdonald  (B.C.), 
641) ;  Messrs.  Scott,  Poirier,  Snowlsill.  Mc- 
Callum, 650 ;  Messrs.  Snowball,  McCallum, 
Power,  Bowell,  651 ;  Messrs.  Smiwball, 
Power,  Boulton,  Almon,  Dever.  652  ;  Messrs. 
Dever,  Bemier,  Scott,  Snowball,  Bowell, 
653 ;  Messrs.  Bowell,  Boulton,  Macdonald 
(B.C.),  654  ;  Messrs.  Bowell,  Scott,  655 ;  Sir 
Mackenzie  Bowell,  656.  Division  on  amt. 
(Mr.  McCallum)  (or  six  months' hoist,  (C.  6, 
N.-C.  42),  65(i.  B.  reported  without  amta. 
from  Com.  (Mr.  Vidal),  656. 

3rd  R.,  r>56. 

Assent,  805. 

(.W-.Mt  Vic,  cap.  3.) 

COMMISSIOSBBS,     CIVIL    8EBVICK    APPOINTMENTS    BY. 

See  : 
"Civil  Service  Act  Amt." 

CoMMiTTKES,  APPOINTMENT  OK.    See:  "Senate." 

Procedure  op.    See  ; 


"Order  and  Procedure." 

Rkpokfs  ok.    See  : 

"Contingent  AccU.,"  "Printing."  etc" 

Companies  Act  Amt. ;  B.  {K..)—Mr.  Kirch- 

hoffcr. 

Intn>ducefl*,  331. 

2nd  R.*,  341  (Mr.  Allan). 

B.  reixjrted  from  Com.  of  the  W.  (Mr.  Sullivan), 

without  Amt.,  467. 
3rd  R.*,  497. 
Assent,  805. 
(58  59  Vic.,  cap.  21.) 

Companies  Act,  1895,  (Joint  Stock  Co.'s  Intorp. 
ETC.)    See  : 
"Joint  Stock  ComiMinies." 

Confederation,  memorials  to  the  pounders  op. 
•See; 
"  Memorials  to  the  founders,  etc." 

COKKKDEBATION  OK  NEWPOONDLAND.      See  : 

"Newfoundland  Confederation." 

CONKEDEBATION,  TERMS  WITH  P .  E .  I .      See  : 

"Railway  Communication  in  P.E.I." 
57i 


CONKBRENCE,   InTERC0M>NIAL. 

Reference  to  in  Speech  from  the  Throne,  3.     In 
address  in  reply,  5 ;    in  moving  the  address  in 
rei)ly,  (Mr'  Primrose),  7. 
See  aim  "  Tariff  and  Trade  matters. " 


COKPEBENCE,  INTERNATIONAL  COPYRIGHT.     See  ; 

"  Copyright  law.''^ 
CONTINGT.  Aocts.  Com.    See  : 
"  Internal  Economy." 

Copyright  Act  Amt.  B.  (F).— ilfr.  Anpen. 
Remarks  in  debate  on  the  Address,  (Mr.  Boulton), 
48. 

Introduced*,  129. 

2nd  R.  »t.  (Mr.  Angers) ;  remarks  :  Messrs.  Boul- 
ton and  Augers,  138.     M.  agreed  to,  139. 
In  Com.  of  the  W.— B.  reimrted  (Mr.  Landry) 

without  Amt.,  145. 
3rd  R.»,  164. 

M.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  for  concurrence  in 
in  Amts.  made  by  H.  of  C,  679 ;  remarks : 
Messrs.  Bowell,  Power,  679.  M.  agreed  to, 
679. 
Assent,  805. 
(.58-59  Vic.,  cap.  37.) 
Copyright  Law. 
M.  (Mr.  Boultcm)  for  return  of  correspondence  in 
regara  to  international  copyright  during  the  jjast 
year,  212.  Remarks  thereon  :  Mr.  Boulton,  in- 
ternational law,  conventions,  licenses,  212- 16 ; 
Messrs.  Kaulbach  and  Bolton,  cost  of  publica- 
ti<m,  216;  Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell  and  Mr.  Boulton, 
American  and  English  rights,  217  ;  Messrs.  Kaul- 
bach, Boulton,  Angers,  Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell, 
Boulton,  217 ;  Messrs.  Kaulbach,  Boulton,  Sir 
Mackenzie  Bowell,  Boulton,  Angers,  218.  M. 
(Mr.  Boulton)  adjournment  of  del»te,  219.  M. 
agre<«i  to,  219. 
Debate  resumed,  234  ;  Mr.  Boulton,  dates  of  Acts 
regarding  cfipyright  and  their  effect ;  Inter- 
national Copyright  Act,  1886 ;  case  of  the  right 
of  British  authors  affirmed  ;  Foreign  Reprints 
Act  of  1847  ;  admission  of  foreign  reprints  ;  589 
publishers  in  Canada,  234  ;  annual  number  of 
copyrights  taken  out  by  Canadian  authors  ;  article 
2  of  the  Berne  Convention ;  rights  of  Canadian 
authors ;  British  authors'  rights  in  Canada  ;  th* 
position  of  the  Canadian  author,  2^ ;  authors 
who  have  gone  abroad,  286  ;  literary  piracy  in 
the  U.S.,  2,S6;  literary  degeneracy,  237;  Mr. 
Estes  and  Mr.  Putnam  on  international  copy- 
right, 237  ;  clause  in  the  Act  of  the  U.S.,  1891, 
referring  to  conditions  of  copyright,  238 ;  Mr. 
Kaull>ach  re  quotation  from  any  authors  or  jmb- 
lishers  in  Canada,  238 ;  Mr.  Boulton,  dace  of 
Hon.  Jonathan  Chace'H  letter,  238;  Sir  Mackenzie 
Bowell,  before  U.S.  aipyrieht  law  was  passed, 
238 ;  Mr.  Boulton,  views  of  U.S.  publishers,  238  ; 
Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell,  re  publication  and  printing 
in  the  U.S.,  238;  Mr.  Boulton,  American  Act 
does  not  operate  against  Canadian  publishers, 
238:  Sir  Mackeu7.ie  Bowell,  what  the  publishers 
want  in  Canada,  238  9  ;  Mr.  Boulton,  Copyright 
Association  ask  for  enforcement  of  Canadian 
Act  of  1889,  239  ;  clause  from  Act  of  1889, 
239,  how  the  Act  works,  239;  legalized 
piracy,  239 ;  extract  from  Montreal  pa|>er  re 
seizure  of  music,  239-40 ;  works  published  in 
Canada  for  foreign  use,  240;  further  remarks, 
Messrs.  Kaulbach,  Boulton,  Sir  Mackenzie 
Bowell,  Angers,  240;  Messrs.  Kaulbach,  Boulton, 
Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell,  Boulton,  Kaulbach,  241 ; 
Mr.  Boulton,  242 ;  Messrs.  Kault»cli  and  Boulton, 
243;  Messrs.  Kaulbach,  Bolton,  244;  Messrs. 
Boulton,  Kaulbach,  Boulton,  245 ;  Messrs.  Power, 
Boulton,  246  ;  Messrs.  Angers,  Boulton,  247.  M. 
agreed  to,  247. 
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COBK,  DCTT  OX.     Src  : 

"  Revenue  from  Excise  and  Customs." 
Cotton  Indubtby.    See  : 

"  Tariff  and  Trade  Matters  "  (generally.) 
Cbaig,  Inspbctor,  on  cosdition  of  schools.    See  : 

"  Manitoba  School  Question." 

Criminal  Code  Act.  Amts.,  1802  ;  B.  (61). 

^Sir  Mackenzie  Boicetl. 

Introduced  *,  730. 

2udR  m.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell),  753;  M.  agreed 
to,  753. 

In  Com.  of  the  W. — On  Sec.  673 ;  remarks:  amt. 
m.  (Mr.  Power)  verdict  of  eleven  furors  in 
four  hours,  763 :  Messrs.  Power,  Kaulbach, 
754 ;  Messrs.  Kaulbach,  Power,  Bowell, 
Scott,  76.") ;  Mr.  Scott,  7.W.    Auit.  lost,  766. 

B.  reported  from  Com.  without  arat.  (Mr.  Snow- 
ball), 736. 

3rd  R.  m.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell),  766 ;  remarks : 
Mr.  Power,  766 ;  Messrs.  Power,  Ferguson, 
Kaulbach,  767 ;  Messrs.  Power,  Kaulbach, 
768.  Amt.  m.  (Mr.  Power),  768.  Amt.  lost 
on  a  division,  7*>8.  B.  read  third  time  and 
passed,  768. 

Astient,  805. 

(68-59  Vie.,  cap.  40.) 

Cbiminai,  Code,  1892. 
M.  (Mr.  Angers)  that  Meiwrs.  Miller,  Dickey, 
Scott,  CJowan.  Power,  Lougheed,  Poirier,  Des- 
jardins  and  Kirchhoffer  be  apix>inted  to  a  joint 
committee  of  both  Houses  to  re|>ort  upon  B.  (51) 
intituled :  "  An  Act  further  to  amend  the  Crimi- 
nal Code,  1892,"  271:  remarks:  establishment 
precedent  of  a])i)<)inting  members  to  a  joint  com- 
mittee of  both  Houses,  Messrs.  Power,  Angers, 
CJowan,  Scott,  271 ;  Messrs.  Angers  and  Powers, 
272,    M.  agreed  to,  272. 

Customs  Act  Amt.  ;  B.  (140). — Sir  ifack-enzie 

Botcell. 

Ist  R.,  721. 

2nd  R.  «i.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell),  721 ;  object  of 
B.  (Sir  Mackenzie^Bowell),  721-2.  Remarks: 
Messrs.  Bowell,  Mclnnes  ( B.  C. ),  722  ;  Messrs. 
Bowell,  Mclnnes,  Scott,  723 ;  Messrs.  Scott, 
Power,  Bowell,  Ogilvie,  724  ;  Messrs.  Power, 
Angers,  Bowell,  726,  Messrs.  Bowell,  Kaul- 
bach, Angers,  Scott,  Reeaor,  726 ;  Messrs. 
Reesor,  Smith,  Bowell,  Power,  727  ;  Messrs. 
Bowell,  Reesor,  Dever,  728.  M.  agreed  to, 
B.  i«ad  the  2nd  time,  728. 

B.  was  then  referred  to  a  Com.  of  the  W.,  and 
re|)orted  without  amt.,  728. 

3rd  R.,  730. 

A.isent,  805. 

(58-59  Vie.,  cap.,  22.) 

Customs,  Duties,  regulations  as  to  valuation. 
See: 
"Customs  Act  Amt." 

Customs  Duties  on  Acbicultukal  Implkme.nt8. 

Inqy.  (Mr.  Landry),  upon  what  scale  of  prices  do 
customs  officers  base  themselves  in  collecting 
duties  on  agricultural  iniplemeuts,  etc.;  have  the 
lustoms  officers  received  instructions  on  this  sub- 
ject, etc.,  266. 

Reply.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  not  considered  in- 
quiry yet;  general  law  regulating  value  of  an 
article  for  duty,  206 ;  liasis  on  which  the  duty  is 
collected,  266 ;  instructions  to  the  customs  officials, 
266-7. 


Ccstomb  Seizure  at  Montbrai. 

Inqr.  (Mr.  Bellerose),  oertain  books  entered  at 
Montreal,  whether  confiscated,  on  what  date,  br 
what  officer,  oonsi^ee,  etc.,  145. 

Reply.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  Comptroller  of  Cus- 
toms searching  for  papers.    Inqy.  postponed,  145. 

On  resuming  inqy.  (Mr.  Bellerose)  questiuns  pot 
seriatum,  20O-1. 

Reply  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell),  Customs  offiriak 
unable  to  find  papers,  books,  detained  at  Mon- 
treal ,  date  detained  and  name  of  officer ;  cub- 
signee  ;  consignee  not  prosecuted ;  legal  opinicai 
on  matter,  200-1. 

Remarks  :  Mr.  Bellerose ;  cannot  accept  sjiswer ; 
ControUerof  Customs  failed  in  duty ;  St.  Ligoori's 
theology,  201-2  ;  to  Mr.  Power  the  name  of  the 
book ;  distinction  betw^een  the  original  and  traiu- 
lation ;  objection  ;  duties  of  the  confessor,  2P2 ; 
description  of  cover  of  book ;  clerical  «ecedt-rs 
from  the  Church  of  Rome,  reasons  therefor,  2(i3 : 
book  brought  to  notice,  204 ;  part  of  Lignori'; 
work  dealt  with  in  said  pamphlet,  204  ;  diffen-nt 
from  professional  book,  demoralizing  character, 
206  ;  Norman  Murray's  book  with  extractis  St : 
letter  from  Norman  Murray,  206 ;  seizure  mad^ 
by  a  Protestant,  206 ;  taking  up  question  ;  matter 
of  duty,  208. 

Further  remarks:  Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell:  to  Mr. 
Bellerose  :  Mr.  Ambrose  (customs  officer)  a  Pm- 
testaiit,  206.  On  Mr.  Bellerose 's speech  rreflectiom 
cast  on  customs  officials ;  no  distinction  made  in 
the  importation  of  books  as  to  language  print>-d 
in,  207 ;  an  instance  in  point  of  books  impurti-d 
containing  extracts  and  legality  of  seizing  sanie, 
207-8 ;  Controller  of  Customs  action,  208.  J; 
Mr.  Masson  :  unable  to  give  an  opinion  on  butk. 
208.  Mr.  Power :  to  Mr.  Bellerose :  qoes.  ut 
which  book  referring  ;  House  not  pI.ioe  for  theo- 
logical discussion,  202.  On  Mr.  Bellerose 's  speech : 
action  taken  by  Mr.  Bellerose  tends  to  advertise 
206-7 ;  book  comes  under  provision  of  criminal 
law,  sec  179  and  100, 207 ;  customs  officials  failel 
in  duty,  207  ;  Mr.  Kaulbach :  on  Mr.  BelleiwH-'s 
speech  :  criminal  law  does  not  cover  case  ;  iriving 
publicity  to  book,  206.  Mr.  Masson :  To  .'>ir 
Mackenzie  Bowell ;  testing  the  legahtv  of  the 
matter,  208. 

Further  Inqy.:  (Mr.  Bellerose)  whether  it  is  the 
intention  of  the  govt,  to  introduce,  during  the 
present  session  of  Parliament,  an  Act  to  amend 
Tlie  Customs  Tariff,  1894,  so  as  to  interpret  Item 
No.  779  of  Schedule  C  thereof,  which  has  for  its 
object  the  prohibition  of  the  entry  into  this 
country  of  txiokB,  etc.,  of  an  indecent  and  im- 
inoral  character,  etc  Whether  it  is  the  inten- 
tion of  the  govt,  to  prosecute  Norman  Murray 
for  selling  a  certain  obscene  book,  273.  Re- 
marks :  Mr.  Bellerose,  forced  to  put  further 
questions ;  the  Premier's  views  quoted ;  cannot 
agree  with  them ;  wording  of  the  Customs  Act : 
how  the  law  should  be  applied,  273 ;  Folkatd'e 
Law  of  Slander  and  Libel,  274 ;  cases  in  point, 
274-5 ;  make  it  a  test  case,  275 ;  Mr.  McCalluni. 
remarks :  Mr.  Bellerose  savs  it  is  immoral,  375 : 
Messrs.  Bellerose  and  AlcCallum,  as  to  the 
character  of  the  book,  etc ,  276 ;  Mr.  Bellenm-, 
St.  Liguori's  book  and  the  contents  of  certain 
I>art,  also  meaning  of  words  used  in  connectiim 
with  same,  276 ;  Norman  Murray's  letter,  with 
comments  on  it,  277  ;  May's  book  on  Parliament- 
ary practices  with  instances  of  conseouences  «f 
reflections  on  members,  277 ;  Criminal  Code  i>n 
the  subject,  277.  Reply  (Sir  Mackenzie  BowellV 
not  neces-sary  for  govt,  to  introduce  any  anjt. 
giving  measure  greater  interpretation  tmtil  o  in- 
struction intended  to  be  placed  on  it  is  foimd  to 
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Customs  Seizdbe  at  Montreal — CoiUinued. 

requii-e  it ;  not  the  province  of  Doniinion  Govt, 
to  enter  action,  local  authorities  should  do  eo  in 
the  courts,  277-8.  Further  remarks  :  Mr.  Belle- 
rose,  government  should  amend  the  Act,  278 ;  re 
local  (fovemment  suing,  278 ;  Messrs.  Bellerose, 
Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell,  Sir  Frank  Smith,  Mr. 
McIunt.s(B.C.),  279. 
Ste  alto  "  Sale  of  obscene  literature."  • 

Oustoms  Tariff  Act  Amt.  B.  (146). 

2nd  R.  HI.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell),  700 ;  explana- 
t  on  of  changes  in  tariff,  760  ;  remarks: 
Me  srs.  Dever,  Power,  Kaulbach,  700 ; 
Messrs.  Kaulbach,  Bowell,  Power,  701.  M. 
agreed  to,  761. 

3rd  R.,  761. 

Assent,  805. 

(58-69  Vic,  cap.  23.)  , 

Customs.  Indian,  rradication  ok.    See : 

"Indian  Act  Amt.  B." 
Dairy,  PBonLCR  i.\  England,  consumftion  of.    See  ; 

"  Tariff  and  Trade  matters  "  (generally). 
Daibik.s,  travelling.     See  : 

"  Exi)erimenta]  Farms  in  the  North-west." 
Da  VIES,  L.  H.,  REMARKS  OF.    See: 

' '  Railway  communication  in  P .  E .  I. " 
Davie,  Chief  Justice,  appointment  of,  etc.    See: 

"  British  Columbia  Penitentiary. " 
Deaths.    See : 

Thompson,  Late  Hon.  Sir  .Tohn. 

Tasse,  Late  Hon.  Joseph. 

Bums,  Late  Hon.  K.  F. 
Debates  Committee. 
Adoption  of  Rei»rt  of  Com.  of  Selection  for  ap- 

iwintment  of,  m.   (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  and 

agreed  to*,  108. 
Ist  Keix)rt.    M.  (Mr.  Bellerose)  for  adoption,  129  j  I 

system  adopted  for  the  distribution  and  publica- ' 

tion  of  the  Delmtes,  12!) ;  employment  of  Mr. 

Smith  to  furnish  a  daily  siimmary  of  debates  and 

})roceeding»  to  the  i)res8.  Better  accommodation 
or  reiwrters,  129.  Ques.  (Mr.  Kaullmch),  re 
duties  of  Mr.  Smith ;  reply  (Mr,  Bellerose)  to 
prejjare  a  summary  of  delutes  and  iircxseedings 
forthe Press,  t^ues.  (Mr.  KaulbachJAdvisability 
of  incurring  additional  exiienditure  ;  reply  (Mr. 
Mclnnes)  small  matter;  (Mr.  Kaulbach)  unneces- 
sary expenditure,  will  not  get  value,  129.  M. 
agreed  to,  129. 
2nd  Re|X)rt.  M.  (Mr.  Bellerose)  for  adoption  of 
report  of  the  Standing  Com.  on  the  reporting  of 
the  Debates  and  Proceedings,  721.  Paving  Mr. 
Smith  |(30  a  week  for  whole  session  (Mr.  Belle- 
rose), 721 ;  remarks  :  Mr.  Power,  721.  M.  agreed 
to,  721. 
Debt,  p.  blic,  of  Canada.    See : 

"Tariff  and  Trade  matters  "  generally. 
Deporley,  Rev.  F.vther,  School  of..    See : 

"  Manitoba  School  Question." 
Deep  Waterway  Convention.    See : 

"Transportation  on  the  Great  Lakes." 
Deficit,  The. 
In  Sj)eech  from  the  Throne,  3,  4  ;  In  the  Address 
in  reply,  5 ;  in  m.  the  Address  in  reply  (Mr. 
Primrose,  7 ;   Mr.  Boulton,  38  ;  Sir  Mackenzie 
Bowell,  23 ;  Mr.  Ferguson,  101 ;  Mr.  Kaulbach, 
57 ;  Mr.  Macdonald,  (iO ;  Mr.  Power,  56  7  ;  Mr. 
Scott,  14. 
See  iilto  "  Rebate  on  Exports." 
See  iilm  "Revenue  from  Kxcise  and  Customs." 
Sec  also  "  Tariff  and  Trade  matters  "  (generally.) 


Dblkgates,  Intercolonial.    See : 

"  Intercolonial  Conference." 
Depression  in  Trade.    See ; 

"  Tariff  and  Trade  matters." 

Desohenes  Bridge  Co.  Inoorp.  Act,  B.  (30)- 
— Mr.  McLaren. 

Introduced*,  130. 

2nd  R.  m.  (Mr.  McLaren)  144 ;  remarks  :  Mr. 

Clemow,  144;  Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell,  144; 

Mr.  McCallum,  145.    M.  agreed  to,  146. 
Srd    R.    m.    (Mr.    McCallum),    248;    remarks: 

Messrs,    Power,    McCallum,    248;    Messrs. 

Scott  and  McCallum,   249;    Messrs.   Soott, 

Angers,  Vidal,  250.    M.  agreed  to,  260. 
Assent,  805. 
(58-59  Vie.,  cap.,  7S.) 

Dehjabdins  Case. 

Inqy.  (Mr.  Bellerose)  at  what  date  did  Governor  in 
Council  order  discharge  of  Frederic  Desjardins 
im|irisoned  in  Quebec  jail,  etc.,  for  having  sold 
immoral  books,  and  what  were  the  reasons  which 
decided  such  discharge,  353. 

Reply  ( Sir  Mackenzie  &well),  release  made  on  16th 
February  last  on  the  recommendation  of  the 
Minister  of  Justice  ;  reaaons  for  release,  353. 

Remarks  :  ques.  (Mr.  Bellerose)  whether  Attorney 
(Jeneral  for  province  was  consulted,  353 ;  ans. 
(Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  method  of  dealing  with 
iwtitions  asking  remittance  of  sentence,  353. 

See  alto  "  Customs  seizures  at  Montreal." 

See  alto  "  Sale  of  ol>scene  literature." 

Dewdney,  Lt.-Gov.,  appointment  op.    See; 
"  British  Columbia,  representation  of  in  Cabinet." 

Distilleries  in  Canada.    See: 
"  Revenue  from  Excise  and  Customs." 

DIVISIONS  : 

Chute  Divorce  Case. 
On  M.  (Mr.  Kirchhoffer)  for  adoption  of  report 
of  Divorce  Com.,  185.      M.  agreed  to  (C.  23, 
N.-C.  21).  189. 
Fitheries  Act  Ami.,  B.  ('31).—(SirMaekenzie  BowclL) 
On  Amt.  M.  (Mr.  Power),  putting  name  and  date 
on  cans,  640.   Amt.  lost  (C.  9,  N.-C.  38),  641-2. 
Langeiihuryh  and  Southern  Sailtcay  Co.,  B.  (56). 
On  M.  (Mr.  Lougheed)  for  3rd  R.     M.  agreed  to 
on  following  vote  (C.  41,  N.-C.  10),  312. 
Odell  Divorce  Cute. 
On  M.  (Mr.  Kirchhoffer)  for  adoption  of  report, 
220;  Amt.  »;i.  (Mr.   Landry)  referred  bock  to 
Com.,  220.  Amt.  adopted  (C.  28,  N.-C.  24),  230. 
St.  Catharinet  and  Niagara  Central  Co.'s  Sy.  Act, 
B.  (60). 
On  M.  (Mr.  Sandford)  for  3rd  R.    Amt  M.  (Mr. 
Power)  with  respect  to  drainage,  487-88.   Amt. 
rejected  (C.  19,  N.-C.  22),  497. 
Revenue  frovi  Excise  and  Custoiiit. 
On  M.   (Mr.   Boulton)  that  the  opinion  of   the 
Senate,  if  the  excise  on  spirits,  etc.,  were  made 
equal  to  the  protective  duty,  etc.,  an  increased 
revenue  would  result.    M.  rejected  (C.  4,  N.-C. 
294. 
Winnipeg  fireat  Northern  Railicay. 
On  M.  (Mr.  Maclnnes,    Burlington)  for  three 
months'  hoist,  709.     Rejected  (C.  7,  N.-C.  11), 
792. 
On  Amt.  M.  (Mr.  Scott),  803.     Amt.  lost  (C.  6, 
N.-C.  11),  803. 
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DiVOBCg  COMKITTEE  AND  CASES. 

Adoption  of    report  of  Com.   of  election  for    ap- 
pointment of,   M.   (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  and 
agreed  to*,  108. 
For    the     Report. — See  the    respective  cases    as 
follows : — 

"Colton,  William." 
"Falding,  Mary  Bradshaw." 
"  Jarvis,  Helen  Woodbum." 
"Odell,  Luke  Se» ell." 
DivoBCE  Committee. 

Report  presented  (Mr.  Kirchhoffer),  signed  by 
Messrs.  Kirchhoffer,  Read,  Lougheed,  McKinsey, 
Mclnnes,  Primrose,  Ferguson,  stating  that  they 
have  decided  to  decline  to  serve  any  longer  on 
the  Com.,  and  giving  reastms  therefor,  2li8-  9  ; 
explains  attitude  and  position  of  Com.  and  in 
report  lie  taken  into  consideration  now,  2(»9-70. 
Mr.  Power  rises  to  a  ques.  of  order,  report  can- 
not he  considered  now,  270;  remarks:  Messrs. 
Kaulbach,  Power,  Miller,  270 ;  M.  (Mr.  Kirch- 
hoffer) that  report  be  taken  intf)  consideration  on 
Monday  next,  270.  M.  agreed  to,  270. 
On  Order  of  the  Day,  consideration  of  thecommuni- 
cation  from  certain  members  of  the  Standing 
Com.  on  Divorce,  313.  Mr.  Primrose  m,  that 
this  item  be  deferred  until  Thursday  next,  313. 
Remarks :  Messrs.  Kaulbach,  Primrose,  Miller, 
Scott,  313.  M.  ^reed  to,  313. 
Attention  called  (Mr.  Miller)  to  mistake  in  minutes; 
understanding  this  item  should  Ixt  the  first  Order 
of  the  Dav,  354 ;  Mr.  Speaker,  it  will  be  called 
first,  3.54. 
M.  (Mr.  Kirchhoffer)  for  adoption  of  rejiort  from 
certain  members  of  the  .Standing  Com.  on 
Divorce,  364,  Remarks :  Mr.  McKay,  rises  to 
point  of  order ;  not  com^>etent  for  a  Com.  or 
member  of  a  Com.  to  resign  without  cause,  ex- 
cept in  certain  cases  which  are  specified,  quotes 
authorities,  354;  resolution  dropijed  (Mr.  Kirch- 
hoffer), 354  ;  Mr.  Miller,  asks  to  read  staU'ment, 
354 ;  Mr.  McKay,  asks  ruling  of  chair  of  previous 
point  of  order,  354 ;  Messrs.  Miller,  McKay, 
Mclnnes,  Power,  Scott,  .Angers,  355. 
M.  (Mr.  Miller)  tor  adjt.  of  House  for  purpose  of 
reading  statement,  355;  statement  from  .lounials 
of  the  Senate  fnmi  1867  regarding  all  applications 
for  Divorce  in  SenaU',  3.55-8;  re  unjust  state- 
ments of  newspapers,  .t,58 ;  Mr.  Scott,  comments 
of  the  newspapers,  358 ;  the  attitude  of  Catholic 
Senators  on  divorce,  359 ;  facts  of  previous  cases, 
3W0 ;  jirocedure  in  fornvt  panperin,  360  ;  Catholic 
members  libelled,  .361 ;  Sir  Frank  Smith,  Messrs. 
Miller,  Mclnnes  (B.C.),  3(>1 ;  Me-ssrs.  Mclnnes 
(B.C.),  Kaulbach,  Power,  362;  Messrs.  Power, 
Jlclnnes,  DeBoiicherville.  McMillan,  363  ; 
Mes-xrs.  Scott,  Mclnnes  (B.C.),  3<i4 ;  Sir  Frank 
Smith,  Messrs.  Mclnnes  (B.C.),  Kaulbach,  .S65; 
Messrs.  Miller,  KauUiach,  .366  ;  Messrs.  Miller, 
Kaulbach,  McKay,  367 ;  ilessrs.  Bellernse,  .Vtc- 
Millan,  Prowse,  308 ;  Messrs,  Pn)wse,  Miller, 
Mclnnes  (B.C.),  361);  Messrs.  Piowse,  Macdon- 
ald  (B.C.),  370:  Messrs.  Landry,  Miller,  Sir 
Frank  Smith,  371 ;  Me.ssrs.  Miller,  Landrv,  Sir 
Frank  Smith,  Mclnnes  (B.C.).  372.  M.'  (Mr. 
Miller)  for  adjt.  withdrawn,  372. 
Docks,  building  ok.  See  : 
"James  Maclaren  Co.'s  B.'' 

Domestic  and  Foreign  Missionarv  Soci- 
ety of  the  Church  of  England  in  C^- 
ada.,  incorp.  Act,  B.  (101).— Jfr.  Allav. 

Introduced*,  Xn. 

2nd  R.  TO.  (Mr.  Allan),  375.     Explanation,  375. 

M.  agreed  to,  375. 
3rd  R.*,  4.30. 
Assent,  80.5. 
(58-.59  Vie.,  eap.  94.) 


Dominion  Atlantic  Ry.   Oo.'s  B.  (48i.- 

Mr.  Power. 

Ist  R.,  375.    Mr.  Power,  explanation  of  B.,  375. 

M.  (Mr.  Power)  that  rules  40  and  (iOhedigpnued 

with  as  re^rds  this  B.,   retuKm  given,  376. 

M.  agreed  to,  370. 
2nd  R.,  M.  (Mr.  Power),  STfi.      M.  agmdta,3?^ 
M.  (Mr.  Power)  for  concurrence  in  amts.  made 

by  the  Standing  Com.    on    Railwars,  etc., 

380.    M.  agreed  to,  380. 
3rd  R.   M.  (Mr.   Powers),   380.     Amt.  M.  (Mr. 

MoCleUn),    380.      R<-markM :    Xfr.    McKav; 

380  ;  Messrs.  Power,   McKay,    Dickey,  3j<1  ; 

Messrs.     Dickey,     Almon.      O^h-ie,     SS? ; 

Messrs.  Ogilvie,  Kaulbach,  McKs,r.  Power, 

383  ;  Messrs.  Power,  Sir  Mackenzie  BoweD. 

385  ;  Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell.  385.     Amr.  k»t 

on  a  division,  383.      B.   reiul  Stri  time  and 

jiassed,  385. 
Assent,  805. 
(58-69  Vic,  cap.  47.) 

Dominion  of  Cana,da  Trust  Oo.'s  B.  (100) 

— Afr.  Clanow, 

1st  R.,  7.30. 

M.  (Mr.  Cleinow)  for  suspension  of  41st  rule,  730. 

M.  agreed  to,  730. 
2nd  R.   m.   (Mr.   Clemow),  731  ;    remarks  :    Mr. 

Mclnnes  (Burlingt<>n)  on  name  of  company, 

731.    M.  agreed  U>,  731. 
3»d  R.*,  744. 
Assent,  805. 
(58-69  Vic,  cap.  84.) 

Dominion  Elections  Act  Amt.  B.  (68).— 

Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell , 

Introduced*,  656. 

2nd  R.  w.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell),  679;  ex- 
planation of  B.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowelll,  679. 
M.  agreed  to,  679. 

In  Com.  of  the  W. :  Explanation,  (Sir  Mackenzie 
Bowell),  693:  B.  reiwrted  without  amt.  from 
the  Com.  (Mr.  Dever),  693. 

3rd  R.,  693. 

Assent,  805. 

(58-59  Vie.,eaj>.  13.) 

Dominion   Lands   Amt.   Act,  B.   (116).— 

Sir  Mackenzie  Boircll. 

Referred  to  in  Sjteech  from  the  Throne,  4.     In  w. 

the  address  iu  reply,  5. 
Introduo'^d*.  449. 
2nd  R.  m.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  4K7.     Ex|iUna- 

tion  of  B.,  487.    M.  agreed  to,  4X7. 
In  Com.  of  the  W. — Amt.  m.  (Sir  Mackenzie 

Bowell),     498 ;    remarks :      Messrs.      Scott, 

Bowell,  Power,  Almon,  498.     Amt.  af;ree<l 

to.  498. 
Additional  cl.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell),  49S;  re- 
marks :  Messrs.  Scott,  Bowell,  498-9. 
B.  reiHirted  from  Com.  with  amts.  (Mr.  Vidal), 

which  were  concurred  in,  499. 
M.   (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  for  concurrence  in 

amts.  made  in  Com.   of  the  W.,  538.     M. 

lupwd  to,  538. 
3rd  R.   »i.   (Sir  Mackenzie    Bowell),    538.       M. 

agreed  to,  538. 
Assent,  805. 
(58-59  Tic,  cap.  34.) 

Dominion  Notes  Amt.  Act ;  B.  (22).— Sir 

Mackenzie  Boirell. 
Reference  to  in  Speech  from   the  Throne,  4 ;  in 

address  in  reply,  6. 
Introduced*,  376. 
2nd  R.  M.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell),  3K<> :  exi«lana- 

tion  of    B.,   386;    ques.    (Mr.    Seotl)   as  to 
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Dominion  Notes  Amt.  Act ;  B.  (22)— Con. 

reserve  in  any  issue  in  excess  of  twenty 
uiillion  dollars,  386 ;  Sir  Mac-kenzie  Bowell, 
iiwue  not  restricted,  but  security  dollar  for 
dollar  must  be  provided,  886. 

B.  poased  throuKh  Com.  of  the  W.,  read  the  3rd 
time  and  passed  under  a  su8t>ension  of  the 
rule,  386. 

Assent,  805. 

(08  69  Vict.,  cap.  16.) 

DniiKE,  Mr.  Justice.    See  : 

"New  Westminster  Penitentiary." 
Dkawb.^oks.    See  : 

"  Rebate  on  Exports. " 
Dunning,  Mk.,  evidence  ok.    See  ; 

"Fisheries  Amt.  Act ;  B.  (67)." 
Duties,  REGULATION  OF.    See; 

"  Customs  Act  Amt." 
Dlttes.    See  .■ 

"Tariff  and  Trade  matters." 
Earnings  of  farmers.    Sec  : 

"  Experimental  Farms  in  the  North-west." 

Eaatem  Assurance  Society's  B.  {88).— Mr. 

Power. 

1st  R.,  330,  m.  (Mr.  Power)  that  4l8t  rule  of  the 
Senate  be  suspended  as  r^pards  this  B.;  ex- 
planation, 331.    M.  agreed  to,  aSl. 

2nd  K.  m.  (Mr.  Power),  .831.  M.  agreed  to  and 
referred  to  Com.  on  Banking  and  Commerce, 
.831. 

3rd  R.',  376. 

Assent,  805. 

(58-69  Fie.,  cap.  81.) 

Education,  Act  RESPEcrriNO  Department  of.    See : 

"  Manitoba  i^hools  Question . " 
Education,  Minister  of,  report.   See  : 

"  Manitoba  School  (Question." 
Educational  matters.    See; 

"  Manitoba  School  Question." 
Elections  Act  Amt.    See: 

"  Dominion  Elections  Act. " 
Elections,  Genebau 

Reference  to,  in  debate  on  Address  in  reply  to 
Six-ech  from  the  Throne  (Mr.  Scott),  11. 

Elections,  By. 

Reference  to:    Sir  Mackenzie   Bowell,   20;    Mr. 
Kaulbach,  62 ;  Mr.  Power,  .W. 
Electricity,  working  and  disposing  of.    See: 

".lames  Ma<;laren  Co.'s  B." 
Embargo  on  Canadian  cattle  removed.    Sec  .- 

"Montreal  Har))oar." 
Empire,  Tobo.vto,  on  publication  of  school  text 
BOOKS.     .See  ; 

"  Manitoba  School  question." 
England,  Civil  Service  system.    See : 

"Civil  Service  Act  Amt." 

Foreign  competition  is.    -See  .• 

"Tariff  and  Trade  matters  "  (generally.) 
insolvency  system.    See-' 


"  Insolvency  Act." 
—  taxation  system. 


See: 


"  Tariff  and  Trade  matters  "  (generally.) 


EsqVIMALT  AND  NaNAIUO  Ry.  SUBSIDY. 

Inq;^.  (Mr.  Mclnnes) :  has  Mr.  James  Dunsmur  of 
Victoria,  B.C.,  President,  or  any  one  else  on  be- 
half of  said  railway  comiwny  applied  for  the 
iisiwl  railway  subsidy  of  $3,200  per  mile  to  assist 
in  extending  their  road  from  Wellington  to 
Comox  ?  If  so,  is  it  the  intention  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  grant  the  application,  136. 

Reply  (Sir Mackenzie  Bowell):  Mr.  Dunsmur  has 
made  application  for  a  subsidy  of  88,200  per 
mile.  Government  does  not  contemplate  grant- 
ing any  cash  subsidies  to  railways  this  session, 
136. 

EsTES,  Dana,  views  of.    See : 

"Copyright  Law." 
EwABT,  Lawyer,  on  the  School  Question.    See  .- 

"  Manitoba  School  Question." 
Examination,  Civil  Service.    See  ; 

"  Civil  Service  Act  Amt." 

Excise.    See  "Inland  Revenue."    Also""  Tariff  and 
Trade  matters  "  (generally. ) 
See  also  "  Revenue  from  Excise  and  Customs . " 

Experimental  Farms  in  the  North-west. 

Inqy.  (Mr.  Wark),  calls  attention  to  the  unprofi- 
table system  of  cultivating  the  soil  so  prevalent 
over  much  of  this  continent,  and  asks  the 
government  whether  the  Experimentnl  Farms 
especially  in  the  North-west  might  not  be 
advantageously  used  in  introducing  valuable 
improvements  in  the  system,  460-2. 
Remarks:  Me,ssrs.  Milfer,  Wark,  451;  Messrs. 
Wark,  McMillan,  Angers,  482;  Mr.  Angers, 
453  ;  Messrs.  Boulton,  McCaUum,  Ferley,  464  ; 
Messrs.  Perley,  Power,  466;  Messrs.  Power, 
Angers,  466.     Reply  Mr.  Angers,  453 . 

Exports.    See : 
"  Tariff  and  Trade  matters." 
See  also  "  Rebate  on  Exjxjrts." 

Failures.    See : 

"Tariff  and  Trade  matters  "  (generally). 

Falding:,  Mary  Bradshaw,  Divorce  B.  (O). 

— Hr.  Clcniow. 

Rejwrtof  Divorce  Com.  presented  (Mr.  Lougheed 
re|K>rting  personal  service  and  »i.  that  Report 
be  adopted,  113.     M.  agreed  to,  113. 

Ist  R.*,  114. 

2nd  R.*,  131. 

3rd  R.  m.  (Mr.  Clemow),  220;  M.  agreed  to,  220. 

Assent,  803. 

(58  59  Fie.,  cop.  96  ) 

Farm  propert\%  value  of.    See: 

"  Tariff  and  Trade  matters  "  (generally). 
Farming  popul.\tion,  decrease  ok.    Sec: 

"  Tariff  and  Trade  matters  "  (generally). 
Farming,  MODERN  METHODS.     See.- 

"  Experimental  Farms  in  the  North-west." 
Favoured  Nations  Treaty.    See: 

"  French  Treaty." 

Female  Offenders  Amt.  Act ;  B.  {J).—Wr, 

Powr. 

Introduced*,  247. 

2nd  R.  m.  (Mr.  Power),  280.  Explanation  of  B., 
280-1;  remarks:  Messrs.  Macdonald,  B.C., 
Kaulbach,  Power,  Allan,  281 ;  Messrs .  Kaul- 
bach, Power,  Almon,  282.     M.  agreed  to,  282. 

House  resolved  into  Com.  of  W.  on  B.,  314. 
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Female  Offenders  Amt.  Act ;  B.  (J)— Con. 

B.  reported  from  Com.  of  W.  with  Amttf.  (Mr. 

Vidal)  which  were  concurred  in,  314. 
8rd  R,*,  329. 
Assent,  805. 
(58-59  Vic,  cap.  43.) 

FKRTILIZ.4TIOS  OK  THB  SOIL.      See  : 

"  Experimental  Farms  in  the  North-west." 
Fiscal  Polu-v.    See  : 
"  Tariff  and  Trade  matters. " 

PisherisB  Amt.  Act ;  B.  {07)~Mr.  Angers. 

Introduced*,  314. 

On  objection  (Mr.  Power)  to  M.  (Mr.  Angers)  for 
2nd  R.  to  1)0  allowed  without  any  discussion 
at  present;  Mr.  Angers  m.  for  2nd  R.  to- 
morrow, 430.  Remarks :  Messrs.  Power, 
Angers  and  Scott,  430.     M.  agreed  to,  430. 

2nd  R.  m.  (Mr.  Angers),  434.  Remarks :  Messrs. 
Angers,  McMillan,  Kaiilbach,  Boulton,  434- 
5 ;  Messrs.  Angers,  McMillan,  Clemow,  436 ; 
Messrs.  Power,  Angers,  Macdouald  (B.C.), 
Clemow,  437 ;  Mr.  Clemow,  437  49. 

Debate  resumed,  470.  Evidence  adduced  by 
Com.  appointed  by  the  House  from  the  fol- 
lowing :  Messrs.  Heney,  Tilton,  Addison, 
Keefer,  Besserer,  Mather,  Hon.  Mr.  Glasier, 
Capt.  Bowie  ;  report  of  Com.,  general  sum- 
ming up  (Mr.  Clemow),  470-85;  millowners 
liabSity  ( Mr.  Gowan),  485-7.  M.  (Mr.  Scott) 
that  debate  be  adjourned,  487.  M.  agreed 
to,  487. 

Debate  resumed,  502  ;  remarks :  Mr.  Scott,  602- 
3;  Messrs.  Scott,  Maodonald,  (B.C.), 
Angers,  504 ;  Mr.  Scott,  505^  6  ;  Messrs. 
Scott,  Power,  Allan,  507 ;  Messrs .  Scott, 
Allan,  508;  Messrs.  Allan,  Vidal,  511; 
Messrs.  Vidal,  Allan,  Kaulbach,  5O0 ;  Messrs. 
Vidal.  Kaulbach,  Clemow,  510;  Mr.  Vidal, 
512;  Messrs.  Vidal,  McCallum,  Kaulbach, 
513;  Mr.  Kaulbach,  514-15;  Messrs.  Kaul- 
bach, Power,  516  ;  Mr.  Power,  517  ;  Messrs. 
Power,  Scott,  Alnion,  518  ;  Messrs.  Almon, 
McClelan,  519  ;  Mr.  McClelau,  520  ;  Messrs. 
McClelan,  Primrose,  521 ;  Messrs.  Primrose, 
Maodonald,  (B.C.),  522;  Messrs.  Primi-ose, 
Clemow,  523 ;  Mr.  Primrose,  524  527 ; 
Messrs.  Primrose,  Macdonald,  (B.C.), 
Casgrain,  528 ;  Mr.  Primrose,  529 ;  Messrs . 
Power,  Primrose,  Boulton,  530 ;  Messrs . 
Boulton,  Primrose,  531;  Messrs.  Boulton, 
Bowell,  Primrose,  632;  Messrs.  Boulton, 
Kaulbach,  Maclnnes  (Burlington),  533 ; 
Messrs.  Maclnnes  (Burlington),  Sullivan, 
Power,  Clemow,  Ogilvie.  534 ;  Messrs . 
Sullivan,  Wark,  535 ;  Messrs .  Wark, 
Sanford,  Almon,  Perley,  536 ;  Messrs. 
Perley,  Bowell,  Angers,  O'Donolioe,  Power, 
537  ;  Mr.  O'Donohoe,  538.  M .  agreed  to, 
538. 

In  Com.  of  the  W.,  on  cl.  1;  amt.  m.  (Mr. 
Perley),  exempting  those  rivers  for  two  years 
more  from  1st  May,  1895,  to  which  the  law 
has  not  yet  been  enforced  up  to  the  present 
time,  561 ;  remarks  :  Messra.  Angers,  Perley, 
Power,  Scott,  McClelan,  .561 ;  Messrs. 
Angers,  Power,  Allan,  562 ;  Messrs.  Allan, 
Bowell,  Scott,  Power,  Perley,  !HiS ;  Messrs. 
Bowell,  Scott,  Angers,  Power,  564  ;  attention 
called  to  report  in  Ottawa  Jmimiil  (Mr. 
Clemow),  564  ;  on  the  amt.,  Messrs.  Gowan, 
Power,  565 ;  Mr.  Power,  5(i6  ;  Messrs.  Scott, 
Angers,  Power,  McMillan,  Allan,  567  ;  Mr. 
Allan,  568 ;  com.  divided  on  amt.  (Mr. 
Perley)     which    was    rejected,     568;    amt. 


Fisheries  Amt.  Act ;  B.  {&7)—Conti»uttl. 

submitted  (Mr.  Scott),  568  ;  Messrs.  AlUn. 
Scott,  McClelan,  Macxionald  (B.C.).  AngenL 
Scott,  560  ;  amt.  (Mr.  Scott)  withdrawn,  569  : 
amt.  (Mr.  Clemow),  change  30th  June,  1^7 
to  30th  April,  18!>7,  569 ;  Messrs.  Angas^. 
Clemow,  Almon,  569.  Amt.  declared  lok  va 
a  division,  569. 

On  2nd  cl.,  amt.  «n.  (Mr.  Clemow^),  that  all  after 
word  "  Council  "  in  36th  line  of  subsection  2, 
be  struck  out,  569  ;  remarks  :  Mr.  Clemon. 
.569;  Messrs.  Clemow,  Angers,  Power, 
Gowan,  670;  Messrs.  Angers,  Clemoir. 
McCallum,  "Vidal,  571 ;  Mr.  Angers.  57S. 
Amt.  lost,  672  ;  CL  agreed  to,  572  ;  B.  rv- 
ported  from  Com.  (Sir.  Ogilvie)  witfejat 
amt.,  572. 

3rd  R.  ni.  (Mr.  Angers),  576 ;  remarks :  Mr. 
Clemow,  unnecessary  to  continue  further 
opposition,  etc.,  575  ;  Mr.  Almon,  effect  if 
B.  was  not  allowed  to  become  law,  575.  M. 
agreed  to,  675. 

Assent,  805. 

(68-59  Vie.,  cap.  27.) 

Fisheries  Amt.  Act;  B.  (74).— Jfr.  Angrrt. 

Introduced*,  376. 

2nd  R.,  ni.  (Mr.  Angers),  385 ;  explanation  of  B., 
385.  Remarks ;  Messrs.  Scott,  Angers,  Kaul- 
bach, 385  ;  Messrs.  Miller  and  Angers,  386. 
M.  agreed  to,  386. 

In  Com.  of  the  W. — Mr.  Power  suggests  different 
wording  of  cl.,  .S86 ;  Mr.  Angers  explains 
why  suggestion  cannot  be  adopt<xl,  386.  B. 
reported  with  amts.  from  Coin.  (Mr.  Ogilvie  I 
which  were  concurred  in,  386. 

3rd  R.*,  430/ 

Assent,  805. 

(58-59  Vic,  cap.  29.) 

Fishermen,  bounties  to.    See  : 

"  Tariff  and  Trade  matters  "  (generally). 
FiTzsiMMONs,  James.    See.- 

"  British  Columbia  Penitentiary." 
Floce,  exports  of.    See  : 

"Experimental  Farms  in  the  North-west." 
Floub  to  Mabitime  Provinces  via  Boston.    See.- 

"  Halifax  and  Jamaica  Steamlnat  Service." 
Folkabd's  Law  ok  Slander  .\sn  Libel,    ier: 

"  Customs  Seizure  at  Montreal." 
Forest  products,  exports,  etc.    See  ■ 

"  Tariff  and  Trade  matters  "  (generally.) 

Foreign  powers,  better  ikads  relations  witk. 
See: 

"  Tariff  and  Trade  matters . " 
Foreign  Repbinto  Act  ok  1847.    Sec  : 

"  Copyright  Law." 
Foster,  George,  improvements  made  bt.    See  : 

"  British  Columbia  Penitentiary." 
Fox,  Sib  Douglas,  report  ok.    See  .- 

"Railway  Communication  in  P.E.I." 
France's  Treatv  with  Switzerwnd.    See  : 

"  Commercial  Treaties  Act." 
Free  list.    See: 

"  Tariff  and  Trade  matters  "  (generally.) 
"  Fbee  Press  "  ok  Wi.vnipeo,  on  School  Qubstiox 
See: 

"  Manitoba  School  Question." 
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Fr£B  Trade.    See : 

"  Tariff  and  Trade  matterK." 
See  aloo  "  Rebate  on  Kx|K>rts." 

Frbioht  Rates,  Cohhidhion  on.    See  : 
"  Canadian  Pacific  Ry." 

French  Shore  tji-RsriON.    See  : 
"  Kewfoundland  Confederation." 

French  Trbaty.    See  : 
"Treaty  with  France." 
See  also  "  Commercial  Treaties  Act." 

Fbcits  nRtBU,  REVENUE  KBOM.     See  : 

"  Rebate  on  Exports." 
Fruits  OF  THE  CoKKEssioSAL.    See: 

"  Customs  seizure  at  Montreal. " 

Fur  Seal  risHiNu  in  the  North  Pacific. 

Inqy.  (Mr.  Macdonald,  B.C.),  if  the  Imperial 
(lovt.  have  submitted  a  draft  of  the  proposed  B. 
in  restraint  of,  or  to  further  regulate  above,  and 
haH  the  Dominion  Govt,  furnished  opinions  of 
ex|iert8  on  subject,  aud  wherein  proposed  leirisla- 
tion  and  regulations  will  differ  fruiri  that  now  in 
o|>eration,  219.  R«>markH  :  Mr.  Maolonald  (B.C.), 
regulations  now  in  force,  219 ;  Mr.  Kaulbach, 
better  to  destroy  the  seals  and  preserve  the  fish, 
219  ;  Messrs.  Macdonald  and  Kaulbach,  220. 

Reiily.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell).  Cabled  High 
Commissioner  to  impress  upon  Imperial  Govt, 
not  to  pi'oceed  with  B.  until  submitted  to  Cana- 
dian Govt.  ;  matter  closely  watched  220. 

Further  Inqy.  (Mr.  Macdonald,  B.C.),  as  to 
whether  any  further  information  has  been  re- 
ceived from  the  Iui)x-rial  (Jovt.  with  regard  to 
the  proixised  regulation  of  the  seal  fisheries  in  the 
Pacifii',  233  j  replv  (Sir  Mackt-nzie  Bowell). 
Cablejfrani  receivedi  from  Sir  Charles  Tapper, 
Imperial  Act  simply  renews  Fisheries  North 
Pacific  Act,  1893,  which  expires  1st  July,  etc., 
234  ;  remarks  :  Mr.  Power,  Act  1893  does  not 
deal  with  that  part  of  the  Pacific,  234  ;  Sir  Mac- 
kenzie Bowell,  agreement  between  Russia,  Canada 
and  the  United  States  as  t<i  sealing  restrictions, 
more  favourable  to  British  sealers,  '£U  ;  Mr.  Mac-  I 
.  donald  (B.C.) ;  Russia  wants  to  be  on  same  foot- 
ing as  the  United  States,  234  ;  Mr.  Power,  Russia 
not  a  ]>arty  to  agreement,  agreement  with  Russia 
more  favourable  than  agreement  of  1893  with 
U.S.,  23J. 

Galt,  Sir  A.  T.,  ok  the  riuuts  of  thk  minority.  See  : 

"  Manitoba  School  Question." 
''Gazette,"  Montreal,  rrkoneoi's  report  in. 

Report  of  remarks  re  Great  Northern  Ry.  Cor- 
rection made  (Mr.  Boulton),  185. 


General  Inspaotion  Aot  Amt. 

Sir  Macki nzie  Bowell. 


B.  (122). 


Introduced*,  499. 

2nd  R.  III.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell),  639.  Ex- 
planation of  B.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell), 
539  -40.  Remarks  :  Messrs.  Ogilvie,  Bowell, 
Ix>ugheed,  Power,  Scott,  540 ;  Messrs.  Ogil- 
vie, Bowell,  541.     M.  agreed  to,  541 . 

3rd  R.*,  574. 

Assent,  805. 

(58-59  Vic,  eiip.  24.) 

German  scuar.    See  : 
"  Rebate  on  Exports. " 


Q-ilmour  &  Hughson  Incorp.  Aot,  B.  (79). 
— Mr.  Clemow). 

Introduced',  294. 

2nd  R.*,  314. 

B.  reported  from  Banking  and  Commerce  Com. 
with  amts.  (Mr.  Allan),  342.  Amt.  explained 
(Mr.  Allan),  342.  M.  (Mr.  Clemow)  that 
amts.  lie  concurred  in,  342.  M.  agreed  to, 
342 

Srxl  R.*,  37(i. 

Assent,  806. 

(58-69  Vie.,  rap.  89.) 

Gladstone,  on  uanual  industry.    See: 

"  Manitoba  School  Qxiestion." 
Glahieb,  Hon.  Mr.,  evidence  of.    See  : 

"Fisheries  Amt.  Act;  B.  (67)." 
"  Globe,"  Toronto. 
In  debate  on  Address.    Remarks :  Sir  Mackenzie 

Bowell,  21  ;  Mr.  ScoM,  21. 
On  M.  (Mr.  Boulton)  for  returns  showing  loss  to 
revenue  occasioned  by  the  payment  of  rebates  of 
customs  duties  on  articles  exported,  1(16.  Re- 
marks :  Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell,  182  ;  Mr.  Power, 
182. 

GOLD-SHEITING,  BONUS.      See  : 
"  Silver-lead  Smelting  Act." 

Good  Shepherd  Industrial  Refuge  and  Reforma- 
tory.   See  : 
"  Female  Offenders  in  Nova  Scotia  B." 
Goternok  (iENeral,  personal  remarks.    See  : 

"  Aberdeen,  the  Earl  of." 
Government  Rys.  deficit.    See  : 

"  Rebate  on  Ex|iorts.' 
Grain  Trade  at  Port  Arthur. 
M.   (Mr.   Boulton)  a  return  of   the    numl)ers  of 
bushels  of  wheat  delivered  to  elevators  at  Fort 
William,  Port  Arthur,  aud  the  grade,  etc.,  etc. 
Remarks :    Mr.    Boulton    and    Sir    Mackenzie 
Bowell,  11.5. 
Further  remarks  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell) :  Inland 
Revenue   De|>srtinent   endeavouring   to   secure 
information,  185. 
See  "  Public  Printing." 

Grand  Falls  Water  Power  and  Boom  Ck>. 
Incorp.  Act ;  B.  {96}.— Mr.  PerUii. 
Introduced*,  272. 
2nd  R.*,  294. 
3rd  R.  ;«.  (Mr.  Perley),   502.      Remarks:    Mr. 

Power,  on  change  of  name,  502. 
Assent,  8(K~>. 
(58-59)  Vie.,  cap.  Ti.) 

Great  Britain,  policy  of,  etc;.    See  : 

"  Rebate  on  Exix)rts." 
(iRKAT  Britain,  civil  service  system.    Sec  : 

"  Civil  Service  Act  Amt." 
WOOD  import  of.    -See  .- 


"  Commercial  Treaties  Act." 
Great  Northern  Rv. 
Inqy.  (Mr.  Boulton),  re  starting  point  of  railway. 
Reply  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell),  question  of  a  legal 

character,  not  regular  to  put  on  order  jiaiier,  184. 

Remarks  :  Messrs.  Kaulliach  and  Power,  184. 
Further  inqy.  (Mr.  Boulton),  if  statement  is  correct 

that  plans  and  profiles  have  been  approved  by 

Dept.  of  Rys.  and  Canals,  and  transmitted  to 
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Great  Northbrs  R\.— Continued. 

company,  and  have  they  b««n  Bubmitted  to  and 
approved  by  Governor  (ienenil  in  Council,  267. 
Kemarkx,  ai>ologize8  for  asking  second  question  in 
refifard  to  thi«  railway,  2ii7 ;  starting  iwint  of 
mirvey,  267  ■  40  miles  finiHlied  and  lying  useless, 
267  ;  lei<*i  olwtruction,  26"  ;  detriment  to  the 
people  in  the  Lake  Dauphin  District,  267  ;  injory 
to  railway  credit  of  country,  267. 
Reply  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell),  right-of-way  plans, 
profiles  and  Ixjoks  of  reference  received  Mid  certi- 
fied, not  approved  of  by  dept.,  267  :  not  sent  in 
for  Bubmiasion  to  the  Governor  Cienefal  in  Coun- 
cil, but  merelj  for  certificate  of  deixjKit,  267 ; 
railway  not  gomg  on  under  the  direction  or  con- 
trol of  the  govt.,  267. 
Remarks :  Mr.  Power,  267 :  Mmwrs.  Power,  Boul- 
ton.  Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell,  368. 

Oreat  North-west  Central  By.  Oo.  Act, 
B.  (45).— -Vr.  ClcMoye. 

Introduced*,  268. 
2nd  R.*,  280. 
M.  (Mr.  Clemow)  for  concurrence  in  amts.  made 

by  Standii  k  Cotn.  on  Railways,   etc.,  375. 

M.  agreed  to,  375. 
3rd  R.*,  37.-). 
.AKnent,  805. 
(58-59  Vic,  cap.  48.) 

Grkekwav's  pledge  to  suproHT  Roman  Catholic 
S{'H0Ol8.     Sic  : 
"  Manitoba  School  Question." 

Grey,  Earl,  on  cxjpvright.    Sec : 
"  Copyright  Law." 

Grey,  Enoixeeu,  evu>e.nce  ok.    Set  : 

"  Fisheries  Amt.  Act ;  B.  (67)." 
Halk  Brekos,  ekl-cation  ok.    See  : 

"  Manitoba  School  Question." 
Halikax  and  .Jamaica  Ste.vmboat  Service. 

Inqy.  (Mr.  Dever)  steamship  service  between  Ja- 
maica, Porto  Rico  and  Havti  and  Halifax  to  in- 
clude St.  John,  208.  Remarks :  (Mr.  Dever), 
reason  for  applying  for  sul»idy,  articles  im|X)rted, 
the  whisky  trade,  e.^jwrUs  to  West  Indies,  209. 
To  Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell,  restriction  on  spirits, 
210. 

Replv  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell),  contract  entered  into 
before  resolution  of  St.  John  Board  of  Trade  was 
received,  difficulties  in  entering  into  cimtracts, 
210  ;  sugar  and  tea  trade  forced  by  legislation  to 
Halifax,  reduction  of  customs  and  excise  on  rum. 
To  Mr.  Boulton  :  flour  to  Maritime  provinces  not 
sent  via  Boston,  210.  Mr.  Boulton :  remark,  on 
restricton  of  trade,  209  ;  flour  from  western  iioints 
to  maritime  provinces  via  Boston,  traffic  to  Mani- 
toba and  North-west  via  Duluth  andX.P.Ry.,210. 

Hamilton    "Daily  Spectator,"  on  school  ques- 
tion.   .*>W-  ■■ 
"  Manitoba  School  Question." 

Hamilton  Distillery  Oo.'s  Act;  B.  (38).- 

Mr.  MacJnties. 

Introduce*!*,  19.0. 

2nd  R.  ;;(,  (Mr.  Maclnnes,  Burlington),  231 ;  re- 
marks :  Messrs.  Power,  Dev<  r  and  Kaulbach, 
231.     M.  agreed  to,  231. 

3rd  R.*,  2S3. 

Assent,  805. 

(58-59  Vie.,  cap.  !I2.) 


Hamilton  and  Lake  Erie  Power  Co.  Is- 

COrp.  Act;  B.  (86).— -Ur.  MaelnnetCBur- 
lirujton.) 

introduced*,  376. 

2iid  R.  m.  (Mr.  Maclnnes,  Barlington),  S76;  ex- 
planation of  B.,  376.     M.  agreed  to,  376. 

R.<^port  of  B.  with  Amts.  fmni  Com.  on  Railwav:!, 
etc.  (Mr.  Vidal),  4.'«). 

M.  (Mr.  Maclnnes,  Burlington),  that  4Ut  nile  .•• 
sns|jended  in  so  far  as  relates  to  this  B..  iSh. 
Remarks :  objecting  to  M..  Messrs.  Power. 
Maclnnes,  Scott,  Allan,  Augeis,  Miller.  V;- 
<lal,  Belleruse,  431 ;  M.  (Mr.  Maclnnes.  Bm- 
lingtou)  that  Amts.  be  concurred  in,  431.  )L 
agreed  to,  431. 

3rd  R.,  4.31. 

Assent,  806. 

(58-59  F(«.,  caj).  78.) 

Hamilton  Provident  and  Iioan  Society 

Amt.  Act;  B.  (30).— .Vr.  MacJntutfBbr- 

litfjlon. ) 
Introduced*,  331. 
2ud  R.*,  .341. 
3rd  R.*,  430. 
Assent,  805. 
(58-59  Tic,  cap.  85.) 

Harbour  Commissioners  of  Three  Rivers 

Amt.  Act;  B.  (\1Z).—Sir Macktnzit  B-it^'J'. 

IntrtKiuced*.  49fl. 

2nd  R.  m.  (Sir  Alackenzie Bowell),  538;  remark-: 
explanation  of  B.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bnwelli, 
i)."18-9;  Measrs.  Macdonald  (B.C.),  Pow«. 
.\nger8,  Bowell,  539.     M.  agreed  to,  539. 

.3rd  R.*,  .574. 

Assent,  805. 

(58-36  Vie.,  eap.  26.) 

Harbours  ok  P.  K.  I.    Sec : 

"Railway  Communication  of  P,E.I." 
Hahdours.    See : 

"Montreal  Harbour  Commission." 
See  also,  "Three  Rivers  Harbour  Commisaioner^' 
Harvev,  James,  appointment  ok.    Sec : 

"  British  Columbia  Penitentiary. " 
Hawkerbury  Mills.    Sec : 

"  Fisheries  Act  Amt. ;  B.  (67)." 
Hawkin.s  School  Statistics,    Sec  : 

"  Manitoba  School  Question." 
Hayti  Steamboat  service.    .SV  .- 

"  Halifax  and  Jamaica  Steamboat  service." 
Hknev,  John,  evidence  ok.    Ste  : 
"Fisheries  Amt.  Act;  B.  (67)." 
HiLI.,  .1.  •!.,  ON  the  DEKPKNINO  OK  CiNALS,      See  : 

" Transisjrtation  on  the  (Jreat  Lakes." 
Hudson  Bay  Railway Sibkidv. 
M.  (Mr.  Miller)  for  all  Orders  in  Council,  letters  it 
other  i>ai)er«  relating  to  any  subsidy,  loan  .t 
guarantee,  in  connection  with  the  Hudson  Bay 
Ry.  Co.  within  the  last  two  years,  115.  Re- 
marks :  Mr.  Miller,  115- 16 ;  Messrs.  Miller,  Boul- 
ton, 117 ;  Mr.  Boulton,  118 ;  Messrs.  Boulton, 
Scott,  Clemow,  McCallum,  119;  Mr.  Boultr.ii, 
120 ;  Messrs.  Boulton,  Power,  Scott,  Porrier,  121 : 
Messrs,  Boulton,  Kaulbach,  122 ;  -Mr.  Boulton, 
123  ;  Measrs.  Boulton,  MoCallum,  KauUiach,  124; 
Messrs.  Kaulbach,  Miller,  Power,  125  ;  Messrs. 
Kaulbach,  Bowell,  126 ;  Messrs.  Bowell,  Scijtt, 
Lougheed,  Power,  127  ;  Messrs.  Power,  Bowell, 
128.    M.  agreed  to,  128. 
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Hudson  Bat  Railway.    See  : 

"  Great  Northern  Ry." 
HyDBAI'LIC  POWEK,    WORKIXO  OB  DI8POMAL  OK.     See  : 

".TamoH  McLaren  Co-'s  B." 
Imports.    See  "  Tariff  and  Trade  matters." 

See  alto  "  Rebate  on  Exports." 
Incinerators,  errotion  of.    See  : 

"Fisheries  Act  Anit.;  B.  (67)." 
Income  Tax.    See  "  ReV>ate  on  Exports." 
iNnKMSiTY,  Mbmbbbs'  B.    See  : 

"Sessional  Indemnity." 

Independent  Order  of  Foresters  B.  (84). 

—Mr.  Clemow. 

1st  R.,  731. 

M.  (Mr.  Clemow)  for  suspension  of  4t8t  nile,  731. 
Remarks :  objections  to  B. ;  Mesers.  Scott, 
Ogilvie,  731 J  Messrs.  Offilvie,  Scott,  Clemow, 
Sullivan,  Kaulbaoh,  Bowell,  732 ;  Messrs. 
Bowell,  Clemow,  Scott,  Reesor,  732.  m,  (Mr. 
Clemow)  that  B.  be  read  the  2nd  time  at  next 
meeting  of  the  House,  733.  M.  agreed  to, 
733. 

B.  withdrawn  (Mr.  Clemow)^  7fi8 ;  reasons  for, 
(Mr.  Clemow),  768-9;  M.  (Mr.  Clemow)  for 
remission  of  fee,  etc.,  769 ;  remarks :  Sir  Mac- 
kenzie Bowell,  propriety  of  introducing  bills 
in  Senate  first,  769.    M.  agreed  to,  769. 

Indian  Act,  further  Amt.:  B.  {Q.)—SirMaelr- 

enzie  Bovell. 

Introduced*,  129. 

2nd  R.,  m.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell) ;  B.  exi)Iained 

Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  139-43;  remarks: 
r.  Macdonald  (B.C.),  142  3;  Mr.  Bemier, 
142  3 ;  Mr.  Scott,  143 ;  Mr.  Power,  143  ;  Mr. 
Boulton,  144 ;  M.  agreed  to  and  B.  read  the 
second  time,  144. 

In  Com.  of  the  W. — On  1st  clause ;  remarks : 
Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell,  164-  5 ;  Mr.  Power, 
164  6;  Mr.  Kaulbach,  165;  Mr.  Bemier, 
165;  (Mr.  Maclnnes)  reported  progress  and 
asked  leave  to  sit  again,  166. 

In  Com.  of  the  W.,  resumed,  189  ;  on  cl.  1 ;  leas- 
ing of  lands,  Amt.,  m.  (Mr.  Power),  190; 
remarks:  Messrs.  Power,  Macdonald,  Almon, 
Kaulbach,  Boulton,  190  ;  Sir  Mackenzie 
Bowell,  1111-2;  Messrs.  Bemier  and  Power, 
192  ;  Amt.  lost ;  cl.  adopted,  193. 

On  cl.  2:  Messrs.  Macdonald  (B.C.);  Bowell, 
Mr.  Power,  193  ;  el.  adopted,  19.^ 

Oncl.  6:  Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell,  193-4;  Messrs. 
Macdonald  (B.C.),  Power,  Almon,  194;  cl. 
agreed  to  on  a  division,  195. 

On  cl.  7,  sulistction  2 :  Messrs.  Power  and  Ber- 
nier,  195 ;  subsection  adopted,  195. 

On  cl.  8 :  Anit,,  ;«.  (Mr.  Power);  remarks:  Sir 
Mackenzie  Bowell,  195  ;  cl.  agreed  to  as 
amended,  195 ;  Mr.  Maclnnes  (Burlington) 
from  Com.  reixirted  B.  with  Amts.,  which 
were  concurred  in,  195. 

7ii.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell),  errors  in  B.,  be  not 
now  re.id  the  .Srd  time  but  referred  back  to 
Com.  of  the  W.,  199. 

In  Com.  of  the  W.,  resumed  remarks  :  Sir  Mack- 
enzie Bowell,  to  Mr.  Macdonald  (B.C.)  rr 
Lougheesd'srejK'rve  a<se,  discretionary  jiower 
of  agent  to  n'lieve  destitution  ;  agent  autho- 
rized to  exiK'ud  itiiO  in  this  case,  199.  Mr. 
Macdonald  (B.C.),  reply  satisfactory,  199 ; 
Mr.  Maclnnes  ( Burlingbm)  from  Com.,  re- 
ported B.  with  Amts.,  which  were  concurred 
in,  199. 

3rd  R.*,  199. 

Assent,  805. 

(58-.J9  Vir.,  rap.  35). 


Iklani>  Revence,  returns.    See  : 

"  Revenue  from  Excise  and  Customs." 

Inland  Revenue  Act  Amt.;  B.  (147). -.?i> 

Maekenzie  Boirrll. 
Ist  If,  759. 

2nd  R.  >/t.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell),  759  ;  explana- 
tion of  B.,  759.     M.  agreed  to,  759. 
3rd  R.,  759. 
Assent,  806. 
(58-59  Vic,  cap.  25.) 

Inlanp  Thaxspobtatiok.    See  : 

"Transportation  on  the  Great  L^kes." 

Insane  prisoners,  care  op.    .'See: 
"Penitentiaries  Act,  Amt." 

Inspection  of  Schools.    Sec  ; 
"Manitoba  School  Question." 

Insolvency  Act,  1895 ;  B.  (A).— Sir  Mack- 
enzie  BoiceU. 
Reference  to  B.,  in  Sperjch  from  the  Throne,  4. 
In  delnte  on  the  Address  :  Mr.  Primrose,  8 ;  Mr. 
Kaulback,  65  ;  Mr.  Power,  58. 
Introduced  and  1st  R.  m.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell) 
and  1\  explained,  108.    M.  .agreed  to,  *108. 
»i.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  printing  of  additional 
copies  of  B.  owing  to  great  demand,   128. 
Remarks ;  Mr.  Kaulbacli,   128.     M.  agreed 
to,  128. 
2nd  R.  »i.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell),  explanation  of 
alterations  in  B.,  149 ;  remarks :  Messrs.  Mc- 
Callum,  Bowell,  Scott,  Maclnnes  (Burling- 
ton), 149 ;    Messrs.   Maclnnes  (Burlington), 
McClelan,  lijO  ;  Mr.  McClelan,  151 ;  \fessr8. 
McClelan,   Kaulbach,    152;    Mes.-r8.    Kaul- 
liach.   Primrose,   McCallum,  153 ;    Messrs. 
McCallum,  Bellerotte,  1.54  ;  Messrs.  Bellerose, 
Allan,  McDonald  (C.B.),  156;  Messrs.  Mo- 
Donald  (C.B.),  Clemow.  Power,  McCallum, 
156 ;  Messr*.  Power,  Read  (C^uinte),  157 ;  Mes- 
srs. Power,  Kaulbach,  Boulton,  Reesor,  168; 
Messrs.  Bowell,  Power,  159  ;  Messrs.  Bowell, 
>IcCaIlum,  Power,  McClelan,  160 ;  Messr*. 
Bowell,  Scott,  McKindsey,  Mr-Callum,  161 ; 
Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell,  162 ;   Messrs.  Bowell, 
Miller,  Scott,  Bellerose,  163  ;  Mr.  Bellerose, 
164.     M.  agreed  to,  164. 
Insurance  ok  Lives  of  children. 
Inqy . :  ( Mr.  McClelan),  attention  of  Senate  directed 
to  crimes  from  practice  of  insuring  children,  and 
asks  if   govt,  intend  to  take  any  measures  to  re- 
strict such  practices,  232.     / 
Reply  (Mr.   Angers)  request  to  allow  inquiry  to 

standine  until  Tuesday  next,  etc,  232. 
Postixmed  until  Tuesday,  232. 
Inqv.  n>Humefl  (Mr.  McClelan),  231.  Remarks: 
Mr.  Mc("lelan,  disclaims  i>er8onal  interest,  251 ; 
insurance  general  and  extensive,  251 ;  number  of 
children  subject  to  life  insurance,  252 ;  B.  de- 
feated in  Massachusetts  Legislature,  2.52 ;  further 
remarks :  Messrs.  Allan,  ^IcClelan,  252 ;  Messrs. 
Kaulbach,  McClelan,  evidence  liefore  joint  com- 
mittee in  Massachusetts,  257  ;  Me.^srs.  Allan  and 
McClelan,  267:  Messrs.  Gowan,  McClelan,  260; 
Mr.  Scott,  danger  increAsed  for  child's  life,  261 ; 
Mr.  Scott,  262 :  Mr.  Angers,  oonmient^i  on  the 
.Vlassachusett's  Society  for  Prevention  of  Cruelty 
to  children,  263  ;  Mr.  Angers,  quotes  ex-Governor 
Long  in  Christian  Kegister,  263-  4  ;  Messrs.  Boul- 
ton and  Angers,  on  cnild  insurance  by  Canadian 
com)>anies,  266 ;  Messrs.  Boulton  and  Power, 
265 ;  Mr.  Vidal,  custom  of  the  House  to  close 
deliate  on  answer  being  given  by  the  govt,  to 
inqy.,  265-6.  Messrs.  Scott  and  Vidal  on  usual 
procedure,  266. 
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Insurance  Act  Amt.;  B.  (92.)— Jfn  Angtrt. 

Reference  t<>,  in  si>eech  from  the  Throne,  4. 

Introduced*,  386. 

2nd  R.  m.  ( Mr.  Angers),  432 ;  explanation  of 
object  of  B.  (Mr.  Angers),  432-3.  Mr.  Scott, 
on  title  of  oomiMuieii,  433.   M.  agreed  to,  433. 

M.  (Mr.  Angers)  that  B.  be  refenea  to  a  Com.  of 
the  \V.,  433.  Remarks  ;  Messrs.  Power  and 
Angers,  434.  B.  allowed  to  stand  until  to- 
morrow, 434. 

In  Com.  of  the  W.  — <)n  1st  d.  Attention  called 
(Mr.  Power)  to  certain  alleg[ed  discrepancies 
BM  to  date  when  company  will  make  returns, 
etc.,  464-5 ;  remarks :  Messrs.  Angers,  Power, 
Scott,  Bowell,  4ii4  6  ;  cL  adopted,  466. 

Remarks,  insurance  on  children  ;  Messrs.  Scott, 
Ogilvie,  Angers,  466. 

Amt.  m.  (Mr.  iSoott)  to  Sec.  4.  corjwrate  name  of 
company  applying  for  license  not  that  of  any 
other  known  company,  406 ;  remarks :  Messrs. 
Power,  Scott,  Angers,  466. 

B.  reixjrted  (Mr.  Maclnnes,  Burlington)  from 
Com.  with  amt.,  467,  which  wa«  concurred  in, 
467. 

3rd  R..  497. 

.\xsent,  805. 

(58-59  Fie,  «(p.  20.) 

Insurance  Act  Amt.;    B.    (146.)— Sir  Mack- 
enzie Bmeell 
Introducecl*,  730. 

2nd  K.  »i.  (.Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell),  745;  explana- 
tion of  B.    (Sir   Mackenzie  Bowell),   745-6. 
M.  agreed  to,  746. 
3n\  R.,  746. 
-■Vssent,  805. 
(.58-.)!)  Vic,  cap.  19). 

iNSUR.iSCE.     6'«  "  Indei)endent  Order  of  Foresters." 

Inters.\l  Economy  Comuittee. 

Adoption  of  reiiortof  Com.  of  Selection  for  ap(x>int- 
ment  of,  m.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  and  agreed 
U>',  108. 
Re|x>rted  present  (Mr.  McKay)  and  adoption  «!., 
642.  Remarks:  Mr.  Macdonald  (B.C.),  loose 
manner  in  which  things  are  conducted  in  the 
corridors,  642  ;  Mr.  Kaulbach.  great  nuisance 
and  should  be  stopped,  642 ;  Mr.  Scott,  restau- 
rant Iwing  used  as  a  common  taji-room,  642  ;  Mr. 
Siieaker,  never  heard  any  complaints  before, 
ha|>py  to  comply  with  wishes  of  trie  House,  642. 
M.  agreed  to,  642. 

Intercolonial  Conferbnok. 
Reference  to,  in  sj)eech  from  Throne,  at  o|)ening,  3. 
In  »i.  Address  in  reply  (Mr.  Primrose),  6. 

International  copyright.    See  • 
"Copyright  law." 

International  Radial  By.  Go's.  Incorp. 
Act;  B.  (QQ).—Mr.  Louyhted. 
Introduced*,  612. 
2nd  R.*,  636. 
B.  reixirted  without  Amt.  (Mr.  Vidal)  from  Com. 

on  Railways,  etc.,  679. 
M.  (Mr.  Loughee<l)  for  susi>eneion  of  the  70th 

nile,  679.     M.  agreed  to,  679. 
3i-d  R.   hi.  (Mr.  Lougheed),  679 ;  remarks :  Mr. 

Allan,  enters  pnitest  against  this  legislation, 

Sunday  traffic,  679-80.        M.  agreed  to,    B. 

read  3rd  tin.e  and  jMissed,  680. 
Assent,  805. 
(58-.-)9  Vic,  cup.  49.) 

Introduced. 

.\rsenault,  Hon.  .Jos.  Octave,  3. 
Baird,  Hou.  George  Thomas,  4-16. 


Ibon  Industry. 
In  debate  on  the  address.     Ontario  GotI  Imttv 

(Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell),  21. 
See  alto  "  Tariff  and  Trade  matters  "  (generallvi. 
See  alio  "  Rebate  on  Exporta. " 

Irbioation,  N.  W.  Tbrriih.     See  : 

"  N.  \V.  Terries.  Act  Amt.  B.  135." 
Irrigation.    See  : 

"  N.  W.  Inigation  Act." 
Jamaica  Steamboat  Service.     See  : 

"  Halifax  and  Jamaica  Steamboat  Service." 

James  Bay  Rail-way  Co. 's  Incorp.  Act;R 

(87).— Afr.  McMillan 

Introduced*,  341. 

2nd  R.  m.  (Mr.  McMillan).  375;  explanation <jf 

B.,  375,     M.  agreed  to,  375. 
M.    (Mr.  McMillan)    for  concurrence  in  .^intv 

made  by  the  Standing  Com.  on  Railways. rtt, 

464 ;  M.  agreed  to,  aiid  B.  read  3rd  time  and 

passed,  464. 
Assent,  805. 
(58-59  Fie,  cap.  60.) 

Jarvis,  Helen  Woodbum,  Divorce  B.  iD. 

Mr.  Clemov;. 
(D)  An  Act  for  the  relief  of  Helen  Woodbum  .lar- 
via.— (Mr.  demote.) 
Report  of  Divorce  Com.  presented  (Mr.  LouRhwd' 
reporting  personal  ser\'ioe,  and  m.  that  Ke- 
_port  be  adopted,  114.     M.  agreed  to,  114 
Ist  K.*,  114. 
2id  R.*,  131. 
Adoption  m.  (Mr.  Clemow)  of  13tb  Report.  & 

M.  agreed  to  on  a  division,  250. 
3rd  R.,  250. 
Assent,  805. 
(58-59  Vie.,  cap.  97.) 

.Jersey,  Kablok. 
In  7rt.  address  in  reply  to  speech  from  the  Thpinr 
(Mr.  Primrose) :  complimentary  remarks,  7. 

I  Johnston,  Inspector  of  Lrkdh,  Ontario  Schooun 
I         See: 

I      "  Manitoba  School  Question. " 
Johnston,  Pbok.  on  agbiccltcrr.    See  : 

"  Exi>erimenta1  Farms  in  the  North-west." 
Joint  Stock  Companies. 

Reference  to  B.  in  speech  from  Throne,  4. 
I  .TouBNAL,  Ottawa,  ikaccvrate  bepobts.    Set  : 
]      "  Fisheries  Act  Amt ;  B.  (67)." 

ON  Roman  Catholic  Senators  a.vd  Diromi. 

See: 
"  Divorce  Committee." 

Judges  of  Provincial  Courts  Act  Amt. : 

B.  (127).-^  Sir  Mackenzie  Bmetll. 

Introduced*,  612. 

2nd  R.  7IU  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell),  637;  remarli': 

Messrs.  Scott,  Bowell,  637.    M.  agnei  t", 

637. 
In  Com.  of  the  W.— Salaries  paid  to  two  Mi«- 

treal    judges,    Messrs.    IJowell,    Kaiilhsib, 

Lougheed,  643.     B.  reported  without  amt. 

(Mr.  Maclnnes,  Burlington),  from  com.,  6«- 
3rdR.*,  64.x. 
Assent,  805. 
(58-59  Vic,  cap.  38.) 

.TUDGES.  Sl'PERANNL'ATION.      Set : 

"  Superannuation  of  Judges  of  Provincial  Cotirtt 
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JuRiits.    See  : 

"Criminal  Code  Amt." 

JOSTICBS  OF  THB  PEACE,  EX-OFFICIO.     See  : 

"  Indian  Act  Amt  B." 

KeARY,  WitUAM,  DISMISSAL  AND  BBAPFOINTMENT  OF. 

See  ;    "  British  Columbia  Penitentiary." 
Keefkr,  T.  C,  evidbncb  OK.    See: 

"  Fiaherieg  Act  Amt.,  B.  (67)." 
Kelly,  Inspector,  on  Ontario  School  system.  See  : 

"  Manitoba  School  Question." 
Kennedy  Bros.,  letter  of.    See; 

"British  Columbia  Penitentiary." 

Kent,  Chancellor,  on  the  education  of  Children. 
See: 

"  Manitoba  School  Queston." 
Kerosene  oil,  wholesale  price  of.    See : 

"  Tariff  and  Trade  matters  "  (generally). 

Einfraton  and  Pembroke  Ry.  Oo.'s  Act ; 

B.  (82).— Afr.  Pcrlei/. 
Introduced*,  612. 
3rd  B,*,  678. 
Assent,  805. 
(58  59  Vic,  cap.  61.) 

Kingston  Penitentiary,  reference  to.    See : 
"British  Columbia  Penitentiary." 

KOOTENAY  MININO  DISTRICT.      See  : 

"  British  Columbia,  representation  In  the  Cabinet." 
liA  Blanche  Riter,  depth  of  water.    See : 

"Fisheries  Amt.  Act,  B.  (67)." 
Labelling  goods.    See : 

"Lobster  Fishery  Act  Amt." 

Lake  Manitoba  and  Canal  Act  Amt.,  B. 

{76).— Mr.  Clemow. 

1st  R.*,  733. 
2nd  R.*,  733. 
Srd  R.*,  744, 
Assent,  805. 
(58-59  Fjc,  cop.  52.) 

Lake  Traffic.    See : 

"Transportation  on  the  Great  Lakes." 
Lands,  leasing  Indian.    See : 

"  Indian  Act  Amt.  B." 
Lang,  Inspector,  report  on  Schools.    See  .- 

"  Manitoba  Schools  Question." 

LaNOELIER,  rBAN(?)IS,  DECLARATIONS  OF.     See  : 
"  Baie  des  Chaleura  Scandal." 

Langenburgf  ajid  Southern  Ry.  Oo.  In- 

oorp.  Act,  B.  (56).— Afr.  Lougheed. 

Introduced*,  268. 

2nd  R.  f/».  (Sir.  Lougheed),  272 ;  remarks :  Messrs. 
Power  and  Lougheed,  272;  M.  agreed  to,  272. 

3rd  R.  m.  (Mr.  Lougheed),  296 ;  remarks  :  Mr. 
Power,  on  the  report  of  the  Com.,  296-7 ;  his- 
tory of  the  construction  of  the  rosid,  etc.,  (Mr. 
Power)  2i)7  ;  Messrs.  Power,  Kaulbach,  298  ; 
Messrs.  Kaulbach,  McCallum,  Bellerose,  29!) ; 
Messrs.  Bellerose,  Drummond.  300;  Messrs. 
Drumniond,  Power,  Vidal,  301 ;  Mr.  Vidal, 
302  ;  Messrs.  Vidal,  Kaulbach,  303 ;  Messrs. 
Vidal,  McMillan,  Ogilvie,  Scott,  304 ;  Messrs. 
Scott,  Power,  Boulton,  305  ;  Mr.  Boulton, 
306 ;  Messrs.  Boulton,  Scott,  Lougheed,  307 ; 


Lansrenbursrh  and  Southern  Ry.  Co.  Act 

— Continued. 

Messrs.  Lougheed,  Power,  .108 ;  Mr.Lougheed, 
309;  Messrs.  Lougheed,  M.icdonald  (B.C.), 
McCallum,  McClelaii,  310 ;  Messrs.  McClelan, 
Allan,  311  ;  Mr.  Allan,  312.  M.  agreed  to 
on  following  vote  (C,  41 ;  N.-C,  10),  312. 

Assent,  805. 

(58-59  Vie.,  cap.  53. 

Legalization  of  Pajrmenta  in  the  North- 
west Territories,  B.  (134).— J/r.  Angers. 
Intro<luced*,  557. 
2nd  R  m.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell),  585  ;  object  of 

B.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  586-6 ;  M.  agreed 

to,  586. 
3rd  R.*,  622. 
Assent,  Sft'i. 
(58-69  Vic.,  cap.  32.) 

Leo  XIII.  ON  education.    See : 

"Manitoba  School  CJuestion." 

Lett,  Mr.,  evidence  of.    See  : 

"Fisheries  Amt.  Act ;  B.  (67)." 
Liberal  Party,  remarks  on  the. 
In  the  debate  on  the  Address.    Remarks :  Sir  Mac- 
kenzie Bowell,  22 ;  Mr.  Ferguson,  99 ;  Mr.  Kaul- 
bach, m. 

Liberal  Policy,  the.    See : 

"  Tariff  and  Trade  matters." 
Library,  Joint  Committee  on. 

Adoption  of  Report  of  Com.  of  Selection  for  ap- 
pointment of,  «».  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bt)well,  and 
agreed  to  *,  108. 

Report  presented  (Mr.  Allan),  642.  Adoption  m. 
(Mr.  Allan)  with  remarks  on  purchase  of  native 
literature  for  distribution  to  Canadian  universities 
and  for  foreign  exchange,  result  of  which  is  a  de- 
pletion of  funds ;  sub-corn,  thinks  that  the  grant 
18  not  large  enough  to  justify  the  purchiue  of 
books  for  the  purjxjse  of  encouraging  native 
literature,  etc.,  642.     M.  agreed  to,  642. 

LiGCOBi's theology.    See: 
"Customs  seizure  at  Montreal." 

Lindsay,  HaJiburton  and  Mattawa  Ry. 

Oo.,B.  {80).— Mr.  Dobson. 
Introduced*,  268. 
2nd  R*,  272. 

M.  (Mr.  Clemow)  for  concurrence  in  the  amts., 
made  by  the  Standing  Com.  on  Railways, 
etc.,  377.     Remarks,  on  drainage,  Mr.  Scott, 
378  ;  Mr.    McCallum,   379  ;  Jtosrs.   Miller, 
Scott,  Vidal,  380.    M.  agreed  to,  380. 
3rd  R.,  380. 
Assent,  805. 
(58-59  Vic.,  cap.  54.) 
Literature,  native.    See ; 

"Library,  Joint  Committee." 
obscene.    See : 


"  Customs  Seizure  at  Montreal." 

PIRACY  AND  DEGENERACY.      See  : 


"Copyright  Law." 
Loan  Companies,  etc.,  in  Ontario.    See  .- 
"Experimental  Farms  in  the  North-west." 

Lobster  Fishery  Act  Amt. ;  B,  (01).— SjV 

Mackenzie  Boicell. 
Introduced*,  677. 

2nd  R.  m.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell),  577  ;  e.vplana- 
tion  of   B.,  577-8 ;   remarks :    Mr.  Power, 
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Lobster  Fishery  Act  Amt — Continued. 

578 ;  Messrs.  Power,  Kaulbach,  Prowse,  57M  ; 
Messrs.  Prowse,  Scott,  Power,  580  ;  Messrs. 
Power,  Ahnon,  Kaulbach,  581;  Messrs. 
Kaulbach,  Prowse,  582 ;  Messis.  Ferguson 
(P.E.I  ),  Macfarlane,  Prowse,  Kaulbach, 
.5S3 ;  Messrs.  Macfarlane,  Arsenault,  .984 ; 
Mr.  Macdonald  (P.E.I.),  585.  M.  agreed 
to,  i)85. 

In  Com.  of  the  W.— Remarks :  reijeal  of  sec.  .S, 
re  marking  with  laliels,  packing,  etc.,  Messrs. 
Power,  Bowell,  612 ;  Messrs.  Power,  Kaul- 
bach, 613 ;  license  fee,  Messrs.  Prowse, 
Kaulbach,  613 ;  Messrs.  Power,  Kaulbach, 
Snowball,  Bowell,  614  ;  Messrs.  Bowell, 
Kaulbach,  Lougheed,  615 ;  Messrs.  Kaulbach, 
Prowse,  Snowball,  Bowell,  Power,  Arsenault, 
(!16;  Mes.sr».  Power,  Bowell,  617.  CI. 
allowed  to  stand,  617. 

On  siilwection  3  :  stamping  with  the  year  canned  ; 
^Messi'H.  Scott,  Bowell,  Snowball,  ()17 ;  Messrs. 
Snowball,  Power,  Kaulbach,  Prowse,  618 ; 
Messis.  Prowse,  Snowball,  Bowell,  Scott, 
Smith,  619;  Messrs.  Soott,  Smith,  Power, 
Snowball,  620  ;  Messrs.  Snowliall,  Power, 
Arsenault,  621.  Amt.  m.  (Mr.  Power),  621 ; 
remarks  :  Messrs.  Power,  Bowell  622.  Amt. 
lost,  622.  Mr.  Lougheed  from  the  com. 
re(Kjrtcd  progress  and  asked  leave  to  sit 
again,  H22. 

In  Com.  of  the  W.,  resumed,  638.  Remarks : 
Mesi<r«.  Bowell,  Power,  Macdonald  (P.E.I. ), 
638. 

B.  rejwrted  with  anits.  from  Com.  (Mr.  Lougheed) 
which  were  concvirred  in,  638. 

3rd  R.  ni.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell),  640  :  amt.  m. 
( Mr.  Power)  stamiiing  with  nanic  and  year, 
640;  remarks:  Messrs.  Macdonald  (B.C.), 
Arsenault,  Kaulltach,  (HO ;  Messrs.  Kaulbach, 
Bowell,  Reesor,  Smith,  Power,  641.  Hivision 
on  amt.  which  was  lost  (C.  »,  X.-C.  38),  641-2. 
B.  read  3rd  time  and  (lassed,  642. 

Assent,  805. 

(5S-59  Vic,  cap.  28.) 

London  ' '  St.\ti.st,  "  okker  to  aithobs.    Si  e  : 
"  Copyright  Law. " 

LONGFBLLOW,  ON  INTERNATION.\I.  COPYRICiHT.      See: 

"  Copyright  Law." 

LOUISBOURO,  MONUMENT  PUOPOSEI)  AT.      Scc  ; 
"Monument,  proposed." 

See  (ilfo  "Ordnance  Lauds  in  Nova  Scotia  and 
Cai>e  Breton." 

Lowell,  on  international  copyright.    See  : 

"Copyright  Law." 
LowKRY  Divorce  Case.    See  : 

"  Divorc*  Committee." 
Lumber,  manufacture  of.    See  : 

"The  Jauii-s  Maclaren  Co.'b  B." 
Lumber,  rbciprckjity  in  tariff.    See: 

"Customs  Tariff  Act  Amt." 
Lumbering  industry,  vested  interests,  etc.    See : 

"Fisheries  Act  Amt. ;  B.  (67)." 
Luxembourg,  schooi-s  in.    See : 

"Manitoba  School  Question." 
McBbide,  Author,  Reappoi.vtmknt  of.    See : 

"  British  Columbia  Penitentiary." 
McCreioht,  Justice,  Evidence  of.    See : 

"  British  Columbia  Penitentiary." 


McGek,  D'Arcy,  on  thk  Rights  of  Mixokitub. 

See  : 
"  Manitoba  School  Question. " 

McGee,  Mr.  J.  J.,  on  the  Civil  Ssbvice  SrerEX. 
See: 
"  Civil  Service  Act  Amt." 

McI:iNKS,  Thomas,  l.\tk  Stbwari)  R  C.  PEMTEif- 
TIARV.    iSee  .• 
"  Privilege,  Question  of." 

Macdonald,  Hugh  J.,  on  School  Ql  sno.v.    Ste  .- 

"  Manitoba  School  Question." 
Macdonald,  Sir.Tohn,  Monument  to.    See: 

"  Memorials  to  the  founders  of  Confederation." 
M.\CK,  Rev.  Chas.,  Te.stimony  of.    See  .• 

"  Insurance  on  lives  of  children." 

MEuclaren  Co.,  James,  Ltd.,  Incorp.  Act : 

B.  {29).— Mr.  McLaren. 

Introduced*,  131. 

2nd  R.*,  145. 

B.  reix>rted  from  Com.  (Mr.  Allan)  with  AmL«.. 

explains  B.  and  suggests  be  taken  into  coa- 

sideratiou  to-mon-ow,  200. 
M.  (Mr.  McCallum)  amts.,  be  taken  into  cm- 

sideration  to-morrow,   300.     M.    agreed   to, 

200. 
iL  (Mr.    McCallum)  for  concurrence  in  AtaU-. 

made  bv  Com.  on  Banking  and  Commerce. 

231 ;  M.  agreed  to,  231. 
3rd  R.*,  231. 
Assent,  805. 
(58-59  Vic.,  cap.,  90). 

Mail  and  Empire,  Extract  from.    See : 
"  Commercial  Treaties  Act." 

Manitoba. 
In  Address  from  the  Tlirone  ;  visit  of  Hia  Ex.,  4. 
In  Address  in  reply  (Mr.  Primrose),  5,     In  «.  th^ 

Address,  8. 
In  the  debate  ;  Mr.  Boulton.  47  ;  Mr.  Power,  5S ; 

Mr.  Scott,  15. 

Bankruptcy  Law.    See: 


"  Insolvency  Act " 

See  aim,  "Hudson  Bay  Ry.  subsidy." 

Manitoba   and    North-west    Loaxi   Co.. 
Ltd.  Act ;  B.  (53).— Afr.  BmiUon- 

Introduced  *,  268. 
2nd  R.*,  280. 
3rd  R.*,  376. 
Assent,  805. 
(58-59  ric.,eap.  86.) 

Manitoba  .vnd  North-wkst  Ry.    See  : 
"  Langenbiirgh  and  Southern  Ry.  Co.  Incorp.  .\«." 

Manitoba  Road  Allowance  Act  Amt. :  B. 

(114).- Sir  Ma<:ken2ie  Bovdl. 

Introduced',  656. 

2nd  R.  m.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell),  679  ;  expUns- 
tion  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell),  679.  M.  agmd 
to,  679.  " 

In  Com.  of  the  W.— Explanation  of  B.  (Sir  Mac- 
kenzie Bowell),  693;  remarks  :  Messrs. 
Power,  Bow  U,  69-t.  B.  reiiort«d  withnut 
Amt.  from  Com.  (Mr.  Macdonald.  P.E.I.I. 
694. 

3rd  R.,  694. 

Assent,  805. 

(58-59  Vic,  cap.  30.) 
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Manitoba  School  Question. 

In  Si)e«!h  from  the  Thrrme,  3.  In  Addreas  in 
re|il.v,  4.  In  m.  Addre«»  in  reply  (Mr.  Primroge), 
7  !  in  debate  on  AddresD  :  Mr.  Arniand,  88 ;  Mr. 
B«mier,  "ti-81,  83-8;  Mr.  BoulUui,  51;  Sir 
Mackenzie  Bowell.  18-21 ;  Mr.  Ferguson,  8!»-93  ; 
Mr.  KaullKK-h,  BG-75;  Mr.  Macdonald  (B C), 
60  ;  Mr.  Power,  61 ;  Mr.  Scott,  12-14. 

Meisafre  presented  j''.ir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  from 
His  Ex.  transmitting  the  re|X)rt  of  the  proceed- 
ings of  the  Judicial  Committee  of  the  Privy 
Council  premrtKl  by  the  appellant's  xolicitor  in 
London.  Mesxage  read  in  tiiigliHli,  129.  (Mr. 
Belienwe)  cnllH  attention  to  the  fact  that  it  ist 
pustomury  to  read  message*  from  Governor 
Gentral  m  French  an  well  a«  Knglish.  129-  30 ; 
message  read  in  French,  130. 

M.  (Mr.  Bemier)  for  a  return  of  represj-ntations  if 
any,  made  by  the  Government  of  Manitoln,  etc., 
to  the  Dominion  (Government,  on  the  working  of 
the  educational  system  in  force  in  Manitoba 
prior  to  the  1st  of  May,  18iX),  391.  Remarks: 
Mr.  Bemier,  reiireseiit^itions  made  by  Manitoba 
Govt.  391 ;  the  manner  in  which  the  Act  of  May, 
18!)0,  came  into  force,  302  ;  utterances  of  Hugh  J. 
Macdon.ild,  392 ;  exti-act  from  the  Mordeu 
"  Monitor,"302 ;  further  remarks  setting  forth  case 
of  Roman  Catholic  minority,  393-429 ;  Mr. 
.\ngers,  no  objection  to  granting  of  address  m . , 
42!' ;  if  any  such  documents,  will  iv  brouslit  down 
as  soon  as  |x>ssible,  42!) ;  thanks  Mr.  B<^rnier  for 
valuaWc  infonnation,  429  30.  M.  agreed  to, 
430. 

Inqy.  (Mr.  Boultim),  if  it  is  the  intention  of  the 
government  to  ap|ioiiit  a  Royal  Ommiission  to 
imiuire  into  the  nat)ire  of  the  arrangement  entered 
into  lH<tween  the  Dominion  (Jovemment  and  the 
delegates  invited  to  conf>'r  with  the  govennneut 
prior  to  the  [uissage  of  the  Manitt^bn  .Act,  in 
1890  ?  ( )n  whose  liehalf  the  deli-gates  wei-e  act- 
ing ?  And  from  what  source  they  derived  their 
authority  ?,  431.  Remarks :  Mr.  Roulton,  cii-cura- 
stancfs  have  arisen  since  notice  was  given,  which 
render  it  necessary  to  put  cpiMtion  at  present 
time,  431-2.     Inqy.  dro|i|K-d,  432. 

M.  (Mr.  BfTiiier)  for  copies  of  all  oorresiKind-nce 
and  telegrams  that  have  |>as.'«e<l  between  the 
government  and  the  Archbishop  of  ltu|ieri.'s 
Land,  etc.,  4.51! ;  on  the  privileges  of  Catholics 
over  other  sec;ions  of  the  |>o)>uiation  prior  to 
1890,  Mr.  Bemier,  4.'.6(>»;  no  objecton  to 
bringing  down  pa|iers  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell), 
404.     M.  a?r-ed  to,  4H-t . 

M.  (Mr.  Bernier)  for  cupy  of  the  Order  in  Council 
transmitting  to  tlie  Lt.-(iovernor  of  Man°ti>l>a. 
the  iietition  and  re|>reaent;itions  of  the  Canadian 
.■Vrcril)i->ho]»  and  Bishop*  presente  I  to  the  i^enate 
last  session  ;  the  answer  of  tlie  govt,  of  Manitol>a 
to  said  Order  in  Council  ;  also  all  corn-sp  mdence 
resjjecting  same,  etc.,  4  9  ,")(I0 ;  <m  the  terms  of 
the  mnedial  order ;  petition  of  the  Catholics  of 
Manitolm  :  taxation,  ere,  (Mr.  Bemier),  500- 1. 
M.  agreed  to,  501 

Inriy.  (Mr.  .ScottI,  any  legislation  this  session  with 
regard  to  matter,  077 . 

Reply  (Sir  .Mackenzie  Bowell),  l>e  enabled  to  give 
definite  information  on  .Monday,  .)77. 

Further  Incjy.  (Mr.  .Scott),  as  to  the  piliey  mat  the 
government  proposes  to  pursue,  .*)80. 

Reply  (.Sir  Mackenzie  Boweil),  govenniient  decidefl 
not  to  a.sk  Parliament  to  deal  with  renifdial 
legislation  this  session  ;  Manirulia  wdl  lie  ccmi- 
niunicated  with  at  once  ;  session  ne.xt  .Tanuary, 
5f$s^87. 

Further  In<iy.  (Mr.'Scott),  in  regard  to  nimoured 
resignation,  022.  Reply  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell ), 
not  in  a  iiosition  at  present  to  answer;  ho|>e  to  be 
able  to  do  so  shortly,  622. 


Manitoba  S<'HOol  (.ictm-rio^— Continued. 

Further  Inqy.  (Mr.  Scott)  asks  explanation  of  out- 
side rumovrs  rr  resignation  (Mr.  Angers) ;  practice 
of  Britioh  Parliament,  etc.,  when  crisis  arises  to 
take  lioth  Houses  into  confidence  of  government, 
639.  Reply,  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell),  correct  as 
to  Parliamentary  practice,  etc.  ;  not  vet  in  a 
IKwition  to  give  answer ;  promise  to  (fo  so  to- 
morrow at  three  o'clock,  039. 

Inqy.  (Mr.  Scott),  reminds  Premier  of  promise 
made  that  ho  wc  uld  make  announcement  in  re- 
gard to  mmoured  resignations,  656. 

Reply  (Sir  .Mackenzie  Bowell),  the  lion.  Minister  of 
Public  Works  and  Postmaster  General  consent  to 
lemain  in  the  Government  (m  the  assurance  that 
should  Manitoba  refuse  to  grant  legislation  re- 
8t«>ring  to  the  minority  of  Manitoba  the  rights  of 
which  they  were  depriveil,  etc.,  that  remedial 
legislation  will  bo  intnxluced ;  Minister  of 
Agriculture  asks  for  remedial  legisUtion  at  <mce 
and  refuses  to  re-enter  Cabinet  unless  the 
(Joverament  concede,  667  8.  Remarks:  Mr. 
j  Angers,  exolains  stand  taken,  658- (KiS;  Messrs. 

Smith,  Bellerose,  Angers,  Bowell,  nvi;  Messrs. 
Kaulliacli,  Augers,  Smith,  064;  Messrs.  Angers, 
Smith,  665;  Messrs.  Smith,  McMillan,  666; 
Metisrs.  Smith,  McCaltum,  O'Donohoe,  607; 
I  MeR.sr8.  Smith,  O'Donohoe,  Bowell,  An.  en>,  668  ; 

Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell,  (HiU ;  Messrs.  Bowell, 
Mas«on,670;  Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell,  671 ;  Messrs. 
Bowell,  Bemier,  672 :  Messrs.  McMillan,  Bowell, 
073.  .After  recess  ;  .Sir  Maekenzie  Bowell,  673; 
Messrs.  liowell.  Angers,  DeBoucherville,  (i74 ; 
Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell,  075;  Messrs.  Power, 
Bowell,  .VIcInnes,  (B.C.),  »i7(> ;  Messrs.  Bemier, 
Bowell,  I/andry,  Boulton,  McKay,  077  ;  Messrs. 
Masson,  Bowell,  Bemier,  678, 

On  M.  (Sir  M:u;kenzie  Bowell)  for  adjournment  of 
House,  758 ;  remarks :  Mr.  Bernier,  rights  of  the 
minority,  7i"i8;  lawfulness  of  claims,  758;  justice 
promised  by  the  govt.,  758  ;  on  immediiite  action, 
(.">8-9.      M,  agreKl  to,  7M. 

On  M.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  for  adjournment, 
80:t;  remarks  :  Mr.  Power,  views  laid  down  in  a 
leading  Toronto  Liberal  |>ii|ier  not  the  views  of 
the  Liberal  |iarty,  803  4,  on  the  action  of  the 
govt.,  ^(I4  ;  Mr.  Kaul'iacli,  on  the  action  of  the 
govt.,  pronouncements  of  the  "Glolje."  804;  no 
attitude  taken  by  the  lejuler  of  the  Opmisition. 
b04-5. 

Manitoba  and  South-eastern  Ry.  Co.  B. 

(60).   -Mr.  Bii-nkr. 
Intniduced*,  130. 
2nd  K.*,  145. 
3id  R.*,  100. 
As.scnt,  WJ5. 
(iiS-.'iO  Vie.,  cup.  55.) 
Mani-himtkk  Canal,  voxt  ok.    See  : 

" Trans) wrtation  on  the  (Jreat  Lakes." 
Mamkaitcrkls  BOfNTlKH.     See  : 

"Tariff  an  1  Trade  matters  "  (generally). 

-  n.TlBs  PAin  nv,  &('.    See: 

"  Tariff  iiud  Trude  matters  "  (generally). 

WACKS  PAID  BY.     See : 

"  Tariff  and  Trade  matters  "  (generally). 
—  -    -  TKOt'lTM  OK  THE.     See  : 

"  Tariff  and  Trade  matters  "  (generally). 
MakitimbPkovixcbh,  His  Ex.'s  visit  to. 
In  s|ieech  from  the  Thnme,  4. 
In  a<ldress  in  reply,  .5.     In  moving  address  (Mr. 
Primrose),  8, 

impohtations  OK.    See: 

"  British  Columbia,  representation  in  Cabinet." 
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Maxkland  Mortgragre  Act;  B.   (136).— £tr 

Mavkmzie  Bovell. 

Introduced*,  656. 

2nd  R.  m.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell),  678 ;  explana- 
tion of  B.  (Sir  Maokeniie  Bowell),  678-9. 
M.  agreed  to,  679. 

In  Com.  of  the  W.  —Remarks :  Messrs.  Power, 
Bowell,  692 ;  Messrs.  Power,  Bowell,  693.  B. 
reported  without  Amt.  from  Com.  (Mr. 
Boulton),  693. 

3rd  R.,  693. 

Assent,  805. 

(58-59  Vic,  cap.,  5.) 

MaSSET,  MAKCK.AtTCKINO  CO.      ScC  : 

"Agricultural  implements." 
Seealao  "Rebate  on  K.xi>ortii." 

M.\THEB,  John,  evidbncb  ok.    See  : 

"Fisheries  Act  Amt.  ;  B.  (67)." 
May's  Book  on  Parliamentary  Practices.    .%■<;.• 

"  Customs  Seizure  at  Montreal." 
Meuobials  to  the  Founders  ok  Conkbdebation. 
Inqy.  (Mr.  Bellerose),  whether  it  is  the  intention 
of  the  govt,  to  erect  monuments  in  the  Parlio- 
ment  grounds  on  the  death  of  each  of  the  founders 
of  confederation,  633.     Remarks  :  history  of  con- 
federation,    Mr.    Bellerose,    633-4 ;     advocates 
erection  of  monuments  to  each  delegate  to  Que- 
bec conference,  634-3  ;   Messrs.  Kaulbach,  Mc- 
Calluni,  Bellerose,  Almon,  635  ;  Mr.  Almon,  636. 
Reply  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell),  suggests  one  grand 
statute,  636  ;   on  the  action  of  some  of  the  dele- 
gates, 636. 

Merchakts  Life  Association  B.    &•<:.■ 

"  Bankers'  Life  Association,  B.  (26)." 
Metropolitan  Like  Inscrance  Co.    See  : 

"  Insurance  of  Lives  of  Children." 
Militia  Rikle  Range.    &•«; 

"  British  Columbia  Militia  Rifle  Range." 

Mill,  John  Stcart,  on  epccation  ok  the  people. 
See: 
"  Manitoba  School  Question. " 

Mills,  cost  of  improvement.    See: 

"Fisheries  Act  Amt.,  B.  (67)." 
8HCT  DOWN.     See  : 

"  Rebate  on  Exports." 

Mill  owners,   destroying  hkkcse,   ignoring  the 
LAW,  etc.     See  : 

"Fisheries  Amt.  Act,  B.  (67)." 
Mill  refuse.    See: 

"Fisheries  Amt.  Act,  B  (67)." 
Mining  Industry.    See : 

"  Traffic  and  Trade  matters  "  (generally). 
Mining  license,  revenue  for.    See : 

"  British  Columbia  Railway  Belt  Lands." 

Ministerial  Changes. 

Inq.y.  (Mr.  Power)  on  recent  changes  in  administra- 
tion, 103:  reply  :  Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell  acquaints 
House  with  facts,  103-4.  I 

See  alio  "  Vacancy  in  the  Cabinet." 

Minority,  rights  of.    See  : 

"Manitoba  School  Question." 
Mitchell, Inspector  of  Lanark,  Ontario  Schools, 
See: 

"  Manitoba  School  Question." 


Montreal  Board  of  Tbadk,  pmrnox.    See: 

"  CuatomB  Act  Amt." 
Montreal  "Gazette,"  quoted  as  an  althobitt. 

In  the  debate  on  the  address  :   Mr.  Power,  54. 


erroneous  report  in. 


Report  of  remarks  re  Great  Northern  Ry.    Comw- 
tions  made  (Mr,  Boulton)  183. 

ON  THE  good  effect  OK  REUGION.      See: 


"  Manitoba  School  Questioti. " 

EXTRACT  FROM.      Set  : 

"  Montreal  Harbour  Commissioners." 

Montreal  Harbour  Cohhissiox. 

M.  (Mr.  Desjardine)  for  copy  of  all  memorial*,  peti- 
tions, representations  and  correspondence  trm- 
ceming  6nance8,  cost  of  works  in  progress  or  yr\-- 
poeed  for  enlargement  of  Montreal  harbour,  etc 
Remarks:  Mr.  Uesjardins:  Harboar  Commis- 
sioners, petition  for  aid  ;  aim  of  the  OonmiiK-<ioD- 
ers  ;  conflict  of  opinion  regarding  harbour  exten- 
sion ;  facilities  for  handling  tratlic  lacking ;  th? 
harbour  contracted,  198  ;  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowel!  s, 
no  objection  to  bringing  down  papers ;  everJ■thin^ 
ixtssible  should  lie  done  to  increase  facilitit->  of 
harbour;  extending  the  harbour  eastward,  I'-^l. 
M.  agreed  to,  199. 

Inqy.  (Mr.  Desjardins)  when  documents  m.  for  n  til 
lie  brought  down,  353. 

Reply  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell),  not  inquired  ahmt 
it,  notice  sent  over  to  the  department  which  ha.* 
them  in  preparation,  etc.,  354. 

Further  Inqy.  (Mr.  Desjardins),  quotation  in  ni 
Montreal  (lazetU,  and  re  documents  anked  for, 
574. 

Reply  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  will  try  to  hurry  up 
papers,  574-6. 

Further  Inqy.  (Mr.  Desjardins),  calls  attention  to 
fact  that  documents  laid  on  table  are  nut  omu- 
plete  :  document  missing,  729. 

Inqy.  (Mr.  Desjardins)  removal  of  embajigo  from 
Canaidian  cattle  by  Belgian  Govt.,  729-^. 

Reply.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell),  have  had  informa- 
tion on  subject ;  cable  from  Sir  Charles  Tupjier, 
730 ;  reason  to  believe  no  such  disease  in  Canada. 
730. 

Monument,  proposed,  .\t  LovisBorBo. 
Inqy.  (Mr.  Poirier):  Is  theGovemment  aware  that 
the  "  Massachusetts  Society  of  Colonial  Wars  " 
is  about  to  erect  a  monument  at  Louisbourg,  Ca|>e 
Breton,  commemorative  of  the  taking  of  that 
place  in  1745?  What  inscription  is  Uiis  monu- 
ment to  Ixiar  ?  Does  the  site  of  the  old  fortres* 
at  Louisbourg  belong  to  the  Dominion  Govem- 
men  ?  If  not  to  whom  does  it  lielong  7  136.  Re- 
marks: (Mr.  Poirier)  unpleasant  feeling  stirred 
ujp  in  t;he  Maritime  Provinces  amon^  the  French 
Cfanadians ;  newspaper  comments ;  historical  facts 
of  the  case,  136-7-8. 
Reply  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell) :  scheme  for  the  erec- 
tion of  monument  originated  with  historical  so- 
ciety formed  in  Boston,  of  which  Canadian  (rtv- 
emment  has  no  knowledge  nor  was  consent  asked. 
Government  has  no  knowledge  of  inscription  to 
be  placed  on  monument.  The  Department  of 
Militia  and  Defence  has  no  property  at  Louisbouig 
nor  has  it  any  knowledge  to  whom  the  ptojierty 
l>elongs  uiion  which  the  pro[x»ed  monument  is  t" 
be  erected,  138-9. 
-Sec  also,  "  Ordnance  lands  in  Nova  Sootia  and  CaDe 
Breton." 

MoRDEN  "Monitor,  "on  THE  School  Question.    &e.- 
"Manitoba  School  Question." 


Digitized  by 


Google 


II. — Index  to  Subjects. 


915 


Morgan,  Fatheb,  Letter  of.    See; 
"  Britieh  Columbia  Penitentiary." 

MOBGAN,  H.  J.,  SCPBRAXNUATION  OP.      Stt  : 

"Civil  Service  Superannviation." 
MoRRisoK,  Mb.,  on  Separate  Schools.    See  : 
" Manitoba  School  Question." 

MoKTON,   Canadian   Scpt.,  on  Quebec's  School 
Exhibit.    Ste  : 

"  Manitoba  School  Question." 
MoBTOAGES.    See  : 

"  Markland  Mortgage  B." 
MosLY,  Wabdk.n,  Appointment  of.    See  : 

"  Britiiih  Columbia  Penitentiary.'' 
M0VI.AN,  J.  U.,  Letter  in  Ottawa  Citizen.    See: 

"Privilege,  QuestiDn  of." 
McBBAT,  Norman,  Luttkb  and  Pamphlet.    See : 

"  CuBtoma  Seiaure  at  Montreal." 

Mcsic,  Seizubb  of.    See: 

"Copyright  Law." 
Nails  and  Tacks,  Manufactobes  of.    See.- 

"  Tariff  and  Trade  Matters." 
National  Policy,  The.    See  .- 

"  Tariff  and  Trade  Matters  "  (generally). 

Seeal$o,  "Rebate  on  Exports." 

See  aim,  "  Railway  Communication  in  P.E.L" 

Navigation,  Impeded.    See  ; 
"  Fisheries  Act  Amt.  ;  B.  (67). 

Necessaries  of  Life.    Sec  : 
"  Tariff  and  Trade  Matters  "  (generally). 
See  alto,  "  Rebate  on  Exports.' 

New  Brunswick,  Bankruptcy  Law.    See: 

"  Insolvency  Act." 
Newfocxdlanii  Conpedbbation. 
In  Speech  from  Throne,  4.    In  address  in  reply 

(Mr.  Primrose),  5  ;  in  m.  Address  in  reply,  8 ;  in 

seconding  Address  in  reply  (Mr.  Araenault),  10. 

In  the  debate  on  the  Address  :  Mr.  Boulton.  47 ; 

Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell,ir-18;  Mr.  Kaulbach,  64; 

Mr.  Power,  68  ;  Mr.  Scott,  16. 
See  alio,  "  Union  with  Newfoundland." 

New  Westminstbb  Pksitkntiaby.    See  .• 
"  British  Columbia  Penitentiary."' 

New  York  "  Herald,"  offkb  to  authobs.    See : 
"  Copyright  Law." 

Northern  Light,  steamboat.    See : 
"  Railway  Communication  in  P .  E .  I . " 

NOBTH  PaCIFC,  seal  PISHING.     See : 
"Fur  Seal  Fishing." 

NOBTHCMBERLAND  StRAITS,  NAVIGATION  OP.      Set  : 

"  Railway  Communication  in  P .  E .  I . " 

Nobth-wkst  Terries.,  conditions  op  thk  cou.vtry, 
future  of,  etc. 

Remarks  on  Address  in  reply  to  speech  from  the 

Throne  (.Mr.  Boulton),  47. 
See  alio  "  Hudson  Bay  Ry.  Subsidy." 
See  alio  "  Rebate  on  Ex|)orts." 
See  alto  "  Tariff  and  Trade  matters." 
58 


North- west  Territoiiea  Act  Amt.  ;    B. 
(136).— Si>  Maekenzie  Botrell. 
Ist  R.*,  612. 
2nd  R.*  612. 
In  Com.  of  the  \V.— On  cl.  3 :  resignation  of  local 

members ;  remarks  :  Messrs.  Power,  Bowell, 

637.    M.  (Mr.  Power),  637.     M.  agreed  to, 

6i7. 
On  cl.  2 :  Amts.  »i.  (Mr.  Lougheed),  explanation 

of    amts.    (Mr.    Lougheed),    637-8.    Amts. 

adopted,  638. 
B.  re|x>rted  with  amts.  from  Com.  (Mr.  Vidal) 

which  were  concurred  in,  638. 
3rd  R.  m.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell),  639 ;  amt  m. 

|Mr.   Lougheed)  ratifying  Ordinance  of  the 

Legislative  Assembly  of  the  N.W.T.,  639. 

M.  agn-ed  to,  639 ;  B.  as  amended  read  3rd 

time  and  passed,  639. 
Assent,  806. 
(58-59  Vie.,  cap.  31.) 

North-west  Irrigation  Act ;  B.  (130).— «»> 
Mackenzie  Bowell. 

Introduced*,  730. 

2nd  R.  m.  (Sir  Macke  zie  Bowell),  757  _i  explana- 
tion of  changes  in  B.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell), 
757-8.     M.  agreed  to,  758. 

8rd  R.,  758. 

Assent,  806. 

(58-59  Vic.,  cap.  33.) 

North-west  Territories  Representation 

Act;  B.  (121).— A/r.  Ferguson. 

Introduced*,  730. 

2nd  R.  m.  (Mr.  Ferguson,  750 :  explanation  of 

B.  (Mr.  Ferguson),  750  ;  remarks  :  Mr.  Scott, 

760-1.     M.  agreed  to,  751. 
In  Com.  of  the  W .  —On  cl.  2  ;  remarks  :  Messrs. 

Scott,  Ferguson,  Power,  752  ;  Messrs.  Power, 

Ferguson,  753t 
B.  reported  from  Com.  without  amt.  (Mr.  Dever), 

3rd  R., '753. 

Assent,  806. 

(58-59  Vie.,  cap.  11.) 

North-west  Terries.,  Representation. 
Reference  to  B.  in  8|)eech  from  the  Throne,  4. 

Nova  Scotia  Steel  Oo.,  Ltd.,  Amt.  Act, 

B.  (56).— J/r.  Poirer. 

Introduced*,  210. 

2nd  R.  m.  (Mr.  Power),  232.  Explanation  of  B., 
232;  remarks:  Messrs.  Kaulbach,  Power, 
2% ;  Messrs.  Kaulbach,  Power,  Almon, 
Ogilvie.  233.     M.  a^freed  t»,  233. 

B.  reported  from  Banking  and  CtHnmerce  Com. 
(Ml.  Allan)  with  amt.:  concurrence  in  amt. 
m.  (Mr.  PowerV  and  agreed  to,  314.  3rd  R. 
m.  (Mr.  Power),  3.38.  Remarks :  Mr.  Alnioa 
states  the  position  of  the  matter,  338-9 ; 
Mr.  tower,  explains  B.  bad  been  allowed  to 
pas*  Com.,  3Sd;  Mr.  Miller,  no  division 
taken,  and  only  a  few  a-.uts.  made  in  Com., 
339 ;  Mr.  Allan,  B.  very  carefully  considered 
in  (iiom.,  etc.,  339;  Mr.  Kaulbach,  majority 
of  company  that  amalgamated  in  favour  of 
B.,  339-  40.    M.  agreed  to,  340. 

M.  (Mr.  Power)  to  return  to  the  Nova  Scoti» 
Steel  Co.  the  original  deed  of  sale,  etc.,  432. 
Remarks:  Messrs.  Miller  and  Power,  432. 
M.  agreed  to,  432. 

(58-59  Vic.,  cap.  91.) 

Assent,  805. 

Nuts,  bbvbnur  prom.    See : 
"  Rebate  on  Exports." 
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Obscene  literature.    See ; 
"  Sale  of." 

O'DosAGHUE,  Mb.,  testimony  before  Pbivt  Coon- 
ciL.    See  .- 
"  Manitoba  School  Question." 

Odell,  Loop  Sewell,  Divorce  B. 

Report  of  Divorce  Com.  pre«ented  (Mr.  Lougheedj. 
Counter  [letition  filed ;  recommends  that  both 
l>artifcs  api)ear  before  Cora,  and  show  cause  why 
pixxjeedings  should  be  continued  or  stayed,  114. 
Remarks :  Messrs.  Clemow,  Kaulbach,  Loug- 
heed,  114.     JI.  agreed  to,  115. 

Sth  report,  prf»CTi<«/.--( Mr.  Kirchhoffer)  both  parties 
heard  by  Com.,  recommend  jjetition  lie  proceeded 
with,  146.  M.  (Mr.  Kirchhoffer)  report  lie  taken 
into  consideration  to-morrow.     M.  ngreed  to,  146. 

9th  report,  eunsideration  o/.— Adoption  of  report  m. 
(Mr.  Kirchhoffer),  220;  remarks:  Mr.  Kirch- 
hoffer, explanation  of  report,  220  1 ;  Mr.  Kaul- 
bach, 2212;  Me^M<rs.  Mclnnes  (B.C.)  and  Scott, 
222;  Messrs.  McMillan,  Scott,  Mclnnes  (B.C.), 
Kaulbach,  Read  (liuinte),  Power,  223;  Messrs. 
Mclnnes,  Power,  Read,  224  ;  Messrs.  Mclnnes, 
Kaulbach,  Landry,  McCallum,  Read,  22,5;  Mr. 
Landrv,  amendment,  to  refer  back  rerwrt  to 
Com.,  226;  Messrs.  Clemow,  Kaulbach,  Mc- 
cielan,  22<> ;  Messrs.  Boulton,  McMillan,  Read, 
Power,  227  ;  Messrs.  Kaulbach,  Read  (Quinte), 
Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell,   Miller,  Mclnnes  (B.C.), 

s.  Mc- 

Amt. 

_„^_ ^  _  „  ,230. 

Se7iiark»  (Mr  Clemow)  before  Orders  of  the  Day 
are  calliKl,  calls  attention  to  report  of  Com., 
understixjd  first  report  was  to  stand  over  until 
to-day,  but  fin-l  it  was  adojited  ;  intended  to 
move  an  amt.  iu  regard  to  future  action  as  to 
procee<iings  commencing  next  year  at  place  where 
thev  terminated  this  year,  279  ;  Mr.  Miller,  could 
notbe  done  without  an  Act  of  Parliament,  279  ; 
further  remarks,  Messrs.  Miller.  Landry,  Clemow, 
Mclnnes  (B.C.),  Kaulliach,  Bellerose,  279. 

Ontario  Accident  Insurance  Oo.'s  Incorp. 
Act;  B.  (81).— ^Vr.  Loughecd. 
Introduced*,  430. 
2nd  K*,  449. 
3rdR.*,  574. 
Assent,  805. 
(58-.')9  Vic,  cup.  83.) 

Ontario,  bankruptcy  law.    See : 

"  Insolvency  Act." 
Ontario  School  sv.steu.    See  : 

"  Manitoba  School  Question." 
Opening  ok  the  Sk.ssios. 

Si)eech  from  the  Throne.    See  "  Speeches." 

Order  and  Procedure. 

Aqrieultnre  and  ImmiyraUon. — Mr.   Bernier  sug- 

fests  a  Joint  Committee  with  H.  of  Commons. 
Ir.  Angers  promises  to  inquire  into  matter  and 
rei)ort,  113. 
BUh,  amis,  ineorreetlii  recorded. — Mr.  McCallum 
m.  3rd  R.  of  Deschenes  Bridge  Co.'s  Incorp.  B. 
ilr.  Power  drew  attention  to  the  fact  that  one  of 
the  amts.  made  iu  Com.  had  been  incorrectly  re- 
lX)rted  in  minutes,  248 ;  Mr.  McCallum  saw  no 
reason  why  3rd  R.  should  be  )K>8tiX)ned,  248 ;  Mr. 
Power  di<l  not  wish  to  jwstpme  it,  248  ;  Mr. 
Angers  thouglit  there  could  be  no  objection  to 
3rd  R.  of  B.  ;  Mr.  Scott  said  no  other  m.  could  be 
made ;  the  B.  was  pa.«sed,  250. 


Order  and  Procedure— C<»ri«niM<t 

Bill,  amti.,  eoneurred  in. — E  ^  plained  thal*be  amt. 
may  be  a  very  slight  change,  apparently  merelT 
verbal,  but  when  phraseology  of  a  B.  sent  from 
other  House  is  changed,  it  requires  the  concur- 
rence of  that  House,  431. 
Bill,  amt.  notgermaneto.  He. — Mr.  Ogihie im.  amt.  to 
Seditious    and  unlawful  associations  and  oaib* 
B.     Mr.  Power  did  not  think  it  in  order  Co  «. 
such  an  amt.  in  Com.  of  the  W.,  being  not  ger- 
mane to  the  B.     Mr.  Vidal  thought  amt.  oat  of 
order.    Mr.  Clemow,  amt.  not  out  of  order,  can 
be  m.  at  3rd  R.     B.  reported  from  Com.  withoct 
amt.,  330. 
BUU  diicu-iting  principle  in  Com. — Sir  Madieniie 
Bowell  remarked  that  according  to  authorities  the 
discussion  must  be  con6ned  to  the  clause  before  Che 
Com.  for  consideration,  717. 
BilU,  private,  3rd  R. — Same  day  that  B.  is  repotted 
from  Com.,  objected  to,  as  in  direct  violation  of 
Rule  70  (Red  Mountain  Ry.  Ca's  B.);  and  Sid 
R.  po8tiK)ned,  270-1. 
BilU,  private,  3rd  jB.— Same  day  that  amts.  to  B. 
are  adopttrd,  objected    to,   Mr.    Kaulbach,  280: 
rule  only  applies  to  same  day  report  is  presented. 
B.  read  the  third  time,  280. 
Bilh,  prMic,  inltrferina  with  prirate  IfiriMation.— 
Mr.  Power  took  exception  to  the  4th  cL  in  Win- 
nipeg Great  Northern  Ry.    Co.'s  B.,  794-5.     Thi- 
Speaker  ruled  that  public  measures  should  n^jt 
interfere  witti  private  legislation,  where  private 
interests  are  at  stake,   and   that  cL   should  It; 
struck  out  of  B.,  796. 
Bill,  withdmmal. — Mr.  Clemow  explained  reaeon  of 
withdrawal  of  B.  and  said  it  was  the  fault  of  the 
system,  708. 
ComtitiUio'iuil  questions. — See  debates  on  the  follow- 
ing bills  and  motions  : 
British  Columbia  representation  in  the  Cabinet 
Commercial  Treaties  B. 
Copyright  Law. 

Divorce  Committee  resignation. 
French  Treaty. 

Insolvency  B.  (right*  of  local  legislatures). 
Manitoba  School  Question. 
Newfoundland  confederation. 
North-west  Territories  representation  in  the 

Cabinet. 
Vacancies  in  the  Senate. 
Comriiittee  report.     Chairmanship  of. — Mr.    Vidal, 
m.  for  atioption  of  first  report  of  Railways  Com., 
108.     Ques.    of    irregularity   in  erganization   <if 
Com.  (Mr.  Miller),  meeting  called  to  order  and 
business  transacted  before  time  called  for  meet- 
ing.   Remarks  :  Mr.  Vidal,  110 ;  Mr.  Power,  110 : 
Mr.   Kaulbach,  110-12;    Sir  Mackemsie  Bow.ll. 
110-11;  Mr.  Mclnnes,  110;  Mr.  Miller,  110  12: 
Mr.  Almon,  113;  Mr.  Poirier,  113. 
Committee  report :  eountfr  petition. — Not  affecting 
1st  reailing  of  B.    See  "Odell  Divorce  Ca.-*,"  114. 
Com.  report,  irre(jvlarUy.--i5.T.  Mills  calk  attentiiai 
to  irregularity  in  organization  of  Com.  on  Rail- 
ways, etc.  ;  ap|x>intinent  of  chairman,  Mr.  Vidal 
explains  matter,  110-13. 
Committees,  Standing  itppoiiUtnent  of.— Sir  Macken- 
zie Bowell  m.  Com.  of  selection,  48.     Objection 
(Mr.  Power)  not  u.«ual  to  introduce  any  business 
before  passing  of  Address  ;  Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell, 
done  to  facilitate  business.  Objection  not  pressed. 
M.  agreed   to,  48.     Report    presented   and  on 
M.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  was  ado|>t«d,  108. 
Cotiimittee,    Standing,   resignation  from. — On    M. 
(Mr.   Kirchhoffer)  for    ado]>tion  of  r«port  from 
certain  members  of  the  Standing  Com.  nn  Divorce, 
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Order  and  Procedure— Con«nue(i. 

Mr.  MacKay  pointed  out  that  it  is  not  competent 
for  a  committee  or  any  member  of  a  committee  to 
resign  without  cause,  except  in  certain  cases 
which  are  sftecified,  and  quoted  authorities  in 
8up]>ort  of  point  of  order.  Mr.  Kirchhoffer  does 
not  press  resolution  and  allows  it  to  drop,  354. 

Crititi,  practices  in  catti  o/.— Mr.  Scott  in  inquiring 
re  rumoured  Cabinet  resignations  observed  that  it 
is  the  usual  practioe  in  the  British  Parliament 
and  our  Parliament  when  any  crisis  arises,  that 
both  HoiLses  are  taken  into  the  confidence  of  the 
govt. ,  63U ;  Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell,  stated  hon. 
gentleman  was  quite  correct  at  to  the  parlia- 
mentary and  constitutional  practices,  but  he  was 
not  in  a  position,  to  answer  inquiry,  639. 

Debate,  (luoting  tprcchet  made  in  other  Ghamber. — 
Improper  to  quote  or  refer  in  one  House  to  a 
debate  in  the  other  House  (Mr.  Power),  549 ; 
authority,  5S6. 

See  alio  Manitoba  School  Question  (Mr.  Massun), 
670. 

Debntf,  prtmature  diieiu$ion  of  q>tf». — On  Mr. 
Kauibach  sjieaking  on  Lobster  1<  isliery  Amt.  in 
Com.  of  the  W.,  Mr.  Lougheed  remarked  that 
the  question  was  not  yet  reached.  Mr.  Kaui- 
bach claimed  the  Premier  had  violated  the  rule 
by  going  into  Mr.  Power's  remarks,  615. 

Debate,  remarkt  not  relevant. — Mr.  Power  holds  Mr. 
Ferguson  out  of  order  in  discussing  the  dairy 
question  in  connection  with  the  matter  under 
consideration  ( Railway  Communication  in  Prince 
Edward  I-sland),  560. 

Debate,  speaking  Twice. — Ques.  of  order  (Mr.  Kaui- 
bach) again  (Mr.  Mclnnes,  B.  C.)  speaking 
twice  on  Mr.  Kirchhoffer  M.  for  adoption  of 
Com.  re|X)rt  on  Odell  Divorce  Case,  225. 

tjues.  of  onler  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  against 

(Mr.  Mclnnos,  B.C.)  making  second  speech,  328. 

On  Znd  R.  Comtiirrciat  Trtatie»  B. — Mr.  McCollum 
o\  served  that  he  wanted  to  move  against  B.  when 
it  comes  up,  63!)  ;  Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell  said  can 
M.  as  well  aj^ainst  it  before  going  into  Com.  of 
the  W.,  and  it  will  lie  imderatood  he  does  not 
affirm  the  principle  of  the  B.  by  consenting  to 
2nd  II.  now,  639. 

Del/iite,  Qitcf.  of  Onler,  nothinff  before  the  Chair. — 
Mr.  Landry  rose  to  ques.  of  order,  there  being 
nothing  before  the  Chair.  Mr.  Clemow,  nothing 
out  of  the  way  at  all  in  the  discussion .  DiscusHioii 
continued,  2t9. 

Divorce procilure. — Hvo  the  debates  on  "Divorce 
ca-ses  "  (in  (ieneral  Index) ;  fl8|>ecially  the  "  Di- 
vorce Com.,"  where  cimstitutional  iioints,  such 
as  divorces  to  Koman  Catholics,  were  discussed 
at  great  length  ;  and  Divorce  Courts  for  Canada 
advocated. 

Inquirii  irrnjuliir.—  Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell,  in  regard 
to  Mr.  Boulton's  inqy.  about  starting  point  of 
(treat  Northern  Ry.,  states  it  is  not  regular  to 
put  it  on  order  i>a|ier  as  a  question,  184. 

Inquiro,  piiiitpnnnnent. — See  "  Insurance  on  lives  of 
ChUdren,"  2.32. 

Joint  Coinmitteeg,  appointment  o/.— -Mr.  Power  points 
out  establishing  of  an  objectionable  precedent 
and  departure  from  utual  parliamentary  pnwedure 
in  ap]M>inting  joint  committee  to  consider  amts . 
(Criminal  Ccxle,  1892),  271-2. 

Leijiflntion,  rnlificntion  of. — Mr.  Lougheed  stated 
that  at  the  last  session  of  the  North-west  Legisla- 
ture an  order  was  jMuwed  pnividing  for  irrigation  ; 
the  Jlinister  of  Justice  was  doubtful  whether  that 
legislature  was  within  the  power  of  the  legislative 
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Order  and  Procedure— Coatmucrf. 

assembly,  and  it  was  thought  advisable  to  ratify 
the  ordinance,  C39. 

Legitlation,  itate  of.— Mr.  Scott  inquires  if  there  is 
any  more  important  legislation,  espt-cially  with 
reference  to  the  Manitoba  School  question.  Sir 
Mackenzie  Bowell  re])lie8,  no  new  legislation  of 
any  importance  ;  definite  information  on  Monday 
regarding  Manitoba  Schools,  577. 

Zet/itUUion,  Govt,  bachvard  stale  of,  etc. — On  M. 
(Mr.  Vidal)  for  adoption  of  report  of  Com.  on 
Railways,  etc.  ;  session  called  at  irregular  time 
of  year  and  nothing  on  order  paper  (Mr.  Almon), 

Leffitlatiret,  local,  right  of.—Soe  Insolvency  B.  ; 
Manitoba  School  Question. 

Motion  involving  ex/ienditure  of  monei/.—Sir  Mac- 
kenzie Bowell  remarked  that  it  might  not  be 
strictly  within  the  rules  of  M.  (Mr.  Boulton)  re 
transportation  on  the  Ureat  Lakes  involved  an 
expenditure  of  money,  and  hoped  M.  would  be 
withdrawn.    >L  withdrawn,  691. 

Motion  for  adjournment  of  Bouse  to  read  statement.— 
Mr.  Miller  m.  adjournment  of  House  for  the 
purixise  of  reading  statement  answering  charges 
made  in  re|>ort  from  certain  members  of  Divorce 
Com.,  355.  Remarks  :  Messrs.  Miller  and  Power, 
355. 

Motions,  incomplete. — Suggestion  is  made  by  Mr. 
Miller  that  Mr.  Mclnnes  (B.C.)  should  attach 
either  inquiry  or  motion  to  first  M.  (British 
Columbia  Penitentiary),  377  ;  Mr.  Mclnnes 
(B.C.)pmniises  to  amend  M.  before  movingit,  377. 

Motion,  withdramil  o/.— Mr.  Boulton  stated  that  he 
would  withdraw  his  M.  on  the  ground  that  the 
question  before  the  House  is  a  matter  of  fact  and 
therefore  not  debatable  ;  Sir.  Mackenzie  Bowell, 
if  not  debatable  should  not  be  on  the  order  sheet, 
if  it  is  can  be  voted  on  ;  M.  voted  on,  294. 

Motives,  attributing.— Mr.  Mclnnes  (B.C.)  rose  to 
ques.  of  order  ;  hon.  member  no  right  to  attribute 
motives  to  any  other  member  of  House.  Sir 
Mackenzie  Bowell  withdrew  statement  if  out  of 
order  or  unparliamentary,  608. 

Motives,  imputing. — Some  discussion  took  place 
between  Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell  and  Mr.  Scott 
regarding  insinuations  reflecting  on  the  govt., 
made  by  the  latter.  Former  called  the  latter  to 
order  (Winnipeg  Great  Northern  Ry.  Co.'s  B.), 
776  ;  after  recess,  both  a|x>logize,  782. 

Neivipaper,  letter. — Mr.  Mclnnes  called  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  to  a  letter  which  ajjiieared  in 
Ottawa  Citizen  signed  "J.  G.  Moylan,  correct- 
ing report,  and  referring  to  Thomas  Mclnnes, 
"nis  nephew,"  as  a  refugee  in  the  U.S.,  in 
connection  with  irregularities  in  the  penitentiary 
of  British  Columbia.  Denied  nephew's  discharge, 
and  alleges  misconducton  the  part  of  Mr.  Moylan. 
Mr.  Kauibach  asks  whether  on  question  of  privi- 
lege hon.  gentleman  can  make  a  speech  reflecting 
on  character  of  Mr.  Moylan  simjily  on  letter 
found  in  newspaper.  Mr.  Miller  inquires  whether 
the  senator  has  a  right,  as  a  question  of  jirivilege, 
to  defend  nephew  and  attack  newspaper  writer, 
only  has  a  right  to  defend  himself.  Mr.  llac- 
donald  (B.C.)  supports  Mr.  Mclnnes,  attacked 
through  medium  of  nephew.  Mr.  Angers,  not  an 
attack.  Mr.  Kauibach  rises  to  question  of  privi- 
lege and  appeals  to  the  chair.  Sir  Mackenzie 
Bowell,  does  not  approve  of  sentence  connecting 
Mr.  Mclnnes's  name  with  nephew,  explains 
Minister  of  Justice  struck  it  out,  but  it  got  into 
report  in  unaccountable  manner,  133-5. 
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Order  and  Procedure— Con(in«ed. 

NeKtpaper  Reportu,  erroneous. — Correotiona  made 
(Mr.  Boulton),  of  Ottawa  Citizen's  report  upon 
Rebate  to  Manufacturers  of  exported  goods,  186. 

Correction  made  (Mr.  Buulton),  of  Montreal 

Gazette's  report  of  remarks  on  Great  Northern 
Ry..  186. 

Odell  Divorce  Case  to  defer  ease. — See  "Senate  deal- 
ing with  case  pending  before  Courts"  (below), 
220-30. 

Order,  preecdenee  of.  —Pointed  out  bj;  Mr.  Miller 
that  it  was  promised  that  consideration  of  the  re- 
port from  certain  members  of  the  Divorce  Com. 
should  be  the  first  Oi-der  of  the  Day  instead  of 
fifth  item,  3M  ;  Mr.  Sjieaker,  it  was  understood 
that  this  should  be  the  first  item  and  it  will  be 
called  first,  364. 

Order,  ques.  of,  immediate  consideration  of  report. — 
Mr.  Power  rises  to  point  of  order  on  M.  (Mr. 
Kirchhoffer)  for  immediate  consideration  of  re- 
port of  Divorce  Com.  resigning,  270.  Messrs. 
Kaulbach  and  Miller  also  object,  270.  M.  (Mr. 
Kirchhoffer)  report  be  taken  into  consideration  on 
Monday  next,  270. 

Papers,  bringing  dotcn  o/.— On  M.  (Mr.  Landry)  for 
certain  documents  in  Baie  Des  Chalenr  scandal 
case,  Mr.  Power  rises  to  question  of  order ;  not  the 
place  to  ask  for  these  papers,  should  apply  t<.Que- 
,  bee  legislature,  296  j  Mr.  Angers,  point  of  order 
not  well  taken,  know  some  of  the  documents  were 
duly  forwarded  to  the  Governor  General,  govt,  no 
objection  to  bring  papers  before  House,  296.  M. 
agreed  to,  296. 

Parliament,  bite  summoning  of.  — See  General  Index. 

refleetion  on  action  of. — Mr.  Angers  stated 

that  when  the  Senate  last  year  introduced  an 
Amt.  to  B.  from  H.  of  C.  Senate  was  not  sup- 
plied with  necessary  information.  Mr.  Power 
thought  it  was  a  reflection  on  the  action  of  Parlia- 
ment and  was  very  unparliamentary,  570. 

Prtyudicing  ease  before  Courts.— See  "Odell  Divorce 
Cfase"  (above). 

Printing,  details  in,  etc.— See  "Printing"  in  gen- 
eral index  to  subjects. 

Privilege,  Questions.— See  "newspaper  letter" 
(above). 

Proceedings,  continuation  next  fear  where  terminated 
this  ijear.—yix.  Clemow  intended  to  m.  an  Amt. 
(Odell  Divorce  Case)  that  proceedings  should  be 
taken  up  next  session  where  left  on  this.  Mr. 
Miller  stated  could  not  be  done  without  Act  of 
Parliament.  Mr.  Clemow  did  not  press  matter, 
279. 

Questions,  put  of  hand.  —Mr.  McKay  objected  to 
questions  bemg  put  and  answered  off-hnnd; 
Uiought  government  should  have  notice  of  them. 
Mr.  Masson  said  the  on  y  persons  who  have  the 
right  to  complain  are  the  members  of  the  govt, 
themselves.  Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell,  no  objection 
to  answer  questions,  677-8. 

Reports,  reading  of,  in  debate. — Sir  Mackenzie 
Bowell  thought  it  a  dangerous  practice  to  simply 
band  reports  to  reporters,  if  the  report  is  to  be 
included  in  the  Debates  it  must  be  read,  587. 

Sides,  suspension  o/.— M.  (Mr.  Power)  for  suspen- 
sion of  rules  as  regards  B.  intituled  "  An  Act  to 
incorporate  the  Dominion  Atlantic  Ry.  Co.  ",376. 
M.  agreed  to,  376. 

Sulei,  suspension  o/.— Mr.  Power  m.  that  41st  rule 
of  Senate  be  suspended  as  regards  Eastern  Assur- 
ance Society's  B.  and  gave  explanation,  331.  M. 
agreed  to,  331. 


Order  and  Procsedure—  Concluded. 

Ruling  of  the  Chair,  no  necessity  for.  On  Mr.  Mfr 
Kay  pointing  out  that  it  is  not  oonipetent  far  » 
Com.  to  resign  without  cause,  except  in  certun 
cases  which  are  siiecified,  Mr.  Kirchhoffer  drupt 
resolution  for  adoption  of  report  from  wmin 
members  of  Divorce  Com.,  3o4 ;  Mr.  McKsy 
asks  for  ruling  of  Chair,  355  ;  Mr.  Angens,  so 
necessity  for  ruling  as  Mr.  Kirchhoffer  hu  with- 
drawn nis  document,  .%5.  Remarks,  Meni-n. 
McKay,  MiUer,  354 ;  Messrs.  McKay.  Millet, 
Mclnnes,  B.C.,  Power,  Scott,  Angers,  355. 

Senate,  dealing  trith  case  w/iUe pending  btfort  eourli. 
Discussion  as  to  whether  Senate  should  deal  «ith 
petition  of  Loop  SeweU  Odell  for  divcne  until 
case  now  pending  before  Supreme  Court  is  fioallr 
determined,  224-30. 

OrpnanobLakdb  in  Nova  Scotia  and  Cafe  Bunix. 
Inqy.  (Mr.  Poirier)  as  to  agreement  entered  into 
between  Imperial  and  Canadian  authorities  rr 
transfer  of  ordnance  lands  to  the  latter.  What 
ordnance  lands  are  now  in  possession  of  Oomiiiiui 
Govt,  in  Nova  Scotia  and  Cape  Breton,  aim  U 
the  Dominion  Govt,  not  entitled  to  the  powereion 
of  the  site  of  old  fortifications  at  Louishouig, 
332 ;  Remarks,  Mr.  Poirier  difficulty  in  obtain- 
ing correspondence,  332  ;  the  title  to  the  site  of 
Louisbouing,  833 ;  what  was  oommranorated,  3Se ; 
historical  facts,  333 ;  the  inscription  on  tk 
monument,  3.14 ;  Mr.  Almon,  historic  site  of 
Louisbourg  owned  and  sold  bv  private  indi\Tdu»l, 
334 ;  the  fort  at  Annapolis,  335  :  fort  at  Cumha- 
land,  336  ;  Mr.  Kaulbach,  block-houses  at  Lunen- 
burg ;  site  used  for  lighthouses,  336 ;  Mr.  Scott, 
speeches  on  the  occasion  of  the  nnveiling  of 
monument  at  Louisbourg,  SS6 ;  Reply ;  Sir  ilu- 
kenzie  Bowell,  properties  owned  in  maritime 
provinces  and  known  as  ordnaace  lands,  33^7 ; 
site  of  the  old  fortifications  at  Louisbourg  nil 
included,  337  ;  remarks  at  the  unveiling  of  the 
monument,  .'37  ;  Mr.  Almon,  how  the  expenses  of 
the  expedition  were  defrayed,  337  ;  Sir  Macken- 
zie Bowell,  epitome  of  the  battle,  338  ;  sentiments 
re  preservation  of  old  fortresses,  etc.,  S.18 ;  pro- 
misee of  Ministers,  338  ;  Mr.  Almon,  not  much 
time  to  wait,  338  ;  Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell,  did  not 
make  the  promises,  338  ;  Mr.  Power,  title  to  the 
property,  338  ;  Mr.  McDonald,  (C.R),  some  land 
in  Louisbourg  belonging  to  the  Navy,  338. 
See  also  "  Monnment,  proposed  at  Louisbouig.'' 

Oshawa  Railway  Oo.'s  Act;  B.  (SO).-*'- 

Dobson. 

Introduced*,  430. 
2nd  R.»,  449. 
3rd  R.*,  674. 
Assent,  806. 
(58-59  Vic,  cap.  66.) 

Ottawa  Boasd  of  Trade  Mkhobiai.    5m; 

"Fisheries  Act  Amt. ;  B.  (67)." 
Ottawa  "Citizkn,"  rmbabgo  behovbdfbom  Caka- 
DiAN  Cattle.    See : 

"Montreal  Harbour." 


erroneous  report  in. 

On  Rebate  to  manufacturers  of  exported  goods. 
Correction  made  (Mr.  Boulton),  186. 

extract  from.     See  : 

"  Customs  Seizure  at  Montreal." 


lkttkr  of  attack  I."J. 

Connecting  Mr.  Mclnnes's  narni*  with  that  of  his 
nephew  (Thomas  Mclnnes)  referred  to  in  tetter 
as  a  refugee  in  the  U.S.  consequent  of  insulari- 
ties in  British  Columbia  peiiitentisiy,  131. 
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Ottawa  "  Citizsn  "  quotation  kroh.    See : 

" Insurance  on  Lives  of  Children." 
on  bcbal  mirbatiok  to  cities.    See  : 

"  Manitoba  School  Question. " 
Ottawa  Electric  Lioht  Co.,  cost  of  powir.    See : 

"  Fisheries  Act  Amt. ;  B.  (67)." 
Ottawa  "  Journal,"  inacouratk  rkport.    See  : 

"Fisheries  Act  Amt. ;  B.  (67)." 
Roman  Catholic  Senators  and  Divorce.  See : 

"Divorce  Committee." 

Otta'wu  Land  and  Security  Oo.  Incorp. 
Act;  B.  (105). 
Ist  R.*,  733. 
2nd  R.*,  733. 
3rd  R.*,  744. 
Assent,  805. 
(58.59  Fic,  cap.  87.) 

OTT.AWA  RiVKR,  DCMPrNG  OF  8AW-DC8T.      See: 

"Fisheries  Act  Amt. ;  B.  (67)." 

SURVEY  OP.     See  : 

"Saw-dust  in  Ottawa  River." 

Ottawa,  Ampiior  and  Parry  Sound  Ry. 
CJo.,  B.  (32).— i»/r.  McLaren. 
Introduced*,  130. 
2nd  R.*,  14.5. 
3rd  R.*,  1()6. 
Assent,  805. 
(58-o!>  Vic,  cap.,  57.) 

Ottawa  and  Aylmer  Ry.  and  Bridge  Oo.'s 
Incorp.  Act ;  B.  (64).— Mr.  Clemoic. 
Introduced*,  233. 
2nd  R.  m.  (Mr.  Clemow),  250.    Explanation  of 

B.,  250. 
3rd  R.*,  294. 
Assent,  805. 
(58  59  Vic,  cap.  68.) 

Ottawa  and  Lake  Huron  Canal.    Sec  : 

"  Deschene  Bridge  Company's  Bill."' 
Facaud,  Ernest,  Declarations  or.    5(;.- 

"  Baie  des  Chaleurs  Scandal." 
Paris,  Schools  in.    See : 

"  Manitoba  School  Question." 
Parliame-st,  Last  Date  or  Suhhoniko. 

Remarks  in  debate  on  the  Address  :  Kaulbach,  16 ; 
Scott,  10  11. 
Patents  and  Patent  Privileges,  Acquisition  or 
See: 

"James  Maclaren  Co.'s  B." 

Penitentiaries  Act   Amt. ;   B.   (66).— ifr. 

A  nyers 

Introiiuced*,  272. 

2nd  R.  »t.  (Mr.  Angers),  340.  Kxplanation of  B., 
340.  Remarks :  Mr.  Power,  on  1st  cl.,  340. 
M.  agreed  to,  340. 

In  Com.  of  the  W . — On  2nd  el.  :  removing  insane 
convicts  into  asylums,  Messrs.  Kaulbach, 
Angers,  Power,  340 ;  Messrs.  Angers,  Power, 
Kaulbach,  341.  Cl.  agreed  to,  341.  B.  re- 
jwrtJ-d  from  Com.  (Mr.  Maclnnes,  Burling- 
ton), without  amt.,  341. 

3rd  K.  m.  (Mr.  Angers),  372.  Remarks :  amt. 
m.  (Mr.  Power)  sending  prisoners  on  becom- 
ing insane  to  asylums  in  same  province  as 
convicted  in,  372-3 ;  Mr.  Sullivan  points  out 


Penitentiaries  Act— Continued. 

special  qualities  of  certain  asylums,  373 ;  amt. 

withdrawn,  373.    B.  read  3rd  time  and  passed, 

373. 
Assent,  805. 
(58-69  Vi:.,  cap.  41.) 

Penitentiaries   Act  Amt.;    B.   (131).-5t> 

Mnckemie  Boieeli. 

lat  R.*,  728. 

3rd  R.  III.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell),  728 ;  explana- 
tion of  general  princij)le  of  B.,  728 ;  on  unifor- 
mity of  salaries  of  officem,  Messrs.  Power, 
Kaulbach,  728  9  ;  M.  agreed  to,  729. 

Com.  of  the  W.— On  3rd  cl.,  remarks:  Mr. 
Power,  salaries  of  chaplain  and  surgeon,  734  ; 
M.  (Mr.  Power)  that  this  cl.  be  struck  out, 
735;  Messrs.  Power,  Sullivan,  Scott,  Clemow, 
Kaulbach,  735;  Messrs.  Kaulbach,  Bowell, 
736;  Messrs.  Bowell,  Power,  Clemow,  737; 
Messrs.  Bowell,  Dickey,  Clemow,  Sullivan, 
738 ;  Messrs.  Clemow,  McMillan,  Bowell, 
Sullivan,  Power,  739 ;  Messrs.  Power,  Fer- 
guson, Bowell,  740  ;  Messrs.  Power,  Bowell, 
Mclrnes (B.C.),  Sullivan,  Bemier,  Ferguson, 
741 ;  Messrs.  Mclunes  (B.C.),  Bowell,  742  ; 
Amt.  (Mr.  Power)  lost  on  a  division,  742. 
On  the  rights  of  the  Senate,  Messrs.  Power, 
Bowell,  742 ;  Messrs.  Power,  Bowell,  743. 

On  cl.  7  :  substitution  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell) ; 
sections  1,  3  and  6  shall  apply  only  to  persons 
hereafter  appointed,  etc.,  743.  Amt.  agreed 
to,  743. 

B.  reported  with  an  amt.  from  the  Com.  (Mr. 
Dever),  which  was  concurred  in,  743. 

3rd  R.  »«.  (Sir  Mnckemiie  Bowell),  744.  B.  read 
a  third  time  and  jMssed  under  a  suspension 
of  the  rule,  744. 

Assent,  805. 

(58-59  Vic,  cap.  42.) 

Pensioning  Civil  Servants.    See : 
"  Civil  Service  Act  Amt." 

Plbssis,  Bishop,  Instructions  to  Reij  River  Mis- 
.sionarirs.    See : 
"  Manitoba  School  Question." 
Pollution  or  Rivers.    See: 

"  Fisheries  Act  Amt.  ;  B.  (67)." 
Port  arthub.  Grain  Trade  at. 

M,  (Mr.  Boulton)  for  returns,  llu. 
Pokto  Rico,  Steamboat  Service.    See : 

"  Halifax  and  Jamaica  Steamboat  Service." 
Post  Okpicb  Service  in  Victoria,  B.C. 
Inqy.  (Mr.  Mclnnes,  B.C.),  as  to  whether  govern- 
ment is  going  to  do  away  with  provisional  allow- 
ance of  ten  dollars  per  month  to  the  post  office 
clerks  and  letter  carriers  in  Victoriaj  etc.  :  un- 
satisfactory condition  of  affairs  existing,  $10 
allowance  withheld  for  five  months,  men  go  on 
strike,  discharged,  intercession  of  His  Kx,  and 
men  reinstated,  recommends  a  fixed  salary,  146-7. 
Reply  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  not  the  intention  of 
the  government  to  do  away  with  provisional 
allowance,  when  that  decision  is  come  to  a  scale 
of  salary  commensurate  with  positions  will  be 
adonted,  147. 
M.  (Mr.  Mclunes,  B.C.)  for  copies  of  all  corres- 
pondence and  telegrams  that  have  passed  between 
the  Postmaster  (ieneral,  etc.,  and  the  British 
Columbia  Board  of  Trade,  etc.,  relative  to  the 
"  provisional  allowance  "  and  the  unthholding  of 
the  same  from  the  post  office  clerks  and  letter 
carriers  of  Victoria,  B.C.,  272;  remarks  (Mr.  Mo. 
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Post  Officr  Services  is  Viciobia,  B.C.— ConW. 
Innee,   B.C.),    con-ea)X)iidence    not    voIuminouH, 
hope  govt,  will  bring  it  down  inside  of  a  day  or 
two,  272.     M.  agreed  to,  272. 

Post  Officb  deficit.    See  :  "  Rebate  on  Exports." 
Premiers,  present  .\sd  past. 
Remarks  on  :  See  "Speeches  on  Address  in  reply." 

Prbxdergast,    Mr.,  letter   asking  for   bksebve 
FUNK.     See  : 

"  Manitoba  School  Question." 
Press,  rights  of.    See  : 

"  British  Columbia  Penitentiary." 
Prince  Edward  Island,  impobth  of.    See: 

"  British  Columbia,  representation  in  Cabinet." 
Prince  Edward  Island  railways.    See  : 

"  Railway  Communication  in  Prince  Edward  Is." 
Printing  and  the  Printing  Com. 

Appointment  of  Com. — M.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell) 
for  adoption  of  report  of  Com.  of  Selection, 
agreed  to*,  108. 

H.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell),  additional  copies  of 
B.  (A)  Act  respecting  Insolvency,  128;  remarks, 
Mr.  Kaulbaoh,  128 ;  M.  agreed  to,  128. 

On  M.  (Mr.  Power)  for  Return,  details  of  cost  of 
printing,  1883-a3,  for  comparison  of  contract  and 
govt,  systems,  688  (1894).  Return  laid  on  table 
(Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell),  ditticulty  of  preparing 
returns  in  detail,  185 ;  Mr.  Power,  regrets  vo- 
luminous character  of  return,  exiilaina  M.  simply 
to  get  amount  for  each  service,  185.  Complaint 
(Mr.  Kaulbach)  of  delays  in  printing  upon  Fald- 
mg  Divorce  B.,  being  m.  2nd  R.  (Mr.  Clemow). 
Remarks  :  Mr.  Clemow,  220. 

1st  report.  Adoptiim  m.  (Mr.  Read,  Quinte). 
recommends  certain  documents  be  not  printed, 
279-80.  Ques.  (Mr.  McClelan)  re  error  in  reixirt, 
some  documents  imix>rtant  and  should  be  printed. 
280 ;  reply  (Mr.  Read,  Quinte),  made  inquiry  of 
clerk,  committee  decided  none  of  these  documents 
be  printed,  280.     M.  agreed  to,  280. 

Complaint,  lack  of  promptness  (Mr.  Power)  in  civil 
service  suiwrannuation  debate,  624. 

Inqy.  (Mr.  Power),  calls  attentitm  to  unsatisfactory 
return  presented  on  .Slst  May  last,  of  sums  (>aia 
for  public  printing  from  30th  .Tune,  1883,  to  30th 
June,  1893,  and  asks  if  they  will  not  cause  fi  more 
satisfactory  return  to  be  made,  718 ;  remarks, 
Mr.  Power,  object  of  asking  for  return  ;  printing 
not  done  so  promptlj'  as  under  the  old  system, 
etc.,  719. 

Reply  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell),  desire  of  govt,  to 
comply  with  conditions  of  orders  as  near  as 
poswble,  720  ;  voluminous  character  of  return  if 
wording  of  resolutitm  is  strictly  adhered  to,  720 ; 
comparative  expenditure,  720 ;  how  to  arrive  ata 
correct  conclusion,  720-1. 

Further  remarks  :  (Mr.  Power),  object  of  return  ; 
return  does  not  carry  out  object ;  intention  of  the 
House  defeate<l,  721. 

5th  report  presented  from  the  Joint  Com.  (Mr. 
Read),  729  ;  provides  for  increase  of  pay  to  Mr. 
Chaml)erlain  and  another,  name  not  mentioned, 
729 ;  provides  that  only  one  copy  of  a  certain 
map  may  be  distributed  to  each  Senator,  etc.,  729. 
M.  (Mr.  Read)  that  this  report  in  conjunction 
with  two  other  reiwrts  he  taken  into  consideration 
at  next  sitting  of  House,  729.     M.  agreed  to,  729. 


Printing  and  pcblishi.kg  okficks  in  Canada. 
"  Copyright  law." 

Private  Bills,  time  extension  of.    See  : 
"  Bills." 


&f. 


Privilege,  Qcrstions  of. 

Ottawa  CUian :  letter  signed   "  J.  G.  Moylan  "  at- 
tacking Mr.  Mclnnes,  tnrotiarb  medium  of  nephew, 
131. 
Ottawa  Citizen  report  on  rebate  to  manufacturen 
of  exported  go«xis. — Correction   (Mr.    Boalt<m), 
185. 
Montreal  Gazette,  report  of  remarks  re  Grrat  North- 
ern Ry. —Correction  (Mr.  Boulton),  185. 
Privy  Council  of  England,  decision.    See: 

"  Manitoba  School  Question." 
Pbocedubb,  Qce-stionsof.     See: 

"  Order  and  Procedure." 
Pbohibition.     See: 
"  Rebate  on  Exports." 

Proposed  Monument  at  Louisbourg.    See : 

"Monument,  proposed." 
Prorogation  of  Paruament. 
Inqy.  (Mr.  Power),  as  to  prorogation  of   Pwlia- 
ment,  691-2.      Roply  (Sir    Mackenzie    Bowell), 
de(>end  on  the  action  of  the  Opposition  in  the  H. 
of  C;  a  week  from  Monday,  692,  remarks:  Mr. 
Power,  re  influencing  members  m  other  Houe, 
692. 
Si)eech  from  the  Throne.     See: 
"Speeches." 

Produce,  carriage  of.    See : 

"Transportation  on  the  Great  Lakes." 
Protection.    See : 

"  Tariff  and  Trade  matters. 
•Protestant  School  System.    See : 

"  Manitoba  School  Question." 
Public  Debt  of  Canada.    See  ; 

"  Tariff  and  Trade  matters  "  (generally). 
Public  Printing.    See: 

"  Printing  and  the  Printing  Com." 
Public  Service.    See: 

"  Civil  Service  Act  Amt." 


Public  Schools,  Act  besfectiko. 
"  Manitoba  School  Question." 


See: 


Public  "Works  Act  Amt.,   B.    (123).— Sir 

Ma  ckenzie  Bowell. 

Introduced*,  499. 

2nd  R.'  nu  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell),  541.  Ex- 
planation of  B.,  541.    M.  agr^d  to,  54L 

B.  reported  from  Com.  of  the  W.  without  amt. 
(Mr.  Perley),  674. 

B.  allowed  to  stand  over  until  to-morrow  for  3rd 
R.,  574 ;  remarks  Messrs.  Bowell  and  Angers, 
574. 

3rd  R.  m,  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell),  676  ;  wording 
of  B.  correct  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell),  576. 
M.  agieed  to,  576. 

Assent,  805. 

(58-59  ¥ic.,  aap.  36.) 

Public  Works,  discussion  ok  before  elections. 
See  "Railway  Communication  in  P.  E.  Island." 

Public  Works,  revenue  of.    See : 
"Rebate  on  Exports." 

Publication  of  books  in  Canada,  indemtitv  to 
authors.    See : 
"Copyright  Law." 
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PUBLISHSRS,  RIGHT  OK,  ETC.,  IX  CANADA  AND  U.  S. 

See  "  Copyright  Law." 

PULPWOOD,  MANl'tXTUBK  OK.     See  : 

"The  James  Maclaren  Co.'s  B." 
Putnam,  pcblisheb,  vibws  ok.    See  : 

"Copyright  Law." 
Quarantining  C.^ttlk. 
In  remarks  on  Address  :    Scheduling  of  American 
in  British   Columbia;   Mr.  Mclnnes  (B.C. ),  Sii- 
Mackenzie  Bowell,  Mr.  Angers,  Mr.  Kaulbach,62. 
See  alto  "Tariff  and  Trade  matters  "  (gentrally). 

Quebec,  bankruptcy  law.    See: 
"Insolvency  Act." 

Quebec,  Montmorenoy  and  CSharlevoix 

By.  Co. "8  Act.  B.  (©8).-(ilfr.  Cl'mow.) 

let  R.*,  733. 

2nd  R.*,  733. 

B.  report  with  Amts.  from  Com.  on  Railways, 
etc  (Mr.  Dickey),  744 ;  explanation  of 
changes  (Mr.  Dickey),  744.  M.  (Mr.  Clemow) 
for  concurrence  in  Amts.,  744.  M.  agreed 
to,  744. 

3rd  R.,  744. 

Assent,  806. 

(58.59  Vic.,  eap.  59.) 

RAILWAYS : 

Alphabetical  List  of  Railways  affected  by  legisla- 
tion of  this  Session,  either  directly  or  by 
Bills  of  other  Railways,  mentioning  agree- 
ments, amalgamation  or  connections  to  be 
made  with  them. 

Alberta  Ry.  and  Coal  Co.'s  B. 

Canada  Southern  Rv.  Co.'s  B. 

Dominion  Atlantic  Ry.  Co.'s  B. 

Esquimault  and  Nanaimo  Ry.  Subsidy. 

St.  Catharines  and  Niagara  Central  Ity.  Co.'8  B. 

St.  Lawrence  and  Adirondack  Ry.  Co.  B. 

Shore  Line  Ry.  Co.  's  B. 

South  Shore  Ry.  Co.'»  B. 

Temiscouata  Rv.  Co, 's  B. 

Toronto,  Hamiftoii  and  Buffalo  Ry.  B. 

Trail  Creek  and  Columbia  Ry.  Incorp.  B. 

Trans-Canadian  Ry.  Co.'s  B. 

Windsor  and  Annaix>lis  Ry.  Co.  's  B. 

Winniijeg  Great  Northern  Ry.  Co.'s  B. 

Great  North-west  Central  Ry.  Co.'8  B. 

International  Radial  Ry.  Co.  's  Incorp.  B. 

James  Bay  Ry.  C-'.'s  Incorp.  B. 

Kingsttm  and  Pembroke  Ry.  Co.'s  B. 

Lake  Manitoba  Ry.  and  Canal  Co.'s  Anit.  B. 

Langenburgh  and  Southern  Ry.  Co.'b  Incfjrp.  B. 

Lindsay,  Haliburton  and  Mattawa  Ry.  Co.  s  B. 

Manitoba  and  Southeastern  Ry .  Co.  's  B. 

Oshawa  Ry.  Co.  's  B. 

Ottawa,  Aniprior  and  Parry  Sound  Ry.  B. 

Ottawa  imd  Aylmer  Ry.  and  Bridge  Co.'s 
Incorp.  B. 

C^uebec,  Montmorency  and  Charlevoi.\  Ry.  B. 

Red  Mountain  Ry.  Co.'s  B. 

Bail'Virays  Act ;  B.  (— ).— Sir  Mackenzie  BoiceU. 
Introduced*,  4. 


Railway    Communication 
Island. 


IN    Pbi.nck     Edward 


M.  (Mr.  Prowse)  for  copies  of  all  petitions  praying 
for  railway  extension,  also  the  chief  engineer's  re- 
port thereon,  also  estimated  increased  earnings  on 
the  P.E.I.  Ry.,  which  will  be  effected  by  the 
operation  of  the  proposed  branches,  541-2.  Re- 
marks :  communication  with  mainland,  etc.,  Mr. 


Railway  Commu.nication  in  T.'E.l.— Continued. 
Prosvse,  E42  4  ;  cash  subsidies  to  railways,  etc., 
Messrs.  Prowse,  Power,  544;  Messrs.  Prowse, 
Kaulbach,  Boulton,  645;  Messrs.  Boulton, 
Prowse,  646 ;  Messrs.  Prowse,  Bowell,  547 ; 
politicfj  meetings,  Mr.  Prowse,  547-  8 ;  Messrs. 
Prowse,  Perley,  Kaulbach,  548;  Mr.  Prowse, 
nV> ;  question  of  Order,  Messrs.  Power.  Prowse, 
54!)-50;  rights  of  P.E.I,  to  public  works.  Mr. 
Prowse,  550;  Mr.  McDonald  (P.E.L),  550-2; 
Messrs.  MacDonald  (P.E.I.),  Kaullmck,  Boulton, 
Bowell,  ,^53 ;  Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell,  554 ;  Messrs. 
Bowell,  Power,  Boulton,  Pei  ley,  555 ;  Messrs. 
Bowell,  Power,  Kaulbach,  55() ;  Messrs.  Power, 
Ogilvie,  Bowell,  Prowse.  Fereuson  (P.E.I.),  .557  ; 
Messr;'.  Ferguson  (P.E.I.),  Power,  558;  Messrs. 
Power,  Ferguson  (P.  K.I.),  559;  Messrs.  Power, 
Ferguson  (P.E.I.).  560 ;  Mr.  Ferguson  (P.E.L), 
561.     M.  agreed  to,  561. 

Railway  Subsidy  (Land)  to  C.  P.  R.  Co, 

Reference  to  B.  in  Siieech  from  Throne,  4. 
Railway-8,  Telrgbaphs  and  Hahboubs  Committer. 

Adoption  of  report  of  Com.  of  Selection,  nominat- 
ing, m.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  and  agreed  to*, 
108. 

Irregularity  in  organization  of  Com.  Remarks  : 
Mr.  Miller,  109-10;  Mr.  Vidal,  110  ;  Mr.  Power, 
110;  -Mr.  Kaulbach,  HO;  Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell, 
111;  Mr.  Almon,  113;  Mr.  Poirier,  113. 

For  the  reports,  See  the  resjjective  railways,  etc 

Railways,  Tran.sportation  by.    See  : 
"  Transportation  on  the  Great  Lakes." 

RattS,  Mb.,  Evidence  of.    -See  ; 
"  Fisheries  Amt.  Act ;  B.  (67). 

Rebate  on  E-ipobts. 
M.  (Mr.  Boulttm)  for  return  showing  loss  to  rev- 
enue occasioned  by  the  payment  of  rebates  of 
customs  duties  on  articles  exix)rted,  16(i.  Ex- 
planatory remarks  (Mr.  Boulton) :  requiring 
more  favourable  terms  to  foreigners  for  the  pur- 
chase of  agricultural  machinery  than  to  [jeople  in 
the  North-west  Territories,  166 ;  commercial 
policy  of  the  country,  166  ;  reciprocity  and  free 
trade,  167;  the  Massey  manufacturing  Co.'s  in- 
dustry, 167  ;  price  and  duty  on  iron,  167  ;  exix)rt 
rebate  on  agriculturiJ  implements,  168  ;  gauging 
the  value  of  wheat,  Hi8  ;  benefits  of  free  trade, 
put  a  rebate  of  duty  on  everything,  169  ;  jwlicy 
of  Great  Britain,  169 ;  commerciar  centres,  169  ; 
sugar  industry  in  Germany  and  France,  result  of 
export  bounty,  consuming  power  of  Germany  and 
England,  169  ;  effect  of  tne  rebate  jjolicy,  170  ; 
abolition  of  duties  on  the  necessaries  of  life  and 
all  that  enters  into  the  industries  of  tlie  people, 
170  ;  how  the  revenues  could  be  raised  under  free 
trade,  170-1 ;  duty  on  sugar,  171-2;  excise  and 
duty  on  spirits  manufacture  and  consumption, 
172  ;  imimrtation  and  duty  on  wine,  172 ;  duty 
on  ale  and  Iwer,  172,  re  prohibition,  173  ;  release 
lalwur  and  industry  from  taxation  ;  173  ;  excise 
and  duty  on  tobacco,  173 ;  duty  on  tobacco  in 
England,  174  ;  taxes  on  rice  and  clothirg,  174  ; 
revenue  derived  from  spirits  and  tobacco  in  Can- 
a<la  and  England,  174-0  ;  sources  of  revenue,  175; 
the  post  office  deficit,  175  ;  duty  on  spirits  in 
Great  Britain,  176 ;  taxation  on  the  necessaries 
of  life  in  (Jreat  Britain,  176;  protection  taxes  the 
necessaries  of  life,  176 ;  duty  on  tea,  176  ;  Eng- 
land's revenue,  176  ;  British  Board  of  Trade  re- 
turns, imports  and  exjwrts,  176-7 ;  no  want  of 
prosjierity  in  Great  Britain,  177  :  instances  cited 
of  two  farms,  one  in  Canada,  one  in  Scotland, 
showing  prosperity  of  latter,  177 ;  price  of  coal 
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Rebate  ox  'Exrowrs— Continued. 

oil,  177-8;  revenue  of  public  works,  178;  the 
deKcit,  178 ;  mills  shut  down  during  1894,  178-9  ; 
defi'-it  fiH>m  (fovemment  railways,  17i' ;  earnings 
of  C.P.R.,  17!*;  revenue  from  Dominion  lands, 
179 ;  duty  on  silks,  179 ;  revenue  from  dried 
fruits,  nuts  and  coffee,  179 ;  duty  in  gross  im- 
ports, IM) ;  re  taxation  on  the  necessaries  of  life, 
180.  To  Mr.  Kaullmcli :  farm  referred  to  in 
Scotland  devoted  entirely  to  feeding  of  cattle  and 
sheeji,  ISO  ;  to  Mr.  Maclnnes :  corrects  impres- 
sion tliat  lion,  gentleman  from  Halifax  inspired 
M.,  182. 

Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell :  re  Massey  Manufacturing 
Company  moving  to  V.  S.,  167;  to  Mr.  Power  : 
speeches  on  general  question  of  free  trade  and 
protection,  170  ;  to  Mr.  Boulton  :  t^ues.,  duty  on 
sugar,  171 :  to  Mr.  Power :  remarks  taken  tnmi 
"Globe,"  re  Australian  trade,  182;  on  the  M.  : 
keeping  members  to  questions  before  the  House, 
182;  re  drawback  on  agricultural  implements, 
182-3  ;  the  rea-son  the  drawback  is  granted,  183  ; 
in  reply  to  Mr.  O'Donohoe :  jxjlicy  of  the  govt, 
to  put  the  raw  material,  and  what  was  not  jiro- 
duced  in  this  country,  on  the  free  liht,  184. 

Mr.  McCallum :  To  Sir.  Boulton  ;  rebate  on  agri- 
cultural machinery,  168,  duty  on  tol>acco,  1(3 ; 
Canada  placed  in  a  better  position  than  foreign 
nations  by  giving  a  rebate,  174 ;  imports  and  ex- 
ports from  Great  Britain,  176;  wages  paid  on 
iVotch  farm,  177  ;  bums  natural  gas,  m*  ojal  oil, 
177  ;    drawKick  a  l)enefit  to  the  country,  178. 

Mr.  Power :  To  Mr.  Boulton;  remarks,  169;  re 
subject  about  to  be  discussed, — no  connection 
with  M..  170.     Unfairness  of  practice  of  allowing 

^  drawliacks,  181 ;  agricultural  implements  cheajier 
in  JJakota  or  Michigan,  181;  re  subsldizmg 
steamers  from  Australia,  182.  To  Mr.  Miiclnnes 
(Burlington) :  Mr.  Boult<m'8  remarks  correct, 
182  t  did  not  insiiire  M.,  182. 

Mr.  Kaulbach :  To  Mr.  Power,  re  hearing  Mr. 
Boulton  on  revenue  question,  176.  On  Mr.  Boul 
ton's  speech :  excise  on  tol>ac-eo,  173-4  ;  re  Scotch 
Farm,  177.  Comnients  on  Mr.  Bnulton's 
sijeeth,  180;  granting  of  drawbacks  explained, 
180;  on  instance  cited  (Mr.  Boulton)  of  Scotch 
farm  comjiared  to  farm  in  Xorth-west  Territories, 
180 ;  iron  industry  in  Kiigland,  compared  to 
other  countries,  180.  To  Mr.  Power :  drawback 
never  went  into  the  revenue,  181. 

Mr.  Maclnnes  (Burliiigt<m).  To  Mr.  Boulton  : 
duty  on  goods  entering  into  construction  of  agri- 
cultural implements,  170;  cheap  sugar  in  Canada, 
171  ;  taxation  on  beer,  172  ;  source  of  wealth  in 
England,  177 ;  C.P.R.  train  earnings,  179 ;  com- 
ments on  Mr.  Power's  sjjeech,  182 ;  Mr.  Mc- 
Millan. To  Mr.  Boulton  :  German  sugar  not  as 
good  as  Montreal  refined,  171. 

Mr.  Almon.  To  Mr.  Boulton :  Ques.  what  Viecomes 
of  revenue  from  spirits  and  Ix-er  when  Scott  Act 
is  passed,  173 ;  income  tax,  176. 

Mr.  Macdonald(B.  C.)  To  Mr.  Boulton:  Ques., 
duty  on  tobacco  ;  benefit  to  consumer,  174.  .Ques: 
what  is  duty  on  spirits  ?  176. 

Mr.  Clemow— To  Mr.  Boulton  :  consumjition  of 
tobacco  in  England,  174. 

Mr.  Boulton— To  Mr.  Dever :  making  the  customs 
duty  and  excise  on  toliacco  the  same,  175. 

Mr.  ferguson  (P.E.I.)— To  Mr.  Boulton  :  t^ues.  re 
tea,  176. 

Mr.  O'Donohoe,  on  Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell's  speech, 
drawback  not  an  injury  to  the  fanner,  bringing 
in  the  materials  free  a  benefit  to  artisans,  184. 
M.  agreed  to,  184. 

Reciprocity.    See: 
"  Rebate  on  Exports. 


Red  Mountain  Ball-wray  Go'b  Act ;  R  (58). 

—Mr.  MaedemaM,  S.C. 

Introduced*,  211. 

2nd  R.  m.  (Mr.  Macdonald,  B.C.),  B.  explained, 
233. 

B.  reiwrted  from  Cora,  with  amts.  (Mr.  A  idall, 
270;  explanation  of  aints.,  270;  remarks: 
practice  regarding  Srd  R.  ;  Mesirs.  Poicer 
and  Vidal,  270.  M.  (Mr.  Macdonald,  B.C.I 
that  amts.  be  taken  into  csonsideratiou  to- 
morrow, 271      M,  agreed  to,  271. 

3rd  R.*,  280. 

Assent,  805. 

(58-69  Vk.,  cap.  60.) 

Registered  tonn.\gk  or  Caxada.    See  .- 
"  Transportation  on  the  Great  Lakes." 

Rbuedial  Ordek.  legislation,  etc.    See  : 
"  Manitoba  School  Question. " 

Representation   ok    British    Colcjibia    is   thi 
CABINET.     *'«  •• 
"  British  Columbia." 

Representation  of  House  of  Commons 

Act  Amt ;  B.  (124).— iVr.    Anrirrs. 

IntnxJuced*,  541. 

2nd  R.,  — 

Srd  R,  577. 

Assent,  805. 

(58-59  Vie.,  eap.  10.) 

RETC  RN8  ASKED  FOR.      See  ; 

The  respective  subjects  of  the  returns. 
Revenue,  decrease  ik.    Set  : 
"  Tariff  and  Trade  matters.  " 

UNDER  FREE  TRADE.      See  ; 


"  Rebate  on  Exjwrts." 
Revenue  from  E.xmse  and  Customs. 

M.  (Mr.  Boulton)  that  in  the  opinion  of  the  Senate 
if  the  excise  on  spirits,  beer  and  tobacco,  were 
made  equal  to  the  (irotective  duty  on  the  sanie, 
an  increase  in  revenue  would  result^  etc.,  282. 

Remarks  :  Mr.  Boulton,  object  in  bringing  matter 
up,  282 ;  increased  revenue ;  average  quantity  of 
spirit  entering  into  oonsumption,  with  excise  and 
imjwrt  duty,  282 ;  cost  to  the  consumer ;  effect  of 
increased  duty,  ^3 ;  distilleries  in  Canada,  283 ; 
Mr.  KaullMcli,  re  increased  taxation  decreasing 
the  consumption,  284 ;  Mr.  Boultou,  consumption 

S)r  head  fallen  off,  but  not  revenue,  284  ;  Inland 
evenue  returns,  284 ;  Mr.  Power,  increased  dan- 
would  induce  smuggliiig,  284  ;  Mr.  Boulton,  will 
not  increase  smuggling,  286  ;  Mr    Read,  (yuinte, 
ques.  explanation  asked  why  certain  distilleries 
were  closed  last  year,  284  ;  Mr.  Boulton,  overpro- 
duction in  Umited  market,  284  ;  Mr.  Dever,  com- 
bines, 284 :  Mr.  McClelan,  on  combines,  284  ;Mr. 
Boulton,    manufacture    of   whisky    at    different 
places  last  year,  285 ;  Sir  Frank  Smith,  ques. 
what  alx)ut  Toronto?,  285;  Mr.  Boulton,  ncme 
made  in  Toronto,  etc.,  285;  beer  manufitctured, 
last    year    malt     used,     excise   on,    number   of 
breweries,    etc.,  285 ;  price  of  beer,  285 ;   Mr. 
Clemow,  must  be  a  mistake,  285 ;  Mr.   Boulton, 
effect  of    tliiowing  the    country    o|)en  to  com- 
jietition,  2S5  ;  tobacco,  importation  of,  excise  on, 
etc.,  286 ;  cigars,  manufactures  of,  duty  on,  etc., 
286:  effect  of  increasing  the  excise  to  the  pro- 
tective duty,  286-7;  Mr.  Drummond,  comments 
on    Mr.   Boulton 's  speech,  287 ;  position  of  the 
manufacturer.  287  ;   limit  to  the  imposition  of 
taxes  upon  whisky,  287 ;  facilities  in  England  for 
suppressing   frauds,    287 ;    comments   on    Mr. 
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Revbki'e  from  Excise  an'i>  Cc^ioita—Contimud. 
B>iulton'B  pro|x>sition,  287 ;  Mr.  Boulton,  ques. 
what  are  your  grounds  for  Raying  that,  288 ;  Mr. 
T>rummond,  criticism  of  Mr.  Boulton's  fiscal 
ideas,  288 ;  Mr.  Scott,  supports  Mr.  Boulton ; 
better  to  increase  the  taxation  on  these  articles 
than  any  othei ,  288 ;  duty  on  corn,  288 ;  Mr. 
KauIlMicn,  re  smuggling,  288-9  ;  Mr.  Dever,  on 
smuggling,  28!) ;  tobacco,  manufacture  of,  etc., 
289 ;  Mr.  Wark,  raising  the  taxation  and  decreas- 
ing the  revenue  and  vice  versa,  289^90;  Mr. 
Power,  on  smuggling  if  the  duties  were  increased, 
290  ;  concurs  in  desirability  of  raising  the  largest 
prai:ticable  revenue  from  liquor,  290  j  Mr.  Abnun, 
criticism  of  Mr.  Power's  attitude  m  regard  to 
surplus  and  deficits,  290-1 ;  Sir  Mackenzie 
Bowell,  result  of  adoption  of  Mr.  Boulton's 
views,  291 ;  remarks  on  foregoing  speeches,  291 ; 
Mr.  Boulton,  no  attempt  mode  to  confute  state- 
ment, 292 ;  method  in  Great  Britain,  292 ; 
criticism  of  Mr.  Dnunmond's  sjxieoh,  292;  West 
Indies  trade,  292-3 ;  Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell, 
ques.  where  would  the  whisky  come  from,  293 ; 
Sir.  Boulton,  we  would  manufacture  it,  293; 
corn,  duty  on,  etc. ,  293  ;  cheapening  i^pst  of  pro- 
duction dues  not  dt^rease  population,  293 ;  no 
desire  to  impose  resolution  if  House  will  iiermit 
its  withdrawal,  293  ;  Mr.  Arsenault,  opjxned  to 
motion  :  tobacco,  duty  on,  etc.,  293 ;  Mr.  Speaker, 
ques.  does  the  hon.  member  withdraw  his 
motion,    293 ;    Mr.    Boulton,    withdraw   M.   on 

?:round  that  ques.  before  House  is  a  matter  of 
act  and  not  debatable,  294 ;  Messrs.   Boulton, 
Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell,  Power,  Masson,  on  the 
effect  of  the  M.  if  voted  on,  294.     M.  rejected  on 
following  division  :  iC.  4,  N.-C.  33),  294. 
See  aiio  "  Rebate  on  Exports." 

Rice,  DUTr  ON.    See: 
"  Tariff  and  Trade  matters." 
See  also  "  Kebate  on  exjiorts." 

Rise  and  kali-  ok  Jewish,  Rouak  and  PaoriaTANT 

PBreSTCBAKT,  EXTRACT  KBOM.      See: 

"  Customs  Seizure  ai.  Montreal." 
Rivers,  Saw-uusi  pollution  ok.    See: 

"Saw-dust  in  the  Ottawa  River.' 
Rifle  Range.    See : 

"British  Columbia  Militia  Rifle  Range." 
Rivers,  on  the  action  ok,  pollution,  etc.    See : 

•'  Fisheries  Act  Amt.  ;  B.  (67)." 
Roai)  Alu)Wanoes  in  Makitob.\.    See; 

"  Manitoba  Road  Allowance. " 
Roman  Catholic  Church.    See : 

"  Customs  Seizure  at  Montreal." 
SCH0OL.S.    Srf . 


I 


"Manitoba  SchiHil  Question." 
RoTAL  English  Commission,  report  of.    See  ; 

"Manitoba  School  Question." 
Rules,  Suspension  ok.    See : 

"Chute  Divorce  Case." 

RlM,  REDUCTION  OF  CUSTOMS  .IND  EXCISE.     See  : 

"Halifax  and  Jamaica  steamboat  service." 

Bt  Catharines  and  Niagrara  Central  By. 
Co. '8  Act;  B.  (60).— A/r.  Lougheed. 
Introduced*,  341. 
2nd  R.*,  376. 

3rd  R.  m.   (Mr.   Sanford),  487.    Amt.  m.  (Mr. 
Power),  487-8.     Remarks:  Messrs.   Power, 


St.  Catharine  and  Niagara  Central  By. 

Co'S — Continued. 

Maclnnes  (Burlington),  Clemow,  Miller,  488 ; 
Messrs.  Miller,  McClelan,  McMillan,  Kaul- 

bach,  Mclnnes  (B.C.),  489;  Messrs.  Kaul- 
bach,  Sanford,  McMillan,  490 ;  Messrs. 
Gowan,  Scott,  McMillan,  491 ;  Messrs.  Scott, 
McMillan,  Power,  McCallum,  492 ;  Messrs. 
Scott,  Kaulbach,  McCallum,  493;  Mr.  Mc- 
Callum, 494-5 ;  Messrs.  McCallum,  Power, 
Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell,  496;  Sir  Mackenzie 
Bowell,  497.  Division  on  the  amt.,  which 
rejected.    (C.  19,  N.-C.  22),  497. 

Assent,  805. 

(58-59  Fic,  cap.  61.) 

St.  Clair  and  Erie  Ship  Canal  Oo.'s  In- 
oorp.  Act;  B.  (11).— Mr.  Vidal. 
Introduced*.  341. 
2nd  R.,  m.  (Mr.  Vidal),  375.    Explanation  of  B., 

875.    M.  agreed  to,  375. 
3rd  R.*,  430. 
Assent,  806. 
(58S9  Vic.,  cap.  76.) 

St.  John  Board  ok  Trade,  resolutions  re  Steam- 
boat service.    See: 

"Halifax  and  Jamaica  Steamboat  Service." 
St.  John  "  News  "  on  Separate  Schools.    See  ; 

"  Manitoba  School  Question." 

St.  John  Biver  Bridge  Company  Incor- 
poration Aot ;  B.  (28).— Afr.  Pmrier. 
.  Introduced*.  195. 

2nd  R.  m.  (Mr.  Poirier) ;  explanation  of  B.,  231 ; 
remarks :  Messrs.   Power  and   Poirier,  2.S1. 
M;  agreed  to,  231. 
3rd  R.*.  250. 
Assent,  805. 
(57-58  Vic,  cap  ,  74.) 

St.  Lawrence  and  Adirondack  By.  Oo.'s 
Act;  B.  (63).— itfr.  Bead. 
Introduced*,  208.  » 

2nd  R",  272. 
3rd  R.*,  372. 
Assent,  805. 
(58  59  Vie.,  cap.  62.) 

St.  Vincent  de  Paul  Pekitentiart,  refersncsto. 
See  "  British  Columbia- Penetentiiiry." 

Sable  and  Spanish  Boom  and  Slide  Ca  of 
Algoma,  Ltd.,  Amt.  ;  B.  {33).— Mr.  Mc- 
Callum . 
Introduced  *   131. 
-'■    2nd  R.  TO.,  (Mr.  McCallum),  140.    B.  explained 
146.    M.  agreed  to,  146. 
3rd  R.*,  200. 
Assent,  805. 
(58-59  Vie.,  cap.,  76.) 

Salaries  ok  Montreal  Judges.    Sec : 
"  Judges  of  Provincial  Courts  Act.  Amt. " 

PENITENTIAKV  OKKICIALS.     See  : 


"  Penitentiary  Act  Amt." 
Salaries  ok  teachers.    See  ; 

"  Manitoba  School  Question." 
Sale  of  Obscene  Literature. 
M.  (Mr.  Bellerose)  for  copies  of  all  judgments, 
correspondence  and  letters  of  record,  relating  to 
fine  or  imprisonment  of  Frederick  Desjardins, 
for  sale  of  Ixxjks  of  an  indecent  and  immoral 
character,  etc. ,  331.     Different  course  taken  than 
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Sale  of  Obcese  LnrEETUBE— C!(m<in««f. 

in  the  cas*  of  Norman  Murray,  331 ;  extracts 
from  Quebec  Chronielc,  re  true  bill  against  Des- 
jardinH,  trial  and  nentence,  331-2  ;  Sir  Mackenzie 
Bowell,  no  objection  to  bringing  down  papers  re 
dincharge  of  prisoner,  332.     M.  agi-eed  to,  332. 

Inqy.  (Air.  Bellerone)  whether  the  Minister  of 
.Tustice  before  ordering  the  release  of  Frederick 
Desjardins  referred  the  petition  for  release  to  the 
judge  who  heard  the  ease  and  pronounced  .sen- 
tence,  and  what  was  the  judge's  reply,  487. 

Reply  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  the  case  was  referred 
to  the  judge,  but  in  all  cases  the  judge's  report  is 
consider«<r  private  and  confidential  for  the  use  of 
the  deiMirtment,  487. 

See  cUto  "  Desjardins's  Case." 

See  ((/no  "  Customs  Seizure  at  Montreal." 

Salisbury,  Lord,  on  educational  bights.    See  ; 

"  Manitoba  School  Question." 
Salmon*,  free  importation.    See : 

"  Customs  Tariff  Act  Arat." 
Saw-dust  in  the  Ottawa  River. 

M.  (Mr.  Clemow)  for  copies  of  all  reports,  plans, 
profiles  or  other  evidences  in  the  jxissession  of 
the  government,  showing  to  what  extent  the 
Ottawa  River  has  been  affected  in  the  past  by  the 
dumping  therein  of  saw-dust,  mill  or  other 
refuse,  104.  Remarks :  Mr.  Clemow,  104-8 ; 
Mr.  Power,  104-6;  Mr.  Angers,  105;  Mr. 
Miller,  105;  Mr.  Kaulbach,  WHi ;  Mr.  Allan, 
106  ;  Mr.  Boulton,  107  ;  Mr.  Snowlwll,  107.  M. 
agreetl  to,  107. 

M.  (Mr.  Clemow)  for  survey  to  be  made  of  Ottawa 
River  from  Chaudiere  Falls  to  mouth  of  the 
Gatineau  River  to  ascertain  depth  and  extent  of 
deixieit  of  saw-dust,  107.    M.  agreed  to,  107. 

See  aim  "  Fisheries  Amt.  Act ;  B.  (67)." 

School  Exhibit  at  the  Chicago  World's  Fair.  See; 

'*  Manitoba  School  Question." 
Schools  Question  in  Manitoba.    ^See.- 

"  Manitoba  Schotils  Question." 
Schools,  Roman  Catholic  system,    See : 

"  Manitoba  School  Question." 
Scotch  farming.    See; 

"Rebate  on  Exports." 
Seal  Fishing  is  North  Pacific.    See ; 

"Fur  Seal  Fishing." 

Seditious  and  unlawful  associations  and  oaths. 
See; 
"Tenth  Chapter  of  the  Consolidated  Statute  for 
Lower  Canada  Amt.  Act. " 

Seizure  of  indecent  literature.    See  : 

"  Customs  seizure  at  Montreal." 
Seizce  of  music.    See  : 

"Copyright  Law." 

.Senate,  The. 
Adjournments. 
(3rd  May)  m.   (Mr.   Bolduc)   for  adjournment  to 
May  2l8t,    128;   Remarks:   Mr.  Kaulbach,   Sir 
Mackenzie  Bowell.     M.  agreed  to,  129. 
Bills,  prirate,  extemion  of  time.    See;  "Bills,  pri- 
vate," in  General  Index. 


Senate,  The — Continued. 

Committees,  Standing,  etc.,  appointment  of. 

Appointment  of  a  Com.  to  nominate  .Stondij 
Corns,  m.  (Sir  M-ickensie  Bowell).  R«Mrti 
as  to  nsual  procedure  (Mr.  Power)  and  agiwi 
to,  48. 

Agriculture  and  Immigration  Com.  SiigKKtioi 
(Mr.  Bernier)  for  appointment  of  Joint  Com. 
with  House  of  Comn-ona.  Mr.  Angws  m- 
raises  to  inquire  into  matter  and  report,  113. 

Banking  and  Commerce  Com.  .Adoption  of  re- 
port of  Com.  of  Selection  for  appointment  >i, 
m.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell),  and  agreed  to*,  li"*. 

Debates  Com. — Adoption  of  Rejwrt  of  C«ii.(f 
Selection  for  appointment  of,  m.  (Sir  Mac- 
kenzie Bowell),  and  a^^reed  to*,  108. 

(For  reports  of  Com.   See  the  respective  subject*.  I 

Interuil  Economy  Com.  Complaints  of  th»i(>>e 
manner  in  which  things  are  conducted  in  the 
corridors ,  restaurant  being  used  as  a  ammh.ii 
tap-room,  etc.,  (>42. 

Railways  Com.,  Chairmanship  of.  First  ivport 
presented  Com.  on  Railways,  Telegraplu  jad 
Harbours,  (Mr.  Vidal)recomraendinsch»inD»ii. 
108.  Remarks  (Mr.  Miller)  irregularity  in 
organization  of  Com.  and  comments  on  «[>• 
pomtment  of  chairman  cf  several  Coins.  109- 
10-11.  Explanation  of  irregularity,  iMr. 
Vidal)  110,  Further  remarks :  Messrs.  Pnw«, 
Kaulbach,  Mclnnee,  Almon,  Poirier  and  Sir 
Mackenzie  Bowell,  110-13. 

Standing  Orders  Committee.  Adopticn  of  Repjn 
of  Com.  of  Selection,  appointing  m.  (Sir  Juc- 
kenzie  Bowell)  and  agreed  to*,  108. 

(For  the  reports  re  extension  of  time,  etc.,  for 
Private  Bills, «ee  "Bills,  Private." 
Order  atid  Procedure  of  Senate.— See  "Order  onil 
Procedure"  (in  General  Xndex.l 
Senate,  vacancies  in  the. 
Inqy.  (Mr.  Miller)  why  vacancies  have  been  alliwcd 

to  remain  so  long  unfilled,  195. 
Reply  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell),  will  endeavour  a 

earliest  jjossible  moment  to  have  vacancies  fill«l> 

197. 
Session,  open  and  closiny  of. 

Speeches  from  the  Throne.    S!ee  "  Speeches." 
Sittings,  extra. 
M.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  for  two  distinct  aittinp 

upon  each  day  for  the  remainder  of  the  sessif*. 

729. 

Senate  and  House  of  Commons  Act  Amt ; 
B.  (143  .    (Mr.  Ferguson.) 

1st  R.,  730.  , 

M.  (Mr.  Ferguson)  for  susix>nsion  of  4Ut  raw 

with  resiiect  to  this  B.,  730;  objection  (.w. 

Power),  730.    2nd  R.,  of  B.  fixed  for  neit 

.sitting,  7.W.  ,       .     , 

2nd  R.  »«.  (Mr.  Ferguson),  746:  explanati.iu';' 

B.;  sessional  indemnity,  (Mr.  Fergu.*on).j»; 

remarks :    Messrs.     Power,    Bowell,    .«; 

Mes-srs.   Power,  Kaulbach,  74" :  Mr.  Ji»o'- 

bach.  748.    M.  rgreed  to,  748. 
!Jrd  R..  748. 
.\8sent,  80.5. 
(.58-59  Tie.,  eap.9.) 

Senator,  ncir,  introduced. 
Arsenault,  Hon.  Jos.  Octave,  3. 
Baird,  George  Thomas,  456. 


other  points  respecting.    See ;  "  Order  and    SEPARATE  Schools.    See : 


Procedure,"  in  General  Index. 


Manitoba  School  Question." 
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Session,  laten'ess  of  calliko. 
Remarks  in  debate  in  the  Address,  VIr.  Kaulbach, 
16.    Mr.  Scott,  10-11. 

Sessiox,  opening  and  closing  of  the. 

Speeches  froni  the  Throne.    See  "  Speeches." 
Sewage,  disposition  OF.    See: 

"  Fisheries  Act  Amt. ;  B.  (67)." 
Ship-bcildino  indvstrt.    See  : 

"British  Columbia,  representation  of  in  Cabinet." 
Shipping  Industry.    See: 

"Tariff  and  Trade  matters  "  (generally). 

Shore  Line  RailAxray  Company's  Act :  B. 
(H)— Jfr.  McCleUin. 
Introduced*,  195. 
2nd  R.  m.  (Mr.  XlcClelan),  explanation  of  B., 

280-1.  M.  agreed  to,  231. 
M.  (Mr.  McClelau)  for  concurrence  in  amt.  made 

by  the  Standing  Com.  on  Railways,  etc,  314. 

M.  agreed  to,  314. 
3rd  R*,  314. 
Amis,  received  from  H.  of  C,  73.3-4  ;  explanation 

(Mr.  Power),  734;  M.  (Mr.  Power)  that anits. 

be  concurred  in,  734.    M.  agreed  to,  734. 
Assent,  805. 
(58-5U  Vic,  cap.  63). 

Sifton,  Attorney  General,  on  Separate  Schools. 
See : 

"  Manitol»  School  Question." 
Silks,  duty  on.    *«  .• 

"  Rebate  on  Exports." 

Silver-lead  Smelting  Act ;  B.  (142). -.Vr. 

Ferguson. 
Introduced*,  730. 

2nd  R.  TO.  (Mr.  Ferguson),  748 ;  explanation  of 
B.  ;  encouragement  of  silver-lead  smelting, 

iMr.    Ferguson),    748-9 ;    remarks :    Messrs. 
"ergviwrn,    Mclnne.s,    (B.C.),    Scott,    749; 
Messrs.   Mclnnes,  (B.  C),    KaulbackoO.  7, 
M.  agreed  to,  750. 
In  Com.  of  the  \V .— On  Sec  1 ;  remarks  :  Messrs. 

Power,  Bowell,  Bemier,  750. 
3rd  R.,  750. 
Assent,  805. 
(58  59  Vk.,eap.7.) 

SiTTINOS  of  HOffSE,  EXTRA. 
M.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  for  two  distinct  sittings 
ui>on  each  day  for  the  remainder  of  session,  7^. 
M.  agreed  to,  729. 

Smith,  Mk.,  press  reporter,  appointment  of.   See: 

"Debates  Committee." 
Smooolisq.    See : 

"  Revenue  from  Excise  and  Customs." 
Sonohee's  Re-skrve,  case  of  destitution.    Sec: 

"  Indian  Act  Amt.  B." 

South  Shore  Railway  Oo.'s  B.  (88).-5i> 

Mackenzie  BoiecU. 

1st  R.,  730. 

M.  (Mr.  Kaulbach)  for  suspension  of  41st  rule, 

730.     M.  agreed  to,  730. 
2nd  R.  m.  (Mr.  Kaulbach),  730;  explanation  in 

regard  to  debts  of  old  compiuiy,  730.     M. 

agreed  to,  730. 
3rd  R.*,  744. 
Assent,  805. 
(58-59  Fie,  cap.  64.) 


Spanish  Treaty  with  England.    See : 
"  Commercial  Treaties  Act." 

Speeches  trova.  the  Throne. 
Opening  of  the  Skssion. 

Death  of  the  late  Right  Honourable  Sir  John 
Thomjison. 

Interpretation  of  certain  clauses  in  the  Treaty  of 
Commerce  with  France. 

Action  of  the  Imperial  Parliament  enabling  the 
various  Australasian  Governments  to  enter  into 
preferential  trade  relations  with  the  other  self- 
governing  Colonies  of  the  Empire.  Right  of 
appeal  to  the  (Jovemor  General  in  Council 
against  certain  Arts  passed  by  the  I^egislature 
of  the  Province  of  Manitoba  regarding  educa- 
tion. Depression  of  trade.  Decrease  in  revenue 
derived  from  Customs  and  Excise,  3.  Warm 
reception  of  Governor  General  throughout  the 
country.  Admission  of  Newfoundland  into 
the  Dominion.  Measures  relating  to  bank- 
ruptcy ;  insolvency  and  joint  stock  companies. 
Amendments  to  the  Insurance  Act;  Indian 
Act ;  North-west  Territories  Representation 
Act,  also  bill  re  land  subsidy  to  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Ry.,  4. 

For  the  Address  in  reply.    See  "  Address." 

Prorogation. 
Treaty  of  Commerce  with  France.  Negotiations 
with  Newfoundland.  Remedial  Order,  Grant 
to  family  of  Rt  Hon.  Sir  .John  Thompson.. 
Civil  Service  Amts.  Administration  of  Crim- 
inal Law.  Advancement  of  Conimerce.  Ex- 
tension of  Railway  and  Telegraphic  Communi- 
cation, etc.,  806. 

Spirits,  incheased  duty  on.    See : 
"  Customs  Tariff  Act  Amt." 


■  EXCISE  and  duty  ON.      ScC  : 


"  Rebate  on  Exports." 

See  ultu  "Revenue  from  Excise  and  Customs." 

Standing  Cohs.    See : 

"Senate.' 
Stanley,  hteamek.    Set : 

"  Railway  Communication  in  P.E.I." 
State  issceance.    See : 

"  Instirance  on  lives  of  children." 
Steamboat  Service  with  mainland.    See: 

"Railway  Communication  in  P.  £.  Island." 
Steamship  line  to  France.    See: 

"  Commercial  Treaties  Act."      , 

Stewart,    Rev.    Prof.,   on   training   in  normal, 
schools.    Sec : 
"  Manitolia  School  Question." 
Subsidies,  Ocean  Steamship, 

In    remarks    on    Address :  Australian    line,    Mr. 

Kaulbach,  61. 
See   alto    "  British    Columbia,    representation    in. 
Cabinet." 

Subsidy  to  railways.    .Sec  ; 

"  Winnipeg  and  Hudson  Bay  Ry." 
Sugar,  duty  on,  et(;.    .Sec  ; 

"  Tariff  and  Treaty  matters  "  (generally). 
See  also  "  Customs  Tariff  Act  Amt." 
See  alio  "Rebate  on  Exports." 
SONDAY  traffic.    See  : 

"  International  Radial  Ry.  Co.'s  B." 


Digitized  by 


Google 


^24 


II. — Index  to  Subjects. 


SOPKEANNUATIOX  OK  CiVIL  SERVAKTS. 

"  Civil  Service  Supemnnuation." 


See: 


Superannuation  of  Judgres  B.  (129).— &r 

Mackenzie  SokcII, 

Ut  R.,  694. 

M.  (.Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  for  2nd  R.  to-morrow, 

694.     P^xplanation    of    B.    (Sir    Mackenzie 

Bowell),  094.     M.  agreed  to,  694. 
2nd  R.  m.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  714 ;  remarka  : 

MefWD).    Lougheed,    Bowell,   714 ;    Messrs . 

Lougheed,  Scott,  Bowell,  713.    M.  agreed  to, 

715. 
B.  then  passed  through  Com.  of  the  W.  without 

amt.,  715. 
3rd  R.*,  715. 
Assent,  805. 
(58-59  VU.,  cap.  39.) 

Sdperintkn'dext  General  Isdian  Affairs,  powers 
OF.    See  : 
"Indian  Act  Amt.  B." 

Supply  Bill  for  Fiscal  Tear  endingr  30th 

June,  1895  (125).— Sir  Mactcnzic  Buiiell. 

Ist  R.»,  431. 
2nd  R.*,  4!ll. 
3rd  R.*,  431. 
Assent,  806. 
(58-59  Vie.,  cap.  1.) 

Supply  Bill  for  Fiscal  Year  endingr  30th 

June,  1896  ;  B.  (140).— Sir  Mackenzie  £ou-dl. 

Ist  R.*,  769. 

2nd  R.*,  769. 

Srd  R.»,  769. 

Assent,  805. 

(58-59  Vic,  cap.  2.) 

SCROBONS  OF  PBNITKNTIARIRS,  SALARIES,  ETC.      .Sec  ; 

"Penitentiaries  Act  Amt,;  B.  (131)." 

■SUKPLU-i!  FUND,  ROMAN  CATHOLIC  SciIOOU      See  : 

"Manitoba  School  Que-ition." 
Surplus,  unuer  Conservative  Administbation. 

See  "Tariff  and  Trade  matters  "  (generally). 
SuRTEEs,  Robert,  EVIDENCE  OK.    See  : 

"Fisheries  Amt.  Act ;  B.  (67)." 
Survey  of  the  Ottawa  River.    See  : 

"  Saw-dust  in  the  Ottawa  River." 
Switzerland's  Treaty  with  France.    See  : 

"  Commercial  Treaties  Act." 
System  of  Government. 
In  «'..  address  in  reply  to  speech  from  the  Throne 

(Mr.  Primrose).     Prominence  given  by  His  Ex. 

to  his  sense  of  the  value  of  advice  and  assistance 

of  both  Houses,  5. 

TACHi,  Archbishop,  recarding  Roman  Catholic 
Schools,  etc.    See  : 

" Manitoba Sch(x>l  Question." 

Tabikf  and  Trade  Matters  generally. 

In  sjieech  from  the  '1  hrone,— Preferential  trade  re- 
lations between  Austialasian  governments  and 
other  self-governing  colonies  of  the  Empire  ;  de- 
pression in  trade  and  decrease  in  revenue  derived 
from  Cuiitoms  and  E-xeise,  3,  4. 
In  the  addres-s  in  reply,  5 ;  In  m.  the  address  in 
reply  (Mr.  Primrose),  6-8  ;  treaty  with  France,  6; 
intercolonial  conference,  7 ;  depression  in  trade, 
7-8 ;  Insolvency  Act,  8. 


Tariff  and  Trade  matters  gkneeallt— Oont'C 

In  seconding  the  address  (Mr.  Aiseiumlt).— Xtfv 
tiations  for  development  of  better  trade  niutii! 
with  foreign  powei-s  and  different  colonies  of  tb- 
empire,  9. 

In  the  debate.— Mr.  Amuuid:  benefits  oi  pr^ttc- 
tion,  89. 

Mr.  Boulton :  Treaty  with  France,  27 ;  trade  reliti  t' 
with  Australia  and  other  self-gDveininir  cnloci*? 
of  the  empire,  27 ;  free  trade  and  protectioo,  ii-f : 
reducing  taxation  and  increasing  reveniw.t)^ ;  tin 
result  of  protection,  38  ;  reduction  in  vslne  of  ioi- 
ports  and  exports,  38  9;  price  of  wlieat.  Si ;  tui- 
tion multiplied  as  a  consequence  of  prot«tion.3l'; 
fnrther  reduction  of  the  tariff,  39 ;  the  rassuiK 
turing  industries,  exporting  power,  {mdictkn, 
(»pital  invested,  40 ;  taxation  on  ncce»<ari»  of 
life,  41 ;  duty  on  rice,  41 ;  duty  on  ngrieulturai 
implements,  41ii2 ;  cuet  of  piuduction,  Si: 
selling,  prices  43-4  ;  artificial  value  plawd  csi 
goods,  44;  nail  and  tack  industry,  45;  Impi-nil 
protection,  46 ;  protective  taxatitm  on  n«ct»vi>^ 
of  life,  47;  productions  of  the  Xorth-irwt,  4T: 
Copvriglit  Act,  48 ;  report  of  the  Cominiwi'in  i« 
Freight  Rates,  48. 

Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell :  Treaty  with  France.  l!> : 
favoured-nations  treaties,  18 ;  bonuses  to  indiv 
tries,  21 ;  results  of  removing  the  duti«.  22: 
policy  of  the  Liberals  when  in  power,  22,  hum 
market  established  for  agricultural  prndncts.  2: 
inilMrtation  of  the  product  of  the  hog,  '21 :  C:.ib- 
dian  butter  and  cheese  in  the  English  market,  ii: 
consumption  of  dairy  produce  in  England.  3; 
comparison  of  the  value  of  Canadian  farm  |'r>.i>- 
erty  with  free  trade  England.  23 :  Lord  Salishjrr 
on  the  condition  of  agricultural  interests  in  Kit- 
land,  23;  annual  production  of  wheat  in  tfc 
North-west,  23 ;  Canada's  position  under  the  Na- 
tional Policy  compared  with  other  countries,  3. 

Mr.  Ferguson  :  Antigoniah  election  not  altoRPtlifr 
decided  on  the  trade  policy,  97 ;  price  of  kenv 
seue  oil,  97  ;  free  trade  versus  protection.  ST; 
development  of  American  industries,  !)!>:  ih' 
effect  of  the  National  Policy,  99;  helpless  iiofition 
of  the  Lilieral  (arty  in  1878,  i'9 ;  falling  "f  i" 
farming  jxipiilation,  99 ;  inii^ortation  and  exi«jru- 
tiim  of  agricultural  products  in  1877  coiuieiw) 
to  present  time,  99-100  ;  census  and  the  deticii- 
100  ;  duty  on  tea  and  sugar,  101 ;  surplus  daring 
last  sixteen  years,  101;  compaiittun  of  iiui«it:i 
and  duties  paid  in  at  different  ports  of  mtrt, 
102-3. 

Mr.  Kaulbach :  Treaty  -nith  France,  61 :  tr»dt 
with  .Australia,  steamship  subsidy,  61 ;  meat  froK 
Oregon  and  Washington  Territories,  Sl-i 
quarantining  of  American  cattle,  62;  manufac- 
turing industries  finding  markets  in  Australia, 
62;  trade  in  1873-78  and  •<ince,  63;  condituois 
under  Liberal  rule,  63 ;  effects  of  the  .Vationu 
Policy,  63-7 ;  re  expenditure,  64 ;  the  deficit ; 
Canada  com|)ared  with  England  and  the  T.S.,  IM; 
the  depression,  64 ;  the  Insolvency  Act,  65 :  fr«i- 
eral  situation  of  affairs  under  the  Sational  Policy, 
67-68 ;  the  deficit  and  reducing  the  tariff,  68;  cotton 
and  woollen  industries,  68  ;  Grits  askinff  for  |iro- 
tection,  68 ;  Liberal  election  btieeches  made  to 
suit  localities,  68-9;  further  remarks  on  the 
National  Policy,  70 ;  failures  and  losses  in  l"'* 
71  ;  exposition  in  1893 ;  increase  in  woductive 
industry,  1888-94,  71 ;  exrwrts  from  18Sli-»4,  Hi 
imports  and  duties,  1888-94 ;  comparative  taw 
of  exports  from  Nova  Scotia  from  1874-94,  71; 
public  debt  of  Canada,  72 ;  what  method  of  rais- 
ing revenue  under  free  trade,  72 ;  foreign  conij*- 
tition  in  England,  72  ;  profits  of  the  nianufattor- 
er»,  73 :  effect  of  a  free  trade  i»licy,  73 ;  on  the 
fishermen,  74;  shipping  industry,  74. 
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Taripk  and  Tbade  hattrbs  gesebally— Cbnimiwd. 

Mr.  Macdonald  (B.C.):  Chnap  products  of  all 
kinds,  60;  Kngland's  Byst«>m  of  taxation,  69; 
Free  Trade  versus  the  National  Policy,  SO ; 
amount  paid  in  wages  by  manufacturers,  60; 
revenue  and  imports,  60, 

Mr.  Power:  Treaty  with  France,  50  ;  intercolonial 
preferential  trade,  50 ;  the  fiscal  policy  the  issue 
of  the  Antigonish  election;  53-4;  depression  in 
trade  in  Canada,  56 ;  the  effect  of  the  National 
Policy,  66;  the  deficit,  compared  with  1873-78, 
56  7  ;  subsidy  to  the  Hudson  Bay  Ry.,  57  ;  pro- 
tective tarifif  and  tariff  for  revenue,  57-8 ;  In- 
solvency Law,  SS, 

Mr.  Scott :  Treaty  with  France,  12 ;  the  National 
Policy  a  failure,  14 ;  reducing  the  duty  and  in- 
creasmg  the  revenue,  14;  the  fiscil  mlicy,  14, 15; 
redu'-ing  the  duty  on  cottons,  woollens  and  iron, 
15 ;  Camvdian  exports  and  the  fiscal  iwlicy,  15 ; 
value  of  coal  oil,  15. 

Taxation.    See:  "  Tariff  and  Trade  matters. " 

See  also  "  Revenue  from  Excise  and  Customs." 
Taxation,  Schooi.    See  .- 

"  Manitoba  School  Question. " 
Tea,  duty  on,  etc.    See  .■ 

"  Tariff  and  Trade  matters  "  (generally). 

See  also,  "  Rebate  on  Exports." 

Texuisoouata  Ry.  Oo.  Act;  B.  (70).— Jfr. 

Catgrain. 
Introduced*  268. 
2nd  R.*,  280. 
3id  R.*,  372. 
Assent,  805. 
(o8  59  Vie.,  cap.  65.) 

Tenth  Chapter  of  the  OonsoUdated  Sta- 
tues for  Lower  Canada,  Amt.  Act,  re- 
specting Seditious  and  Unlawful  As- 
sociations  and  Oaths;  B.    (N).— Afr. 

Poicer. 

Introduced*,  282. 

2nd  R.  ni.  (Mr.  Maclnnes,  Burlington),  313. 
Explanation  of  B.  (Mr.  Power),  313.  Re- 
marks: Messrs.  Power  Maclnnes  (Burling- 
ton), 313 ;  Messrs.  DeBoucherville,  Maclnnes 
(Burlington),  314.     M.  agreed  to,  314. 

M.  (Sfr.  Maclnnes,  Burlington)  that  House  re- 
solve itself  into  Com  of  the  W.  on  B.,  329. 
Remarks :  e»)lanation  nf  B.,  Messrs.  De 
Boucherville,  MacInnes(Burlington),  Ogilvie, 
329  ;  Mr.  Ogilvie,  330.     M.  aereed  to,  330. 

In  Com.  of  the  W.  :  Amt.  »».  (Mr.  Ogilvie),  330 ; 
Amt.  not  germane  to  the  B. ,  Messrs.  Power, 
Vidal,  Clemow.  Kaulbach,  330.  B.  reiwrted 
from  Com.  without  Amt.  (Mr.  Vidal),  330. 

Std  R.*,  340. 

Assent,  805. 

(58-5!)  Vie.,  cap.  44.) 

Tbbba-cotta,  manukactche  ok.    &e; 

"  The  .Tames  McLaren  Ca's  B." 
Third  Class  Clerkships,  abolishmext.    See  : 

"Civil  Service  Act  Amt" 
Thompson,  Late  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  John. 
Remarks  on  the  death  of,  in  the  debate  on  the  Ad- 
dress :  In  s])eech  from  the  Throne,  3 ;  in  Address 
in  reply,  4.     In  m.  the  Address  (Mr.  Primrose), 
5.    In  seconding  (Mr.  Arsenault),  9.    In  si^euch- 
es :  Mr.  Amiand,  88 ;  Mr.  Bemier,  75  ;  Mr.  Bonl- 
ton,  20-7 ;  Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell,  17 ;  Mr.  Fergu- 
son, 103 ;  Mr.  Kaulbach,  66 ;  Mr.  McDon^d  (B. 
C),  60;  Mr.  Mclnnes  (B.C.),  28;   Mr.  Power, 
50 ;  Mr.  Scott,  11-12. 


Thompson,  Sir  John,  on  copyrioht  qcestion.    See : 

"Copyright  Law." 
Thbeb  Rivers  Harbour  Cohmissionebs'  B.    See: 

"  Harbour  Commissioners,  etc." 
Tilton,  John,  evidence  op.    See : 

"Fisheries  Amt.  Act;  B.  (67)." 
Timber,  ma.vcpaotcre  op.    See : 

"  The  James  Madaren  Co.'s  B." 
Tobacco,  i>uty  and  excise  on.    See: 

"  Rebate  on  Exports." 

<S<ee  also,  "  Revenue  from  Exci^  and  Customs." 

Toronto.  Hamilton  and  Buffalo  By.  Act : 

B.  (34).— ilfr.  Lmigheed. 
Ist  R.*,  679. 
2ndR.»,  679. 
3rd  R*,  680. 
Assent,  806. 
(58-59    Vie.,  cap.  66.) 
Trade.    See : 

"Tariff  and  Trade  matters,"  (ab-n-e). 
Tbade  relations,  preferential  with  Colonies,  eto_ 
In  8i)eech  from  Throne,  3 ;  address  in  reply,  4;  in 
t».  Address,  6  ;  in  seconding  (Mr.  Arsenault),  9. 
In  the  debate:  Mr.  Boulton,  27-8;  Mr.  Kaul- 
bach, 61  ;  Mr.  Power,  50-1. 
See  alto  "  Tariff  and  Trade  matters  "  (generally). 

Trafkic,  diversion  of.    See: 

"  Montreal  Harbour  Commission." 

Trail  Creek  and  Columbia  Ry.  Co.'s  In- 
oorp.  Act ;  B.  (67) — Mr.  Maclnnet. 
Introduced*,  196. 
2nd  R.*,  231. 
B.  reported  from  Com.  (Mr.  Vidal)  with  amt., 

233 ;  explanation  regarding  notice  (Mr.  Vidal), 

233 ;  remarks  :  Messrs.  Clemow,  Vidal,  233 ; 

M.  (Mr.  Maclnnes,  Burlington)  for  adoption 

of  amt.,  233 ;  M.  agreed  to,  233. 
3rd  R.*,  250. 
Assent,  805. 
(58-59  Vic,  cap.  67.) 

Trans-Canadian  Ry.  Co.'s  Incorp.  Act ; 

B.  (46).— itf»-.  Clemow. 
1st  R.*,  733. 
2nd  R.*,  733. 
3rd  R.*,  744. 
Assent,  SOS. 
58-59  Fic,  otp.  68.) 

Transportation  on  the  Great  Lakes. 
M.  (Mr.  Boulton)  on  accepting  invitation  of  U.S. 
Congress  and  apiwint  three  commissioners  to  meet 
three  commissioners  appointed  by  the  U.S. 
govt,  to  discuss  ways  and  means  whereby  ocean 
vessels  may  have  access  to  the  hntd  waters  of  our 
inland  navigation,  etc.,  680.  Remarks  :  Mr. 
Boulton,  failing  off  in  marine  interests,  680-1 ; 
increase  in  inland  transportation,  681;  U.S. 
Congress  resolution  of  1892,  681 ;  international 
arrangement  proposed,  881 ;  benefits  of  cheap 
transix>rtation,  682 ;  statistics  with  regard  to 
carriage  of  produce,  682  ;  freight  to  U .  S .  {mrts, 
682-3 ;  rate  of  freight  for  wheat,  683 ;  on 
deepening  the  canals,  Si3-4  ;  cost  of  canal  system, 
Messrs.  Boulton  and  Kaulbach,  684 ;  Mesvrs. 
Boulton,  Power,  Kaulbach,  685;  Mr.  B<julton, 
686;  Messrs.  Bowell,  Boulton,  687;  Messrs. 
Boulton,  Power,  Kaulbach,  Bowell,  688;  Messrs. 
Kaulbach,  Power,  Boulton,  689  ;  Messrs.  Power, 
Boulton,  Bowell,  690 ;  Messrs.  Bowell,  Power, 
Boulton,  691.     M.  withdrawn,  691. 
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TbEATT,  KAVOIREI)  SATIOS8. 

Remarks  in  debate  on  the  Address :  Sir  Mackenzie 

Bowell,  18. 
Set  alto  "  O'mmerciftl  Treaties  Act." 

Tkkaty  with  France. 

Remarks  in  debate  on   the  Address :    In  sfieech 

from  the  Throne,  3 ;  in  address  in  reply,  4  ;  in  m. 

the  Address  (Mr.  Primrose)  5.    In  siieecheh :  Mr. 

Boulton,   27  ;  Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell,  18 ;   Mr. 

Kaulbach,  61 ;  Mr.  Power,  50 ;  Mr.  Scott,  12. 

See  alto :  "  Tariff  and  Trade  matter." 

See  alto :  "' Commercial  Treaties  Act." 

Tbbatvt  with  Spain.    See : 

"  Commercial  Treaties  Act." 
Trial  by  Jury.    See  : 

"  Criminal  Code  Amt.  B." 
TusjJEL  TO  P .  E .  I .    See  : 

"  Railway  Communication  in  P.E.I." 

TuppER,  Sir  Charles. 

In  m.  Address  in  reply  to  Speech  from  the  Throne, 
(Mr.  Primrose) :  opinion  re  interpretation  of 
clause  in  French  Treaty,  6  ;  letter  re  educational 
exhibit.  Colonial  and  Indian  Kxhihition,  1880, 80. 
On  reply  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  to  inqy.  (Mr. 
Desjardins),  720-30 ;  cable  re  removal  of  embargo 
from  Canadian  cattle  by  Belgian  Govt.,  730. 

Union  with  Newfoundland. 
Suggestion  (Mr.  Wark),  calls  attention  to  the 
unsuccessful  negotiations  and  suggests  advisability 
of  ojiening  a  corresjiondence  with  Imperial  Gov- 
ernment, and  proiKwe  such  joint  assistance  as 
would  enable  Newfoundland  to  enter  the  Dominion 
unenibarraK.ied  bv  financial  difficulties,  342. 
Remarks:  Mr.  %Vark.  the  fire  in  1891,  342; 
Newfoundland's  exiiorts  and  imports,  342  3 ; 
basis  of  taking  over  colony,  344;  Province  of 
Queljec  and  Maritime  Provmces  business  with 
Newfoundland,  344  ;  Mr.  Scott,  value  of  New- 
foundland as  a  purchasingpart  of  the  Dominion, 
344;  effect  of  allowing  Newfoundland  to  drift 
into  an  alliance  with  a  foreign  power,  3  45 ;  further 
remarks  :  Mr.  Prowse,  345 ;  Messrs.  Prowse  and 
Primrose,  34f) ;  Messrs.  Power  and  Bowell,  347  ; 
Me.ssrs.  Power  and  Kaulbach,  348  ;  Me8.sr8.  Mc- 
C.ilhim  and  Drunimond,  84!t ;  Me.isrs.  Druni- 
mond  and  Bowell,  350 ;  Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell, 
351-3. 

United  States,  remarks  on. 

In  the  debate  on  Address :  Mr.  Ferguson,  98. 
CANALS.    See  : 

"  Montreal  Harl)Our  Commission." 

CEDAR,  ADMI.>*S10N  OK.      See  : 


'  Customs  Act  Amt." 

Civil  service.    See : 

'Civil  Service  Act  Amt." 


COPYRIOHT  IN. 


"  Copyright  Law." 
RESOLUTION  OK  CONGRESS.      See  : 


"  Transjiortation  <m  the  Great  Lakes.' 
SCH0DL8.     Sec : 


"  Manitoba  School  Question." 
SYSTEM  OKCCSTOMS  APPRAISING  AND  APPEAL.  See: 


"  Custonu  Act  Amt.'" 

See  alto  Tariff  and  Trade  matters  "  (generally). 


Vacancy  in  the  Cabinkt. 

Inqy.  (Mr.  Mclnnes,  B.C.),  calls  attention  to  the 
vacancy  in  the  Cabinet  and  inquires  if  it  is  tbr- 
intention  to  fill  up  the  vacancy  by  appointing  a 
representative  from  B.C.,  094;  comments  on  the 
situation,  694;  rights  of  B.C.  to  repreKentatiun 
in  the  Cabinet,  694-5;  Mr.  Maodonald  (B.C.l 
on  Mr.  Anger's  action,  696  ;  recommends  Premier 
not  to  do  anything  hasty,  696. 

Reply  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  will  disclrj<ie  name 
of  j>arty  when  choice  approved  of,  (596  ;  commentii 
on  Mr.  Mclnnes's  (B.C.)  remarks,  696;  cco- 
founding  of  Senators  from  Victoria  and  New 
Westminster,  <J96-7. 

Further  remarks  :  Messrs.  Mclnneo  (B.C.),  Bowtrll. 
Macdonald(B.C.),697. 

Vessels,  building  ok.    See  : 

"James  Maclaren  Co.'8  B." 
Victoria,  B.C.,  rikle  rancx  at.    See  .- 

"  British  Columbia  Rifle  Range." 
VicroBiA  "Times  "  and  "  Wobld,"  kxtbacts  fbox. 

See  "  British  Columbia  Penitentiary . " 
Von  Caprivi,  on  school  matters.    See  : 

"  Manitoba  School  (Question. " 

Voters'  List  of  1805  Act ;   B.    (60).-Sfr 

Mactenzie  Bowell. 

Introduced*,  612. 

2nd  R.  «n.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell),  636 ;  ex- 
planation of  B.  (Sir  Miickenzie  Bowel] . 
636-7.     M.  agreed  to,  (B?. 

3rd  R.*,  639. 

Assent,  805. 

(58-59  Tie.,  eap.  12.) 

Voters'  lists.    See : 

"N.W.T.  Representation  Act." 
Waterways  and  Canals.    See  : 

"  Transjwrtation  on  the  Great  Lake«." 
West  Indies  Trade.    &f  .- 

"  Halifax  and  Jamaica  SteamlK>at  Service." 

See  alto  "  Revenue  on  Excise  and  Customs." 

Wheat,  cultivation  ok.    See  : 

"  Exi>erimental  Farms  in  the  North-west." 
Wheat  inspectors,  salaries  of.    See  .- 

"  Insi>ection  Act  Amt." 
Whe.\t,  PRICE  ok.    See: 

"Tariff  and  Trade  matters." 

See  alto  "  Rebate  on  Exports." 

Whisky,  duty  on,  etc.    See: 
"  Revenue  from  Excise  and  Customs." 

Williams,  Dr.,  okkbr  to  autbors.    See  .- 
"Copyright  Law." 

Windsor  and  Annapolis  By.  Co.'s  B.  (40i. 

— Mr.  Poicer. 

1st  R.,  .S30.    Remarks  :   Sir  Mackenzie  Rowell. 

Mr.  Power,  company  commuting  claim  with 

govt,  for  duty,  330. 
2nd  R.  m.  (Mr.  Power),  341,  explanation  of  B. 

(Mr.  Power),  341.     M.  agreed  to,  341. 
3rd  R.*,  380. 
Assent,  805. 
(58-59  Vie.,  cap.  69.) 

Wine,  duty  on,  etc.    See: 

"  Rebate  on  Exijorts." 
Wines,  French,  importation. 

"Commercial  Treaties  Act." 


See. 
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"Winding  Up  Act  Amt.,  B.  (144).— Sir  Mac- 
kenzie Boviell. 

Introduced*,  730. 

2nd  R.  m.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell),  744 ;  explana- 
tion of  B.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell),  744-6. 
M.  agreed  to,  743. 

Srd  R.,  745. 

Assent,  805. 

(58-69  Vic,  cap.  18.) 

"Winnipeg  and  Assiniboine  Biver  "Water- 
Power  Act,  B.  {132).— Mr.  Boulton. 
Introduced*,  612. 
2nd  R.*  622. 
Srd  R.*,  639. 
Assent,  806. 
(68-39  Vic,  cap.  79.) 

"Winning  3c  Qreat  Northern  By.  Oo.'8 

B.  (150).— *>  Markemie  Boirfll. 

Inqy.  (Mr.  Scott),  whether  it  is  the  intention  to 
hTia^  down  legislation,  622.  Reply  (Sir  Mac- 
kenzie Bowell)  no  further  legislation  of  any 
iniportant  character,  622. 
On  M.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  to  adjourn  the 
House,  he  gave  explanation  regarding  legislation 
to  be  brought  down  this  session  in  connection 
with  the  Hudson  Bay  Ry.,  715.  Remarks : 
Mesftrs.  Scott,  Bowell,  Kougheed,  Allan,  715 ; 
Messrs.  Maclnnes  (Burlington),  Bowell, 
Lougheed,  716. 

1st  K.  m.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell),  769;  remarks: 
M.  (Mr.  Maclnnes,  Burlington)  for  three 
months'  hoist,  769 ;  Mr.  Scott,  769 ;  Messrs. 
Scott,  Bowell,  770 ;  Messrs.  Scott,  Bowell, 
771 ;  Mr.  Scott,  772;  Messrs.  Sc>tt,  Bowell, 
773 ;  Messrs.  Scott,  Bowell,  774 ;  Messrs. 
Scott,  Bowell,  Mclnnes  (B.C.),  775 ;  point  of 
order,  Messrs.  Bowell,  Scott,  Smith,  Fergu- 
son, 776 ;  .Messrs.  Scott,  Bowell,  777 ;  Messrs. 
Scott,  Bowell,  778 ;  Messrs.  Bowell,  Vower, 
779  ;  Messrs.  Power,  Ferguuon,  780 ;  Messrs. 
Power,  Bowell,  Scott,  Smith,  781 ;  Messrs. 
Smith,  Power,  '782.  After  recess  :  Messrs. 
Bowell,  Scott,  Power,  782 ;  Mr.  Power,  783 ; 
Messrs.  Power,  Ferguson,  784 ;  Mr.  Fergu- 
son, 785-786 ;  Messrs.  Ferguson,  Clemow, 
Scott,  787 ;  Messrs.  Power,  Clemow,  Btjwell, 
788 ;  Messrs.  Clemow,  Bowell,  788 ;  Messrs. 
Clemow,  Bowell,  Scott,  Power,  Angers,  789 ; 
Messrs.  Angers,  Maclnnes  (Burlington),  790; 
Messrs.  Maclnnes  (Burlington),  Reesor,  791; 
Messrs.  Roesor,  Bowell,  792.  Arat.  rejected 
by  the  following  vote  (C.  7,  N.-C.  11),  792. 
M.  (Sir  Mackenzie  BowellJ  for  suspension  of  41st 
rule,  792 ;  objected  to  (Mr.  Power),  792 ;  re- 
marks :  Messrs.  Bowell,  Power,  792 ;  Messrs. 
Ferguson,  Bowell,  793.  Further  M.  (Sir 
Mackenzie  Bowell)  that  when  the  House  ad- 
journs to-night  it  stands  adjourned  until  ten 
o'clock  on  Monday  morning,  793.  M.  agreed 
to,  798. 


I 


Go's 


"Winnipeg  &  Qreat  Northern  By. 

— CmUimuxl. 

2nd  R.  m.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell),  793 ;  on  point 
of  order,  Mr.  Power,  793 ;  Messrs.  Power, 
Bowell,  Scott,  794 ;  Messrs.  Scott,  Ferguson, 
the  Speaker,  Power,  795;  the  Speaker,  Mr. 
Power,  796 ;  decision  on  point  of  order  (the 
Spe&ker),  796 ;  Messrs.  Bowell,  Power,  Kaul- 
baoh.  Angers,  the  Speaker,  Mr.  Scott,  796. 
M.  agreed  to  and  B.  read  the  second  time, 
796. 

In  Com.  of  the  W.  —On  1st  cl.  ;  remarks :  Mr. 
Power,  796 ;  Messrs.  Power,  Kaulbach, 
Bowell,  Scott,  797  ;  Messrs.  Scott,  Bowell, 
Power,  798 ;  Messrs.  Power,  Maclnnes  (Bur- 
lington), Ferguson,  799 ;  Messrs.  Ferguson, 
Power,  800 ;  Messrs.  Ferguson,  Power,  Kaul- 
bach, Power,  the  Chairman,  801 ;  cl.  agreed 
to  on  a  division,  801. 

On  Srd  cl. ;  remarks :  Messrs.  Power,  Bowell, 
802;  amt.  m.  (Mr.  Power),  802;  Messrs. 
Bowell,  Power,  802.  Amt.  lost  and  cl.  agreed 
to,  802. 

Additional  cl.  amt  (Mr.  Ferguson),  802 ;  re- 
marks: Messrs.  Power,  Ferguson,  Scott, 
802 ;  Messrs.  Power,  Bowell,  8& ;  arat.  with- 
drawn, 803. 

Srd  R.  r/i.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell),  803 ;  amt.  m. 
(Mr.  Scott),  803.  Amt.  rejected  by  following 
vote  (C.  6,  N.-C.  11),  M>3.  B.  was  then  read 
the  third  time  and  passed,  803. 

Assent,  806. 

(58-59  Vic,  cap.  8.) 

Winnipeg  and  Hudson  Bay  Rv. 

Inqy.  (Mr.  Power)  as  to  prorogation,  761;  reply, 
(Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  two  bills  to  come  up  from 
other  House,  etc.,  761 . 

B.  explained  and  |>articular8  of  construction,  (Sir 
Mackenzie  Bowell),  761 ;  remarks  :  Mr.  Ogilvie, 
761 ;  Messrs.  Kaulbach,  Bowell,  Power,  Smith, 
Maclnnes  (Burlington),  762;  M.  (Sir  Mackenzie 
Bowell),  adjournment  until  2.30  p.m.,  763; 
Messrs.  Power,  Maclnnes  (Burlington),  Scott, 
763 ;  ■  Messrs.  Scott,  Maclnnes  (Burlingt<m), 
Bowell,  Ferguson  (P.E. I.), 764  ;  Messrs.  Bowell, 
Scott,  Maclnnes  (Burlington),  765;  Mr.  Soott, 
766.     M.  agreed  to,  766. 

Remarks  (Mr.  Bemier),  769 ;  about  to  leave  for 
home  and  want  to  say  a  few  words  in  favour  of 
measure,  769 ;  railway  needed,  769 ;  the  Dauphin 
district,  769  ;  effect  of  the  rejection  of  the  B.  or 
otherwise,  769. 

Wise,  Mr.,  EVH)K.NCE  OF.    Sec: 

"  Fisheries  Amt.  Act.,  B.  (67)." 
Wood  import  of  Gbbat  Britain.    See  : 

"  Commercial  Treaties  Act. " 
Woollen  indvstby.    See  : 

"  Tariff  and  Trade  matters  "  (generally). 
Wbiters,  appointment  ok.    See  : 

"Civil  Service  Act  Amt." 
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